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W eintroducea m odeloffracturewhich includestheout-of-planedegreesoffreedom necessary to

describe buckling in a thin-sheetm aterial. The m odelis a regular square lattice ofelastic beam s,

rigidly connected atthe nodesso asto preserve rotationalinvariance. Fracture isinitiated by dis-

placem ent control,applying a uniaxialforce couple at the top and bottom rows ofthe lattice in

m ode-Itype loading.The approach lendsitselfnaturally to the inclusion ofdisorderand enablesa

wide variety offracture behavioursto be studied,ranging from system swith a sim ple geom etrical

discontinuity to m ore com plex crack geom etriesand random cracking.Breakdown can be initiated

from a pre-cracked sheet or from an intact sheet where the �rst dam age appears at random ,and

buckling setsin when a displacem entvectorcontaining out-of-place com ponentsbecom esenergeti-

cally favourable overonewhich doesnot.In thispaperwe only considercenter-cracked sheetswith

no disorder and include som e results relevantto the force-and displacem ent-�elds,and the buck-

ling response ratio. Rather than carry out a com prehensive study ofsuch system s,the em phasis

presently ison the developm entofthe m odelitself.

PACS num bers:81.40.Jj,62.20.-x,05.40.-a

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

Understandinghow,and when,m aterialsbreakareim -

portantin m any engineering applications.Thisisso for

a num berofreasons{ the m otivation to study fracture

m ay, for instance, be related to safety issues, such as

determ ining when cracksform in concrete structures,or

it m ay be one ofeconom icalgain,as in the case when

the runnability ofa printing pressin the paperindustry

is considered. Few m aterials,be they naturalor m an-

ufactured,are perfect,however. Hence,the disorder in

them icro-structureneedsto beaccounted forin orderto

obtain a realisticdescription.

O ver the past �fteen years m ethods have em erged

within the statisticalphysicscom m unity to successfully

tackle just such problem s [1]. These m ethods are in-

term ediate between the m icroscopic,or �rst principles,

approach and the m ean-�eld type ofapproach. In the

form er case fracture properties are derived from inter-

m olecularorinter-atom icforces,representing a problem

which isboth theoretically dem anding and heavy on nu-

m ericalresources. In the lattercase disordercannotbe

included in a satisfactory way. This is a big drawback

since the presence ofdisorderin a m aterialiscrucialto

the way it fractures. Disorder a�ects the stress �eld in

such a way as to enhance the already existing hetero-

geneities. Thisinterplay,between a constantly evolving

non-uniform stress�eld and localvariationsin m aterial

properties,can neverthelessbe handled in a num erically

tractableway using lattice m odels.

The m ost com m on lattice m odels used in engineer-

ing applicationsare �nite elem ent m ethods (FEM ),the

im plem entation of which is usually based on com m er-

cially availablecom putercodes.The lattice m odelscur-

rently used in statisticalphysics di�er som ewhat from

the FEM -approach in thatthe grid used isregular,i.e.,

the sam e everywhere,ratherthan one which adjuststhe

m esh size according to where the stress�eld ism ostin-

tense. Although FEM m odeling is certainly m ore suit-

able in describing hom ogeneous m aterials,the require-

m ent that the stress �eld should vary slowly over each

elem ent m akes the approach cum bersom e in the pres-

ence ofheterogeneities. In the stochastic lattice m odel,

however,the nodes are thought ofas being connected

by objects such aselastic beam s orcurrentcarrying el-

em ents. W hile in som e respectsbeing lesssophisticated

than FEM m ethods,the interpretation ofthe algorithm

ism uch m oretransparentand theapproach also hasthe

advantageofallowing disorderto be included quite gen-

erally.

In thestochasticm odels,thelocalequilibrium in force

and m om entisconsidered on a m esoscopicscale,i.e.,on

a scalem uch sm allerthan the externaldim ension ofthe

latticebutstillsu�ciently largefortheforcesto begov-

erned by wellknown physicallaws. In this sense it is

also a very good alternativeto thefarm orecom plicated

approach ofincluding disorderon the m icroscopic level.

Since only the nearestneighbourson the lattice are in-

cluded thecalculationofthedisplacem ent�eld reducesto

the inversion a sparse m atrix,enabling reasonably large

system sto be handled com putationally.

O ne feature which is of a phenom enologicalnature,

however,isthe breaking rule { the choicehere isguided

by intuition rather than by the inner workings of the

m odelitself.In otherwords,breakingdoesnotariseasa

naturalconsequenceofthe calculations.Thisisactually
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an advantage in that the m echanism by which the sys-

tem rupturescan betailored to suitdi�erentengineering

requirem ents.Ifwe regard thin planarm aterials,forin-

stance,theenergy required to propagatea crack acrossa

given areaisusuallym uch lowerin m ode-IIIfracture,i.e.,

tearing,than in the pure tensile loading ofm ode-Ifrac-

ture. Fam iliar exam ples ofdisordered m aterials which

behavethisway aretextilesand paper.

M ost ofthe research done so far in stochastic lattice

m odeling aim sto identify the underlying generalprinci-

ples ofthe fracture process rather than to address tra-

ditionalproblem s in fracture m echanics. In this paper

the plane beam m odel[2],which has been used previ-

ously to study scaling laws in fracture,is extended to

includea speci�c,and practical,aspectoffracturewhich

isvery im portantforthin sheetm aterials,i.e.,buckling.

Asiswellknown,buckling can profoundly inuence the

residualstrength ofsuch m aterials[3,4,5]. Butbefore

devoting ourattention to thisproblem in full,webriey

m ention partofthe background which has inspired the

useoflattice m odeling asa toolin statisticalphysics.

In m odeling experim ents of random m edia, the fea-

ture which by far has received the m ost attention is

the m orphology ofcrack surfaces. M any surfacesin na-

ture are found to be self-a�ne,i.e.,statistically invari-

ant with respect to anisotropic scale transform ations.

The m orphology of such surfaces can be described by

sim ple scaling laws,behaving very m uch like fractalob-

jects[6].Thesescaling lawsprovidea theoreticalfram e-

work whereby m uch inform ation can be sum m ed up in

a few param eters. Certain features have been found to

share a com m on basis with other,seem ingly unrelated,

problem s such as deposition and growth processes, or

transportpropertiesin random m edia [7].In the caseof

fractureithasbeen established thatcrack surfacesscale

asW � L�,where L isthe system size,W isthe rough-

nessand � istheroughnessexponent.O therscalinglaws

have been studied,e.g.,in connection with the distribu-

tion ofstresses,orforthetotalam ountofdam agefound

atvariousstagesin the breakdown process.

By farthe m ostpopulartoolin such studieshasbeen

the random fuse m odel[8].In the fusem odel,the nodes

on thelatticeareconnected bycurrent-carryingelem ents,

i.e.,fuses.Thethreshold fortheam ountofcurrentwhich

m ay ow through each fuseischosen from a random dis-

tribution. Hence,in the breakdown processa fuse isir-

reversibly rem oved from the lattice once itsthreshold is

exceeded. A new distribution ofcurrentsis then calcu-

lated beforethenextfuseisrem oved,and so on,untilan

uninterrupted path can betraced acrossthesystem .Al-

though itreally describeselectricalbreakdown,the fuse

m odelisoften referredtoasascalarm odeloffracturedue

to thesim ilarity in form between O hm ’slaw and Hooke’s

law oflinear elasticity. Results obtained for � with the

fusem odelarefound to bedi�erentin two and threedi-

m ensions,however.Theresultsare� = 0:74(2)in twodi-

m ensions[9]and � = 0:62(5)in threedim ensions[10].Al-

though theform erseem stoagreewith experim ental�nd-

ings,thelatterdoesnot.Furtherm ore,thetypeofforces

involved on the m eso-scale also seem to m ake a di�er-

ence,i.e.,the resultsobtained with a scalarm odeldi�er

from thoseobtained with a vectorialm odel.Speci�cally,

in calculationswith theelasticbeam m odel� = 0:86(3)is

obtained in two dim ensions[11].Thedi�erencebetween

the resultsofthe two and three dim ensionalfuse m odel

indicatesthattheadditionaldegreesoffreedom a�orded

by the (three-dim ensional)buckling beam m odelshould

provide a lower estim ate for the roughnessexponent in

the vectorialproblem as well. Since the observed value

in realm aterials,i.e.,� = 0:8 [12],in factdoeslie below

the two dim ensionalbeam lattice result,itwould be in-

teresting to see ifthe buckling beam lattice reproduces

the universalvalueobserved in nature.

However, although such fundam ental aspects of the

fracture processare certainly interesting,the subjectof

how buckling a�ects the scaling laws are left for future

study. The focus in this paper is instead on the devel-

opm entofa lattice m odelthatrealistically includesthe

bucklingbehaviourobserved in thin sheetm aterials.The

characteristic out-of-plane deection known as buckling

is perhaps m ost frequently associated with thin plates

or beam s under com pressive loading. Presently, how-

ever,weconcern ourselveswith thespecialcaseofa thin

planar structure under tensile loading. The interaction

ofbuckling with fracture in such circum stancesisa well

known phenom enon,although ithasoften been neglected

in fracture m echanicsanalysesdue to the extra com pli-

cations involved. O ne ofthe characteristic features of

buckling in a thin tension-loaded sheet is that a stable

out-of-planecon�guration isobtained afterbuckling has

set in. This is in stark contrast with the case ofcom -

pressive loading,where loss ofstability usually signals

com pletebreakdown.

Practically allpreviouswork considersthee�ectbuck-

ling hason thestrength propertiesofan already cracked

plateora plate with a geom etricaldiscontinuity such as

a circular hole or a rectangular cut-out. Ifthe physi-

calparam eters ofthe plate are such that buckling can

beexpected beforethecrack beginsto grow,theresidual

strength oftheplatewillbesigni�cantly lowerthan what

would otherwisebeexpected,based on an analysiswhich

doesnottakeaccountofbuckling.The presentstudy of

fracture and buckling willbe m ore generalin scope. In

otherwords,wealso regard sheetswhich,in theirinitial

state,have no cracks or other discontinuities. Instead,

cracksform by a com plex processwhich dependson the

evolvingdistribution ofstressesand itsinteraction with a

disordered m eso-structure.Theonsetofbuckling in this

scenario,and thee�ectbucklinghason thefractureprop-

erties,willvary according to the type ofdisorder used,

i.e.,weak orstrong.Nonetheless,even forweak disorders

the �nalcrack which breaksthe system willonly rarely

appear at the exact center ofthe sheet,and even then

the situation willusually be com plicated by additional

cracks in the vicinity { cracks which interact with the

m ain crack so asto alterthe distribution ofstressesand
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FIG .1:O n theleft-hand side isshown a lattice ofsize L = 5

where a force couple hasbeen applied uniform ly on opposite

edges. The strain im posed is consistent with m ode-I type

fracture and corresponds to a displacem ent �L = 1 in the

Y -direction. The enum eration schem e of the neighbouring

beam s is shown on the right-hand side,where a rotation at

node i(centerdot)inducesshearing forces and bending m o-

m entsin the neighbouring beam s.

hence also the exactshape orm ode ofbuckling.

Theem phasishere,however,ison the developm entof

the m odelitself. Forillustration purposes,a few results

areincluded on uniform system swith a center-crack.In

section IIthe plane beam m odelisbriey reviewed,be-

fore the equationsdescribing the out-of-plane behaviour

are derived in section III. Typicalstress and displace-

m ent�eldsareshown in sectionsIV and V,respectively,

before the initialization ofbuckling is discussed in sec-

tion VI and a fracture criterion de�ned in section VII,

whereresultsforthebuckling responseratio ofa center-

cracked sheetareincluded.

II. P LA N E B EA M LA T T IC E

The beam m odelm ay be de�ned as a regular square

latticeofsizeL � L,wherethespacingisoneunitlength,

and each nodein thehorizontaland verticalin-planedi-

rectionsisconnected to itsnearestneighboursby elastic

beam s.A beam isthen fastened to otherbeam sin such

a way that,upon subsequentdisplacem entofneighbour-

ing nodes,the angle between beam s rem ains the sam e

as in the originalunderlying square lattice,see Fig.1.

Furtherm ore,allbeam sareim agined ashaving a certain

thickness,providing �nite shearelasticity.

Beginning with the sim ple two dim ensional beam

m odel,there are three possible degreesoffreedom ,i.e.,

translationsin the horizontal(x)and vertical(y)direc-

tions,and rotationsaboutthe axisperpendicularto the

plane(w).Asshown in Fig.1,thisallowsforboth bend-

ing m om entsand transverseshearing forces,in addition

to the axially tensile,orcom pressive,forces.

Forany nodei,thenearestneighboursjarenum bered

in an anti-clockwisem anner,beginning with j= 1 to the

rightofi.De�ning �r= rj � ri,wherer2 fx;y;wg,the

forceson idue to j= 1 are

w M
(1)

i =
1

� +


12

��


�w +

�y

2
�
1

3
(wi+

wj

2
)
�
; (1)

yT
(1)

i =
1

� +


12

�
�y�

1

2

�
wi+ wj

��
; (2)

xA
(1)

i =
1

�
�x; (3)

for the m om ent due to angular displacem ents w,shear

and transverse force due to displacem ents y,and axial

strain due to displacem entsx,respectively. Expressions

forj> 1 areanalogous.

Prefactorscharacteristicofthem aterialand itsdim en-

sionsare

� =
1

E �
; � =

1

G �
;  =

1

E I
; (4)

whereE isYoung’sm odulus,� and Itheareaofthebeam

section and its m om ent ofinertia about the centroidal

axis,respectively,and G the shearm odulus[13].

The conjugate gradientm ethod [14]isused to obtain

the displacem ent�eld from

X

j

D ij

2

4
wi

xi
yi

3

5 = �

2

4
W i

X i

Yi

3

5 ; (5)

where

X i = xA
(1)

i + xT
(2)

i + xA
(3)

i + xT
(4)

i ; (6)

Yi = yT
(1)

i + yA
(2)

i + yT
(3)

i + yA
(4)

i ; (7)

W i =

4X

j= 1

w M
(j)

i ; (8)

arethe com ponentsofforceand m om ent.

The m aterialisassum ed to be brittle,i.e.,each beam

is linearly elastic up to the breaking threshold. Using

tA and tM forthethresholdsin axialstrain and bending

m om ent,respectively,a good breakingcriterion,inspired

from Tresca’sform ula,is

�
A

tA

� 2

+
jM j

tM
� 1; (9)

where jM j= m ax(jM ij;jM jj) is the largest ofthe m o-

m entsatthe two beam endsiand j.

The fracture process is initiated by im posing an ex-

ternalverticaldisplacem entwhich atthe top row corre-

spondsto onebeam -length,i.e.,�L = 1,see Fig.1.The

lattice now consists of horizontally undeform ed beam s

and beam s which in the verticaldirection are stretched

lengthwise.The�rstbeam to break isthatforwhich the

ratio A=tA is largest,this being the vertically oriented

beam which has the lowest value oftA . Ifallthresh-

old values are the sam e, the next beam to break will

be one ofthe nearestlateralneighbourssince these now
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FIG .2: A disordered beam lattice ofsize L = 19,which is

strained to failure in m ode-Itype fracture,i.e.,by applying

a force couple atthe top and bottom edges.The presence of

a centralcrack leads to the build-up ofcom pressive stresses

around the crack edges,causing the structure to deect out

ofthe initialrestplane.

carry a largerload than otherbeam son thelattice.The

case ofno disorderisthusone in which the crack prop-

agates horizontally from the initialdam age,taking the

shortest possible path to break the lattice apart. In-

troducing disorder in the breaking thresholds,m aterial

strength varies across the lattice and consequently the

crack willnot necessarily develop from the initialdam -

agepoint.Instead m icrocracksand voidsform wherever

thestressconcentration m ostexceedsthelocalstrength,

i.e.,whereverEq.(9)dictatesthatthenextbeam should

be broken. Towards the end ofthe breakdown process

sm aller cracksm erge into a m acroscopic crack,form ing

a sinuous path which ultim ately traverses the width of

the lattice and thus breaks it apart,see, for instance,

Fig.2. In this scenario the quenched disorder on the

thresholdsand the non-uniform stressdistribution com -

bine to determ ine where the nextbreak willoccur.The

stress distribution itselfalso continually changes as the

dam agespreads.

Throughout the process, the equilibrium stress �eld

is re-calculated by use ofEq.(5) each tim e a beam is

rem oved.Thestress�eld thereforerelaxesataratem uch

fasterthan theprocessby which thecrack grows.Hence,

the m odeldescribesquasi-staticfracture.

III. B U C K LIN G B EA M LA T T IC E

The displacem ents ofa realm aterial,even ifits ge-

om etry is essentially con�ned to a plane,willgenerally

occupy three dim ensions. For instance,when opposite

forces are applied uniform ly along the top and bottom

edgesofasheetofpaper,with theobjectofstrainingitto

failure,signi�cantdisplacem entswillbe observed in the

direction perpendicularto thesheet,seeFig.2.Thisbe-

com esespecially evidentwhereversizablecracksappear.

Reasons for this behaviour are deviations in the sym -

m etry ofthe m aterialitself,oritsproperties,aboutthe

planethrough which theexternally applied forcesact.In

som ecasessuch deviationsm ay sim ply correspond to an

uneven thickness,orthey m ay be caused by localvaria-

tionsin density,agradientin theorientation ofthem icro

structure,and so forth.

To includethisbehaviour,theplanebeam m odelm ust

incorporate atleasttwo additionalfeatures. O ne is the

random variation ofthe m aterialin the out-of-plane di-

rection.Sincelatticem odeling reducesthe m aterialto a

setofpointscorrespondingtothenodeson am athem ati-

callyprecisetwo-dim ensionallattice,them ostconvenient

approachistoim poseaverysm allrandom lychosenverti-

caldisplacem enton each node.Thisisdiscussed in m ore

detailin section VI. The other feature to be included,

and the topic ofthe present section, is the physics of

the forces which create,and m aintain,the out-of-plane

displacem ent�eld.

In thebuckling beam m odelwehaveonetranslational

and one rotationaldisplacem entrelevantto each ofthe

principalaxes,i.e.,six degreesoffreedom ,with the m a-

trix system

X

j

D ij

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

ui

vi
wi

xi
yi

zi

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

= �

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

Ui

Vi
W i

X i

Yi

Zi

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

(10)

replacingEq.(5).Presently theforcesareprojected onto

theX Y -,X Z and Y Z-planes,and henceX i ofEq.(10),

thatis,

X i =

4X

j= 1

X
(j)

i ; (11)

can be stated as

X i = A
x X X

(1)

i + T
x X Y

(1)

i + B
x X Y

(1)

i (12)

+ T
x X Z

(1)

i + B
x X Z

(1)

i

+ A
x X Y

(2)

i + T
x X Y

(2)

i + B
x X Y

(2)

i

+ A
x X X

(3)

i + T
x X Y

(3)

i + B
x X Y

(3)

i

+ T
x X Z

(3)

i + B
x X Z

(3)

i

+ A
x X Y

(4)

i + T
x X Y

(4)

i + B
x X Y

(4)

i ;

wheretheterm B
x X Z

(1)

i ,forinstance,isthex-com ponent

ofthebuckling (B)forcedueto j= 1,asprojected onto

the X Z-plane. Axialand transverse contributions are

denoted (A)and (T),respectively.

Therotationaldisplacem entsabouttheY -and X -axes

aredenoted u and v,respectively,and z isused forverti-

caldisplacem entsalong theZ-axis.A coordinatesystem

isplaced on each node,whereupon forcesand m om ents

are expressed asfunctionsofthe displacem ents.To this

end,an elasticbeam with noend restraints[15]isconsid-

ered,asin the case ofthe plane m odel. In the buckling

m odel,however,thecoordinatesystem isadditionally ro-

tated aboutthe relevantangle within the X Z-,Y Z-or

X Y -plane,i.e.,u,v orw.
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FIG .3:The buckling term ,� 1

2
P �,atnode idue to j= 1 in

the case ofan axially com pressive load,showing the angular

displacem ents,ui and uj,thebendingangle,�,theaxialforce,

F ,and thecom ponentP ,ofF ,which isparallelto thebeam

axisatnodei.Also shown istheoriginalX Z-system and the

X
0
Z
0
-system .

W ith the exception of the signs on the term s of

Eq.(12),contributionsfrom neighboursj= 1 and j= 3

aresim ilar,asarethosefrom j= 2 and j= 4.

Consequently,ifwede�ne

pj =
1

2

�
1� (� 1)j

�
; (13)

with qj = 1� pj,and

rj =

j� 1Y

n= 0

(� 1)n (14)

with sj = (� 1)jrj,fornotationalconvenience,then the

totalforceon ialong the X -axis,with the contributions

from allfourofthe neighbouring beam shaving been in-

cluded,reads

X i =

4X

j= 1

F
(j)

i

�

pjcoswicosui� qjsinwicosvi�
�w

2
cos�w

�

pjsinwi+ qjcoswi

�

(15)

� pj
�u

2
cos�usinui

�

sj

+
1

� +
Z
12

4X

j= 1

�
�
pj�x + qj�y

�
sinwi+

�
� 1

�j�
pj�y+ qj�x

�
coswi� sj

��w

2
+ sinwi

�
�

�

�

pjsinwi+ qjcoswi

�

+
1

� +
Y
12

4X

j= 1

�

�xsinui+
�
� 1

�j
�zcosui+ rj

��u

2
+ sinui

�
�

pjsinui:

In Eq.(15),m oreover,

C (u;v)= pj
�u

2

�
sin(

�u

2
)
�� 1

+ qj
�v

2

�
sin(

�v

2
)
�� 1

(16)

isan angularcorrection to

F
(j)

i =
1

�

�

1� C (u;v)

q

�z2 +
�
1� (pj�x + qj�y)sj

�2
�

; (17)

the latterbeing the projection onto the X Z-plane ofthe force along the axisofthe beam . Ifwe considerthe j = 1

com ponentin Eq.(12),

A
x X X

(1)

i = � F
(1)

i coswicosui (18)

isthe contribution due to elongation orcom pression along the axisofthe beam ,

T
x X Y

(1)

i
=

1

� +
Z
12

h�
1+ �x

�
sinwi� �ycoswi+

�w

2

i

sinwi (19)

isdue to forceswhich aretransverseto the axisofthe beam ,and

B
x X Y

(1)

i = F
(1)

i

�w

2
cos�w sinwi (20)
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is the contribution due to buckling. The latter arises when a beam in a bent con�guration is under com pressive

or tensile axialloading,see,e.g,Fig.3 where the term B
z X Z

(1)

i has been shown. O ut-of-plane contributions with

com ponentsalong the X -axisare

T
x X Z

(1)

i =
1

� +
Y
12

h�
1+ �x

�
sinui� �zcosui+

�u

2

i

sinui (21)

from transverseforces,and

B
x X Z

(1)

i = F
(1)

i

�u

2
cos�usinui (22)

from buckling.

Thebuckling term ,asobtained in thelowestorderap-

proxim ation,isessentially the productofa bending an-

gle,�,and an axialforcecom ponent,P ,thelatterbeing

parallelto theaxisattheoppositeend ofthebeam .The

com ponent ofthe buckling reaction in the X 0Z0-system

which lies along the X -axis in the X Z-system is then
B
x X Z

(1)

i ,i.e.,Eq.(22).

Eq.(21), m oreover,corresponds to that part of the

transverseforce(including shear)which doesnotinclude

buckling and is sim ilarly obtained,i.e.,by rotating the

axesin Eq.(2).

Finally,the axialterm becom es

lim
u;z! 0

A
x X X

(1)

i = xA
(1)

i coswi (23)

when the out-of-plane displacem ents are set to zero.

Hence,in this case,only when the rotation ofthe X Y -

system onto the X 0Y 0-system isneglected doesEq.(12)

reduceto Eq.(3),ofthe planebeam m odel.

Although forces and displacem ents on a beam under

sim ultaneousaxialand transverseloadingcannot,in gen-

eral,beobtained by superposition,com binationssuch as
T
x X Z

(1)

i + B
x X Z

(1)

i in Eq.(12)resultwhen onlytheleading

term s,in P ,are retained afterinverting the expressions

ofRef.[15].Thisalso causesthebuckling term in tensile

loading to bethe sam easthatin com pressiveloading,a

changeofsign being the only di�erence.

Theexpression fortheY -com ponentissim ilarto that

oftheX -com ponent,and isobtained by changingaround

the directionsin Eq.(12),i.e.,

Yi = A
y X Y

(1)

i + T
y X Y

(1)

i + B
y X Y

(1)

i (24)

+ A
y Y Y

(2)

i
+ T

y X Y
(2)

i
+ B

y X Y
(2)

i

+ T
y Y Z

(2)

i + B
y Y Z

(2)

i

+ A
y X Y

(3)

i + T
y X Y

(3)

i + B
y X Y

(3)

i

+ A
y Y Y

(4)

i + T
y X Y

(4)

i + B
y X Y

(4)

i

+ T
y Y Z

(4)

i
+ B

y Y Z
(4)

i
:

TheZ-com ponent,furtherm ore,is

Zi = A
z X Z

(1)

i + T
z X Z

(1)

i + B
z X Z

(1)

i (25)

+ A
z Y Z

(2)

i + T
z Y Z

(2)

i + B
z Y Z

(2)

i

+ A
z X Z

(3)

i + T
z X Z

(3)

i + B
z X Z

(3)

i

+ A
z Y Z

(4)

i + T
z Y Z

(4)

i + B
z Y Z

(4)

i ;

i.e.,alsosim ilarin form toEq.(12)butwith linesnum ber

two and �veom itted.

Thefullexpressionsarethen

Yi =

4X

j= 1

F
(j)

i

�

qjcoswicosvi� pjsinwicosui�
�w

2
cos�w

�

pjcoswi+ qjsinwi

�

(26)

� qj
�v

2
cos�vsinvi

�

rj

+
1

� +
Z
12

4X

j= 1

�
�
� 1

�j�
pj�x + qj�y

�
sinwi+

�
pj�y+ qj�x

�
coswi� rj

��w

2
+ sinwi

�
�

�

�

pjcoswi+ qjsinwi

�

+
1

� +
X
12

4X

j= 1

�
�
� 1

�j
�ysinvi� �zcosvi� sj

��v

2
+ sinvi

�
�

qjsinvi
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forthe forcein the horizontaldirection,and

Zi = �

4X

j= 1

F
(j)

i

�

pjsinui� qjsinvi+ pj
�u

2
cos�ucosui� qj

�v

2
cos�vcosvi

�

rj; (27)

�
1

� +
Y
12

4X

j= 1

�
�
1+ rj�x

�
sinui� rj�zcosui+

�u

2

�

pjcosui

�
1

� +
X
12

4X

j= 1

�
�
1� rj�y

�
sinvi+ rj�zcosvi+

�v

2

�

qjcosvi

forthe forcein the direction perpendicularto the restplane.

Considering nextthe rotationalcontributions,a beam underaxialloading,which issim ultaneously bent,isshown

in Fig.4. In this case a buckling term arises which is again the product ofa bending angle,�,and an axialforce

com ponent.Forrotationsaboutthe Z-axis,thisgives

W i = M
w X Y

(1)

i + B
w X Y

(1)

i + M
w X Y

(2)

i + B
w X Y

(2)

i + M
w X Y

(3)

i + B
w X Y

(3)

i + M
w X Y

(4)

i + B
w X Y

(4)

i : (28)

FIG .4:Thecontribution 1

4
P �tothein-planem om entatnode

ifrom j = 2,due to buckling,in the case ofa tensile axial

load. Shown are the angular displacem ents,w i and w j,the

bending angle,�,theaxialforce,F ,and thecom ponentP ,of

F ,which is parallelto the axis ofthe beam at the opposite

end,i.e.,atnode j= 2.

Foreach beam in Eq.(28)therearetwo term s,oneanal-

ogousto Eq.(1)and denoted (M ),and one extra term ,

such as B
w X Y

(1)

i , which is the contribution due to the

beam being sim ultaneously bentwhile underaxialload-

ing.Sim ilarly,wehave

Ui = M
u X Z

(1)

i + B
u X Z

(1)

i + Q
u Y Y

(2)

i (29)

+ M
u X Z

(3)

i + B
u X Z

(3)

i + Q
u Y Y

(4)

i ;

forrotationsaboutthe Y -axis,and

Vi = Q
v X X

(1)

i + M
v Y Z

(2)

i + B
v Y Z

(2)

i (30)

+ Q
v X X

(3)

i + M
v Y Z

(4)

i + B
v Y Z

(4)

i ;

for rotations about the X -axis,where (Q ) denotes the

torque.In Eq.(29),the torqueissim ply

Q
u Y Y

(2)

i = ��u; (31)

where,assum ing w > t,the m aterialconstantis

� = G
wt3

3
(32)

when w denotesthewidth ofthebeam crosssection and

titsthickness.Thebuckling term reads

B
u X Z

(1)

i = � F
(1)

i

�u

4
cos�u; (33)

and that part ofthe bending m om ent which does not

involvebuckling becom es

M
u X Z

(1)

i =
�

Y (� +
Y
12
)
�u �

1

2(� +
Y
12
)

h�
1+ �u

�
sinui� �zcosui+

�u

3

i

(34)

when the axesarerotated.Eq.(29),when written outin full,isnow

Ui =
1

� +
Y
12

4X

j= 1

pj

�
�

Y
�u �

1

2

h�
1+ rj�x)sinui� rj�zcosui+

�u

3

i�

�

4X

j= 1

�

F
(j)

i pj
�u

4
cos�u � qj��u

�

(35)
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and Eq.(30)isanalogous,i.e.,

Vi =
1

� +
X
12

4X

j= 1

qj

�
�

X
�v�

1

2

h�
1� rj�y)sinvi+ rj�zcosvi+

�v

3

i�

�

4X

j= 1

�

F
(j)

i
qj
�v

4
cos�v� pj��v

�

: (36)

Finally,forrotationswithin the X Y -plane,Eq.(28)becom es

W i = �
1

2(� +
Z
12
)

4X

j= 1

�

sinwi� sj
�
pj�x + qj�y

�
sinwi� rj

�
qj�x + pj�y

�
coswi+

�w

3

�

(37)

+
�

Z(� +
Z
12
)

4X

j= 1

�w �
1

4

4X

j= 1

F
(j)

i �w coswi:

FIG .5: Node i and its nearest neighbours j = 1{4,shown

when the lattice is in an advanced state of buckling. The

planepassing through iisuniquely de�ned by any jand j� 1

neighboursofi,asshown by thebroken lines,and isnolonger

parallelto the X Y -plane. The out-of-plane reaction (a) is

norm alto theX 0Y 0-planeand (b)isa bending m om entabout

the Y 0-axis.

In thesix com ponentsofEq.(10),derived above,pref-

actorscharacteristicofthebeam and itsdim ensionsvary

according to the principalaxis of bending. Hence, in

Eq.(4),weuse

IZ =
1

12
w
3
t (38)

forbending within the X Y -plane,and

IX =
1

12
wt

3 = IY (39)

for bending within the Y Z-and X Z-planes. W e have

then assum ed beam swith a rectangularcross-section,as

already noted in connection with Eq.(32). Thisiscon-

venient in the study ofhow thin sheets behave during

fracture,sinceonem ay then sim ply visualizebeam swith

a atpro�le,see Fig.5. In the presentcalculationsthe

chosen width-to-thicknessratiois10:1,sothatresistance

towards bending within the plane is m uch larger than

thatwhich governsoutofplanebending.

In the following, results are displayed for non-

disordered system s with a centralcrack. To illustrate

the natureofthe forces,m om entsand displacem entsin-

volved,sectionsofthe lattice parallelwith the crack are

referred to as J = 1,2,...,L + 2. Hence,on the bot-

tom partofthe lattice in Fig.2,the setofnodes i= 1

to i= L + 1,located on the sam e row parallelwith the

X -axis,is referred to as J = 1. W ith a totalofL + 2

rowsJ parallelwith the Y -axis,the \near" edge ofthe

crack coincides with J = L=2+ 1 while the \far" edge

coincideswith J = L=2+ 1. Likewise,the setofnodes

i= 1 to i= L + 2 parallelwith the Y -axisisreferred to

as,from leftto right,I = 1 to I = L + 1.

IV . D ISP LA C EM EN T S

Theequationsgoverning forceand m om entin a buck-

lingbeam latticewerederived in theprevioussection.At

present we have not taken account ofthe Poisson con-

traction which is observed in elastic system s { at least

not at the levelofthe individualbeam . Such an e�ect

does show up,however,on length scales spanning sev-

eralbeam s. O fcourse,in the m acroscopic behaviourof

the lattice,an exam ple ofthis is precisely the buckling

behaviourwe intend to study. The bulging ofthe crack

edgesshown in Fig.2,forinstance,com esaboutasa re-

sultoftransverse com pressive stresseswhich develop in

the neighbourhood ofthe crack.

Fig.6 showsthein-planedisplacem entsxi and yi in a

latticeofsizeL = 100atvariousstagesofcrack advance-

m ent. The out-of-plane deection zi(N ) is also shown

on the right-hand side. Displacem ents refer to the ini-

tialcoordinate system on each node. In the speci�c ex-

am ple shown the crack growstowardsthe left-hand side

ofthe lattice, with the out-of-plane deection increas-

ing with the extentofthe crack opening. Aspreviously

m entioned,fracture is initialized by displacing the top

row a unit distance. In the absence ofgeom etricaldis-

continuities,each horizontalrow J isthen increm entally

displaced by an am ount (L + 1)� 1 with respect to the

previous row J � 1. In the absence ofcracks,the dis-

placem ent�eld yi(J;N )then consistsofa setofequidis-

tantlines between zero and one. W ith a crack present,

thisisaltered into the pattern shown in Fig.6,e.g.,for

yi(0). As expected,transverse displacem ents xi(N ) are

largestclosetothefaceofthecrack.Ifweconsiderxi(0),

and m ove from leftto rightalong the edge ofthe crack,
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-0.50

-0.20
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0.70
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xi(30)

-0.40

-0.22

-0.04

0.14

0.32

0.50

1 21 41 61 81 101

xi(20)

-0.30

-0.18

-0.06

0.06

0.18

0.30

1 21 41 61 81 101

xi(0)
J=51

J=1

-0.50

-0.10

0.30

0.70

1.10

1.50

1 21 41 61 81 101

yi(40)

-0.30

0.02

0.34

0.66

0.98

1.30

1 21 41 61 81 101

yi(30)

-0.30

0.02

0.34

0.66

0.98

1.30

1 21 41 61 81 101

yi(20)

-0.30

0.02

0.34

0.66

0.98

1.30

1 21 41 61 81 101

yi(0)J=102

J=1

-1.00

0.60

2.20

3.80

5.40

7.00

1 21 41 61 81 101

zi(40)

-1.00

0.20

1.40

2.60

3.80

5.00

1 21 41 61 81 101

zi(30)

-1.00

0.00

1.00

2.00

3.00

4.00

1 21 41 61 81 101

zi(20)

-1.90

-1.04

-0.18

0.68

1.54

2.40

1 21 41 61 81 101

zi(0)
J=52

J=51

FIG .6: D isplacem ent�elds across the width ofa lattice ofsize L = 100 (I = 1 to I = 101) with an initialcenter-crack. O n

the left-hand side xi(N )isshown forJ = 1,3,5,etc.,up to and including thecrack interface,i.e.,J = 51.Atcenterisshown

yi(N )forJ = 1,3,...,102.O n the right-hand side,zi(N )isshown forJ = 1,3,...,51,including also the farside ofthe crack

interface,i.e.,J = 52. The num berofbeam sbroken isN ,and crack extentin the fourstagesshown isI = 34� 68 (N = 0),

I = 16� 70 (N = 20),I = 6� 70 (N = 30),and I = 1� 75 (N = 40).

beam sareseen tobestretched wherevertheslopeisposi-

tiveand com pressed whereveritisnegative.Asthecrack

growsthe net e�ect,however,is to cause the lattice to

contractin the transverse direction,e.g.,with the edge

on the left-hand side m oving inward by about1.5 beam

lengthsin the caseofxi(40).

The rotation ofaxesm entioned above isnecessary to

obtain the correct feedback between the force com po-

nentsin thesystem ,such asm utualconsistency between

X Y -forces and the Z-forces. To illustrate this,regard

thelatticebeforeitbeginsto buckle,i.e.,when thestress

�eld is con�ned to the X Y -plane. W hen a crack grows

beyond a certain criticalsize, interaction between the

stress�eld and random variationsin theZ-direction ini-

tiatesout-of-planedisplacem entswhich ultim ately result

in a buckled lattice.Thedriving forcesareterm snorm al

totheX Y -plane,i.e.,term ssuch asBz X Z
(1)

i and B
z Y Z

(2)

i ,

which belong to Z
(1)

i and Z
(2)

i ,respectively.Theseterm s

arenotlarge.In theatlattice,forinstance,thelasttwo

term son the right-hand sideof

X
(1)

i = A
x X X

(1)

i + T
x X Y

(1)

i + B
x X Y

(1)

i (40)

+ T
x X Z

(1)

i + B
x X Z

(1)

i

areidentically zerowhiletheterm sTx X Y
(1)

i
and B

x X Y
(1)

i

arevery sm allin com parison with theleadingaxialterm .

Theterm sBz X Z
(1)

i and B
z Y Z

(2)

i ,however,although being

sm allin com parison with eitherxF
(1)

i orxT
(2)

i ,arenon-

negligible. This owesto the fact that there is no phys-

icalobstruction in the lattice to inhibit displacem ents

in the Z-direction,i.e.,there is no leading A
z ZZi term .

M oreover,as can be seen from Fig.5,when the lattice

isin an advanced state ofbuckling there willbe regions

wheretheout-of-planebuckling reaction isinclined with
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(d)

X

Y

Z(c)

(b)

(a)

FIG .7:A lattice ofsize L = 50,with an initialcenter-crack,

shown atfourdi�erentstagesoffracture.Thenum berbeam s

broken are,from (a) to (d),N = 0,10,20,and 34,respec-

tively.

respect to the Z-axis,resulting in contributions ofthe

type B
x X Z

(1)

i 6= 0. These are sm allerthan B
z X Z

(1)

i ,but

arealsoassum ed tobenon-negligible.In ordertoinclude

such term stheaxesarerotated to thelocaldeection of

thelattice,whereupon thecom ponentsalong theX -,Y -

and Z-axesareobtained.

An exam pleofthee�ectthishasiswhen a largecrack,

perpendicularto theforcecouple,opensup in thecenter

ofthe lattice,as in Fig.2 or Fig.7. Although the ini-

tialdisplacem entofthecrack edgesisnorm alto therest

plane,an in-planecom ponentappearsasthecrackgrows,

i.e.,thenearedgeofthecrackispulled slightlybackalong

thenegativeY -axiswhilethefaredgeispulled forwardin

theoppositedirection.Thiscan beseen clearly in Fig.6,

where in yi(20)the rowsnearestto the crack edgesare

displaced below orabovethe �xed valuesofthe top and

bottom rows.In thecaseofthenearedgethism eansthat

displacem entsarenegative,i.e.,they havem oved slightly

backwardswith respectto theirequilibrium positionsin

the unrestrained-strained lattice. These displacem ents

becom e m ore pronounced asthe crack grows,ascan be

seen from yi(30)and yi(40).

It is particularly instructive to com pare the displace-

m ents ofa buckling lattice with those obtained for the

sam elatticewhen theout-of-planedegreesoffreedom are

-0.20

-0.12

-0.04

0.04

0.12

0.20

1 11 21 31 41 51

xi(0)

J=26

-0.40

-0.24

-0.08

0.08

0.24

0.40

1 11 21 31 41 51

xi(10)

-0.40

-0.16

0.08

0.32

0.56

0.80

1 11 21 31 41 51

xi(20)

-1.00

-0.60

-0.20

0.20

0.60

1.00

1 11 21 31 41 51

xi(34)

-0.60

-0.16

0.28

0.72

1.16

1.60

1 11 21 31 41 51

yi(34)

-0.25

0.05

0.35

0.65

0.95

1.25

1 11 21 31 41 51

yi(20)

-0.25

0.05

0.35

0.65

0.95

1.25

1 11 21 31 41 51

yi(10)

-0.15

0.10

0.35

0.60

0.85

1.10

1 11 21 31 41 51

yi(0)

J=26

J=27

FIG .8: Com parison between the crack-edge displacem ents,

obtained forthebuckling lattice shown in Fig.7 (thick lines)

and thesam elatticewhen theout-of-planedegreesoffreedom

aresuppressed (thin lines).Atthetop,theextentoftheinitial

center-crack is I = 18� 34. In subsequentstages,the crack

extent is I = 12 � 38 (N = 10),I = 2 � 38 (N = 20) and

I = 1� 51 (N = 34).Forxi(N )thenearedge ofthe crack is

shown and foryi(N )both edgesare shown.

suppressed. In Fig.7 a lattice ofsize L = 50 is shown

in four stages ofcrack advancem ent. The correspond-

ing in-plane displacem entsofthe crack-edgesare shown

asthick lines in Fig.8,with thin lines representing the

sam elatticein a non-buckling fracturem ode.In thelat-

ter case, the yi displacem ents are seen to be con�ned

between the�xed valuesofthetop and bottom row,the

physicalstructure ofthe lattice itselfe�ectively acting

as an obstruction to displacem ents outside this range.

A furtherfeature thatcan be noted concernsthe afore-

m entioned \Poisson" contraction. This e�ectis seen to

be presentin a non-buckling lattice aswell,although to

a m uch lesserdegree. As for the angulardisplacem ents

wi (notshown),these areseen to be som ewhatlargerin

thebuckling case,exceptforthepeak valuesobtained at

the crack tips,which are m ore orless the sam e. These

peak values increase only as the crack nears the outer

boundariesofthe lattice,wherexi islarge.

In general,the expressions derived for force and m o-

m entfrom Ref.[15]areaccurateforsm alldisplacem ents

only. Thisassum ption we sim ply extend to alldisplace-

m ents. A second reason for rotating the axes,then,is
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FIG .9: Transverse stresses in a lattice ofsize L = 100 with

a centralcrack which extendsfrom I = 24 to I = 78.Shown

arestressesin thenon-buckling(A)and buckling(B)fracture

m odes,forevery row J up to and including thatwhich coin-

cides with the nearedge ofthe crack,i.e.,J = 51. Negative

valuescorrespond to com pressive stresses.

to conserve the consistency ofthe approxim ationsused.

To illustrate the point one m ay,for instance,regard a

straightbeam which,in its reststate,lies along the X -

axis. The term T
z X Z

(1)

i
then expresses the transverse

forceasa function of�z.W hen ui islarge,however,and

thecoordinateaxesare�xed,�z,in addition tothetrans-

verse force,also im pliessom e m easure ofaxialstrain in

the beam even though this e�ect has already been in-

cluded via Eq.(17). Hence,rotating the axesprecludes

the introduction ofsystem atic errors,e.g.,due to angu-

lardeectionsofthelattice.Italso im provesthequality

ofthe approxim ationsused since angulardisplacem ents

are rendered lesssevere in a rotated coordinate system .

Large angular deections usually involve a num ber of

nodes on the lattice and hence by rotating the axes we

avoid thattoo m any errorsaccum ulate.

Itshouldalsobepointed out,m oreover,thatwith three

rotationaldegrees offreedom there willin principle be

severaldisplacem ent com binations which correspond to

a given space orientation ofthe beam axis. Hence the

projection offorces into the X Y -X Z-and Y Z-planes

isan approxim ation based on the assum ption thatlarge

deectionsaboutm orethan one axissim ultaneously are

rare.O therwisetheexactorientation ofthebeam would

be history-dependent,i.e., it would depend on the se-

quence in which the (�nal)angulardisplacem entsui,vi
and wi wereincrem ented.

V . FO R C E C O M P O N EN T S

Theout-of-planeforcecom ponentsaresm all,buttheir

collective e�ect has a signi�cant im pact on the stress

�eld.In thepresenceofsigni�cantcracksthereisa feed-

back from the Z-displacem ents which allows the X Y -

displacem entsofthebuckled latticeto relax with respect

to the X Y -displacem entsofthe atlattice. O ne exam -

ple ofthisisthe transverse com pressive stressstored in

the region in frontofand behind the crack in the non-

buckling lattice. Buckling releasesthisstress,ascan be

seen in Fig.9,where the j = 1 com ponent ofEq.(11)

is shown in the non-buckling (A) and the buckling (B)

cases.In (A)a region ofcom pressivestresscon�ned be-

tween the crack tips is seen to extend for a distance of

about 6-8 rows away from the crack edge. In (B) only

a vestige ofthis isleft,and then only in the im m ediate

vicinity ofthe crack.The tensile stressatthe crack tips

increasesslightly in the buckled con�guration.

In the non-buckling beam m odel,the extra non-linear

term swhich arisewhen thebeam issim ultaneously bent

while under axialcom pression,or tension,are oflesser

im portance. All forces now act within the structure

which de�nes the plane so that, in calculating the in-

planedisplacem ent�eld,correctionssuch asthosedueto

wi in Eq.(23)m ay be neglected. The out-of-plane dis-

placem ent�eld,on the otherhand,isobtained from an

equilibrium statein forceand m om entbetween anum ber

ofterm swhich areindividually sm all.

Forinstance,theaxial,transverseand bucklingcom po-

nentswhich m ake up the j= 1 contribution to Eq.(25)

areshown in Fig.10.Heretheverticalscaleson thethree

subplots have been adjusted to the relative sizes ofthe

com ponents. The m agnitudes,furtherm ore,referto the

scale ofFig.9 and thusgivesan idea ofthe \sm allness"

oftheout-of-planeforcecom ponents.In agreem entwith

Fig.9,the forcesin Fig.10 are seen to be m ostsigni�-

cantwithin a region nearestto thecrack edge,extending

about6-8 rowsto either side ofthe crack. Atthe on-

set ofbuckling the axialand transverse term s,A
z X Z

(1)

i

and T
z X Z

(1)

i ,areidentically zerowhilethebucklingterm ,
B
z X Z

(1)

i shown in Fig.3,is non-zero. In this-situation

the sum ofcontributionsfrom j= 1� 4 isnon-zero.As

the out-of-plane deection increases, an equilibrium is

approached wherethesum offorcesiszero.Atthisequi-

librium the buckling term s,e.g.,term s such as B
z X Z

(1)

i

in Fig.10,rem ain non-zero. This is also the case with

the out-of-plane m om ents,shown in Fig.11. The three

subplots are not m utually to scale in this case,but the

m agnitudes again refer to the scale ofFig.9. O ut-of-

planem om entsareseen to be som ewhatlargerthan the

axialand transverse buckling forces ofFig.10. Hence,

attheequilibrium ,them ostsigni�cantofthenon-linear

term sarethoserelevanttothem om entum ,Bu X Z
(1)

i being

about�vetim eslargerthan B
z X Z

(1)

i .

It is instructive to see what happens when buckling

term ssuch as B
z X Z

(1)

i and B
u X Z

(1)

i are rem oved.Shown

in Fig.12,atthe onsetofbuckling,isthe m ovem entof

the crack-edge asa function oftim e,the tim e-stepsbe-

ing de�ned by the iteration procedure which locatesthe

equilibrium offorce and m om ent. Justbefore the point

at which equilibrium is reached,allbuckling term s are

\switched o�" whereupon therem aining forcessetabout
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FIG .10:O ut-of-planeforcecom ponents.Shown aretheaxial
A
z X Z

(1)

i ,transverse
T
z X Z

(1)

i ,and buckling
B
z X Z

(1)

i contribu-

tions to Z
(1)

i ofEq.(25). Contributions to Z
(3)

i are sim ilar,

but with the contours of
A
z X Z

(3)

i and
T
z X Z

(3)

i being m irror

reections of
A
z X Z

(1)

i and
T
z X Z

(1)

i about I = 51. Contribu-

tions to Z
(2)

i and Z
(4)

i are sm aller. Lattice param eters used

and contoursshown are the sam e asin Fig.9.

to locate a new m inim um ofelastic energy. This new

m inim um ,ofcourse,isnone otherthan the atcon�gu-

ration.Aswould beexpected,notonly do term ssuch as
B
z X Z

(1)

i and B
u X Z

(1)

i causebuckling,they also sustain it

onceithasbeen established.
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FIG .11:O ut-of-planem om entcom ponentsabouttheY -axis.

Shown are thetorsional
Q
u Y Y

(2)

i ,axial
M
u X Z

(1)

i ,and buckling
B
u X Z

(1)

i contributions to Ui in Eq.(29). Lattice param eters

used and contoursshown are the sam e asin Fig.9.
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FIG .12: The m ovem ent ofthe crack-edge as a function of

the tim e-stepsin the num ericaliteration,shown fora lattice

ofsizeL = 40 attheonsetofbuckling and fora centralcrack

between I = 14 and I = 28.Justpriorto the pointatwhich

the equilibrium ,is reached,at tim e TC G = 1570,allterm s

such as
B
z X Z

(1)

i are \switched o�".

Finally som e rem arks on the angular correction in

Eq.(17),which is included to allow for the possibility

thataxialforcem ayincreaseordecreaseasaconsequence

ofbending.In Eq.(17)itisassum ed thattheadditional

elongation due to bending can be obtained from a m ul-

tiplicative factor. This factorisbased on the ratio ofa

circulararc [16]to a straightline,the form erbeing the

sem i-circle de�ned by the angular di�erence �u at the

end-pointsand the latterthe line which connectsthese.

O ntheleveloftheindividualbeam ,thepresenceofinec-

tion pointsareneglected in thisapproxim ation.In other

words,up-down curvaturesm ay only occurin com bina-

tionsoftwo orm ore beam sin an end-to-end alignm ent.

Furtherm ore,ascan be seen from Eq.(17),the e�ectof

in-plane bending m om ents,or transverse displacem ents

perpendicularto therestaxisofthebeam ,areneglected

ascontributionswhich would otherwise add to the axial

length ofa beam .

V I. IN IT IA LIZIN G T H E O U T -O F-P LA N E

D EFLEC T IO N

An im portant feature to be included in the m odelis

the random variation ofthe m aterialin the out-of-plane

direction,aswasrem arked in section III. In thin m ate-

rialssuch aspaper,cloth,m em branesand so forth,the

m ostim portantfactorinuencing the behaviourduring

fractureisnotthethree-dim ensionalstructureofthem a-

terialitself. Rather it is the out-of-plane deection of

this structure which m akes a di�erence. Nevertheless,

random variationsin the thickness direction provide an

im portant part ofthe m echanism which initiates buck-

ling. This is because such variations com bine with the

externallyapplied forceand theem ergingcrackstocreate

localforcesand m om entswhich arenotperfectly aligned

within theplane.O ncea buckled con�guration hasbeen
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FIG .13:Buckling m odesforten sam plesofa lattice ofsize L = 100,with a center-crack between I = 34 and I = 68.Forthe

lower halfofthe lattice,contoursofevery otherrow J = 1,3,...,are shown,up to and including J = 51,i.e.,the near edge

ofthe crack. The far edge,J = 52,is also shown. The only di�erence between the sam ples is the random variation used to

initialize the out-of-plane deection.

established,however,thevariation in thethicknessdirec-

tion isfarlessim portant.

Sincewepresently regard theout-of-planedeection of

a structure which hasno verticalextent,buckling m ust

be initiated by other m eans. Speci�cally, in m odeling

the fracture process, the equilibrium stress �eld is re-

calculated by use ofEq.(10)aftera beam hasbeen re-

m oved. Ateach step ofthisprocess,i.e.,foreach beam

rem oved,a sam ple-speci�crandom noisein theform ofa

sm allverticaldisplacem ent is im posed on allnodes of

the lattice. Presently, we use a random num ber uni-

form ly distributed on the interval[� 0:01;0:01]. In the

early stagesofthefractureprocess,thestress�eld iscal-

culated in thepresenceofthesevariationsuntilbuckling

com m ences.Beforesizablecracksappear,forcescom bine

to atten outthe verticaldisplacem ents. Thatis,a at

con�gurationisenergeticallypreferred tobegin with,and

fracturepropagatesaccording to the non-buckling sim u-

lation. As signi�cant cracks begin to appear,however,

the conditionsatsom e pointbecom e favourable for the

out-of-plane com ponents of the stress �eld to be real-

ized, and buckling sets in. From here on the random

noise isdiscarded,and the nextdisplacem entcon�gura-

tion issim ply calculated from the previouscoordinates.

W hen the lattice hasbeen broken,a new setofvertical

displacem ents is generated for the next sam ple, i.e., a

sam ple-speci�crandom noiseisused.

Lattice buckling m odes in the presence of a center-

crack ofsize � L=3 are shown in Fig.13. The only dis-

orderpresenthereisthatdueto theout-of-planeinitial-

ization,butevidently a num berofbuckling m odesm ay

appear.In thefollowing,caseswherethedeection ofthe

edgesofthecrackistothesam eside,i.e.,up-up ordown-

down,are referred to as sym m etric buckling,and cases

wherethe deection isto oppositesidesisreferred to as

anti-sym m etricbuckling.In Fig.13,(D)and (E)areex-

am ples ofthe form er,and (F) and (H) are exam ples of

the latter. Anotherbuckling m ode which frequently ap-
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FIG .14: A beam lattice of size L = 50, showing (a) the

sym m etric and (b) the anti-sym m etric buckling m odes for a

crack between I = 12 and I = 40.

pears is that shown in (A),(G ) or (J),where the m ain

bulgeatoneofthecrack edgesism adeup offour,rather

than three,half-waves.Based on the few dozen sam ples

observed,(A) and (J) evolve into type (D) after a few

m ore beam s have been broken,and (G ) into type (E),

i.e.,the sym m etric buckling m ode prevailsin each case.

However,due to the random ness introduced,exam ples

such as(H)arenotcom pletely anti-sym m etricaboutthe

neutralplane. Hence,even forthis sim ple crack con�g-

uration, the exact shape ofthe out-of-plane deection

can vary considerably.Theoverallshape,however,tends

to fallwithin the m ain categories,i.e.,one ofthe two

sym m etric oranti-sym m etric buckling m odes.Thisway

ofinitializing the out-of-plane deection is suitable for

studying disordered system s,wherea latticewithoutany

initialgeom etricaldiscontinuity isstrained untilrandom

cracksbegin to appear.Asthecracksgrow buckling sets

in at som e point,depending on the con�guration,posi-

tion and sizeofthe initialcracks.

Anotherway ofinitializing the out-of-plane deection

istoim poseasm allverticaldeectiononaveryfew nodes

in strategicpositions.Thisism ostpracticalwhen study-

ing an \ideal" buckling scenario,such asthe fracture of

a non-disordered platewith a perfectcenter-crack.

V II. FR A C T U R E C R IT ER IO N

In order to study how buckling a�ects the fracture

properties ofa two-dim ensionalstructure an appropri-

ate breaking criterion should be chosen. As previously

m entioned,thiscan be done to suita rangeofengineer-

ing requirem ents.O ften them odeofrupturein the out-

of-plane direction is radically di�erent from that which

takes place within the plane. In paper or cloth,for in-

stance,the phenom enon which �rst springs to m ind is

tearing.Theenergy required to propagatea crack across

a given area in tearm ode is m uch lessthan thatwhich

causesthe sam e area to fracture in pure tensile loading.

Thisisespecially the casewith paper.

O ut-of-plane contributions to the breaking criterion

m ust be included by som e other m echanism than that

provided by Eq.(9),since the latter is relevant to re-

gionswhich arecom parablein sizeto abeam .Thestress

intensi�cation dueto buckling,on theotherhand,isdue

to m uch sm allerregions,i.e.,com parablein extentto the

sharp crack tip. O ne way ofenhancing the stress due

to buckling isto com bine torsion with axialstress. The

larger the load,the m ore sensitive the beam willbe to

the presence ofa given am ountoftorque. Com pressive

loadsareassum ed to alleviatethetorsionalm om ent,but

only to a very sm alldegree.

Hence,the breaking criterion can be stated as

�
FC

tFC

� 2

+
j�C j

t�C

� 1; (41)

where

FC = F
(j)

i � �

�
�
�Q

(j)

i

�
�
� (42)

isthe e�ective stress,

Q
(j)

i = pj �
Q
v X X

(j)

i + qj �
Q
u Y Y

(j)

i (43)

thetorque,and �C thecom bined bendingm om ent.W ith

w and tdenoting the width and thickness,respectively,

ofthe beam ,

� =
w

t
(44)

isthe aspectratio ofthe crosssection,and

� =

(

1+ �2L

�
�
�F

(j)

i

�
�
�L0; F

(j)

i < 0;

1; F
(j)

i � 0;
(45)

isthe enhancem entfactorin Eq.(42).

Considering Fig.14,thebreaking stressisincreased in

case (b)and also in case (a)provided the deectionsin

frontofand behind the crack are notcongruent. W hen

the bulgesare com pletely sym m etric,however,(a)does

notintensify thebreaking stressand thuscontradictsex-

perim ental�ndings.

Anotherpossibility isto assum e a crack-tip stressen-

hancem ent which depends on the out-of-plane bending

m om ent. Here the in-plane displacem ent com ponent yi
observed in Fig.8,i.e.,thebackward and forward m ove-

m entofthe crack edge,createsan angulardisplacem ent

aboutthe X -axis.Fora su�ciently thin plate the resis-

tance towardsbending willnotbe su�cientto halt the

out-of-planedeection onceithascom m enced,sincethe

forces involved act over a region m uch larger than the

im m ediateneighbourhood ofthecrack.Dueto theshort

distance which separates the top and bottom surfaces,

the resulting \lever-arm " e�ect creates an asym m etric

stress-gradientacrossthe crack frontin the direction of

the thickness.W hereastensile force on the concaveside

is then reduced,it increases on the convex side. This
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increase com esin addition to the stressalready concen-

trated along the crack front,i.e.,the very presence ofa

crack creates a screening e�ect which re-distributes the

in-plane stresses so as to cause a build-up in the load

atthe crack tips. Fora crack thathasgrown to an ex-

tentwhich allowsbucklingtooccur,thisin-planestressis

signi�cant.Thecrack-tip openinganglealsoplaysan im -

portantrole. Buckling in brittle m aterials,forinstance,

isknown to havea profound e�ecton them axim um load

thesystem can toleratebeforebreaking.In aFEM study

by Seshadriand Newm an [17]a hypotheticalvery large

criticalcrack-tip opening anglewasused to m odelbuck-

ling in a ductilem aterial.Strength reduction in thiscase

wasfound to besigni�cantly sm allerthan forbrittlem a-

terials.

In thebeam m odel,thecrack tip isneversharperthan

exactlyonebeam length.Toem ulatetheabovestressen-

hancem entdueto out-of-planebending weinstead im ag-

ineasharp cracktobeem bedded within thatbeam which

on thelatticede�nesthetip ofthecrack,and considera

com bination ofaxialstress and m om ent. O ut-of-plane

bending m odes are shown in Figs. 15 and 16, where

the displacem ents of the schem atic lattice at the top

havebeen exaggerated som ewhatto illustratethe point.

Speci�cally,theZ-displacem entsofcontourB havebeen

scaled up 100 tim eswith respectto those ofcontourA,

which itselfis scaled up with respect to the horizontal

extentofthelattice.Thein-planeY -displacem entshave

also been adjusted accordingly.

Experim ental evidence indicates that the stress en-

hancem ent at the crack tips is m ore or less sim ilar in

the sym m etric and anti-sym m etric buckling m odes. To

incorporate this we distinguish between the two cases.

Hence,retaining Eq.(41),weintroduce

fM
(j)

i
=

M
(j)

i

jM
(j)

i j
; (46)

where

M
(j)

i = pj

�
M
u X Z

(j)

i + B
u X Z

(j)

i

�

(47)

+ qj

�
M
v Y Z

(j)

i + B
v Y Z

(j)

i

�

replacesQ
(j)

i in Eq.(42).In thisprescription,

fM
(j)

i = � fM
(i)

j (48)

denotessym m etric (� )oranti-sym m etric (+ )buckling,

respectively,with the signs referring to the direction of

the m om entatthe two beam ends.

Forthe e�ectivestressin the beam ,wenow use

FC = F
(j)

i � b�

�
�
�M

(j)

i � M
(i)

j

�
�
� (49)

in the sym m etriccase,i.e.,when

fM
(j)

i = � fM
(i)

j ; (50)
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FIG .15: Sym m etric buckling. Shown at top, for a lattice

ofsize L = 100,is (A) the I = 51 contour,passing through

the m iddle ofthe lattice,and (B) the I = 34 contour,pass-

ing through the left-hand side crack tip. Also shown is the

bending m ode ofthe beam which de�nesthe crack tip atthe

junction between I = 34 and J = 51. At the bottom are

shown the out-of-plane angular displacem ents vi about the

X -axis,in the case of(B)above. Also shown are the neigh-

bouring contours,(C) I = 33 and (D ) I = 35,where (D ) is

discontinuousdue to the intersecting crack.
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in the anti-sym m etriccase,i.e.,when

fM
(j)

i
= fM

(i)

j
: (52)

Theenhancem entfactorin Eqs.(49)and (51)is

b� =
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b�i

�

1+ �2L

�
�
�F

(j)

i

�
�
�L0

�

; F
(j)

i
< 0;

0; F
(j)
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(53)

where

b�i = pib�i;x + qib�i;y (54)

is a discontinuity operator. The choice m ade above

causesthebreaking stressofthebeam satthecrack tips

to increase by a com parable am ount in sym m etric and

anti-sym m etricbuckling.

The expressions for � and b� in Eqs.(45) and (53),

respectively,have been chosen,very generally,to incor-

porate som e overalle�ects related to size,m aterialand

relative dim ensions. Hence,it is reasonable to assum e

that,for a given size,\tearability",or the \lever-arm "

e�ect, increases with decreasing sheet, or plate, thick-

ness.In conjunction with this,thecrack-tip opening an-
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FIG .16:Anti-sym m etricbuckling.Shown attop,foralattice

ofsize L = 100,is (A) the I = 51 contour,passing through

them iddleofthelattice,and (B)theI = 34 contour,passing

through the left-hand side crack tip. Also shown schem ati-

cally isthe the beam which de�nesthe crack tip atthe junc-

tion between I = 34 and J = 51. Although the bending

m odeiscorrect,theactualanglesattheendsofthebeam are

negativeand notpositiveasshown.O ut-of-planeangulardis-

placem ents vi about the X -axis are included atthe bottom ,

with the notation being the sam e asin Fig.15.

gle,which decreases with increasing resistance towards

in-planebending,alsoentersthepicture.Both e�ectsare

presentlyincluded viatheratioofthein-planetotheout-

of-plane inertialm om ent for bending,i.e.,�2 = IZ=IX .

Thelength ofthearm with which theout-of-planeforces

actisassum ed to be proportionalto the verticalextent

ofthe buckling zone.Since this,in turn,isproportional

tosystem size,afactorL
�
�F

(j)

i

�
�isalsoincluded.Asnoted

previously,fractureisinitiated by displacing thetop row

ofthe lattice a �xed distance,usually corresponding to

one beam length. To avoid scale e�ectsassociated with

this,a furtherfactorL0 isincluded,whereL0 isthe size

ofthe reference system for which the top row displace-

m ent is exactly one beam length. The introduction of

a reference system allows for the possibility ofcom par-

ing system sofvarying sizewherethephysicalbehaviour

involved requires the sam e relative external boundary

conditions. For instance,referring to the intact lattice,

m ode-I loading then im poses the sam e initialstrain of

(L0 + 1)� 1 on each beam .Although com putationaltim e

increases when L > L0, features such as how various

buckling m odes appear with respect to system size will

depend on the external loading. O therwise, L0 = L

m ightprobably beused in caseswhereweareinterested

in featureswhich depend on theinternalprocessesofthe

fracture m echanism ,such as the roughnessexponent of

crack interfaces.

To guard againstunphysicalbreaks,weintroduce

bPy;i = ny;i� 1 + ny;i+ 1 (55)

which contributeswhen oneorboth nearestlateralneigh-

boursareintact,and

bQ y;i=

C L ;m � 1
Y

j= 1

(1� ny;i� j)+

C L ;m � 1
Y

j= 1

(1� ny;i+ j) (56)

which contributeswhen a certain num berofneighbours

havebeen broken.Forany nodei,the array

ny;i =

�
0

1
(57)

now keepstrack ofthestatusofthebeam which extends

away from iin thedirection oftheY -axis,i.e.,itrem em -

berswhether this is broken orintact,respectively. The

com bined expression,

b�y;i = bPy;i�bQ y;i; (58)

hasthe property

b�y;i =

�
0

1
(59)

ashas�x;i governing cracksin the norm aldirection. In

other words,Eq.(54) ensures that the stress enhance-

m entm echanism isactivated only in caseswherethelat-

eralneighbouron onesideisintactwhilesim ultaneously

a certain num ber ofbeam s,de�ning a m inim um crack

length CL ;m ,arebroken on the otherside.

In m ost cases the operator �i is not necessary. It

hasbeen included to avoid cracking being induced near

the top and bottom rows ofthe lattice. For very large

system s,and especially in caseswhere L issigni�cantly

largerthan L0,breakssom etim esoccurdue to the large

angulargradientsin beam sextending up from J = 1 or

downfrom J = L+ 2,see,forinstance,Figs.15and 16.In

thepresentform alism thepropertiesofbeam swith inec-

tion pointsarenotconsidered,thesm allestcrackthatcan

cause buckling,i.e.,a bulge consisting ofat least three

half-waves,is therefore approxim ately CL ;m = 4. This

iscon�rm ed in num ericalrunsforsystem swith sm allL,

butwhere L > > L0.A problem with using such a large

value ofCL ;m is that it excludes cracks inclined at an

angle with respectto the horizontal.O vera wide range

ofsystem param etersand externalboundary conditions,

however,CL ;m = 2 wasfound to be adequate.

In the lim it ofno buckling,i.e.,�v ! 0 or �u ! 0,

Eq.(41)reducesto Eq.(9). In otherwords,ifbuckling

isnotactivated,then neitheris the stressenhancem ent

m echanism in the fracturecriterion.

Finally, in order to illustrate how Eq. (41), with

Eqs.(46)to (59)de�ning the stressenhancem entm ech-

anism ,workswithin ourm odelofbuckling,we consider

thebucklingresponseratiooftheresidualstrength ofthe
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FIG .17: The buckling response ratio,Fb,shown as a func-

tion ofthe crack-length-to-thickness ratio,C L =t,for various

system s with L = 3C L . O pen squares denote the results of

varying L while keeping t constant,�lled circles denote the

results of varying t with L = 54 �xed,and crosses denote

sim ilar results with L = 24 �xed. K uhn and Figge’s linear

expression [18]isalso included forcom parison.

system . That is,Fb = �0=�Z ,where �0 and �z repre-

sentthem axim um applied externalforcea restrained or

buckled plate,respectively,can tolerate before breaking

apart.Early experim entalresultsshow thatthedecrease

in strength due to buckling increasesasthe ratio ofthe

crack-length CL to the thicknesstisincreased.A linear

relationship wasproposed by K uhn and Figge[18]which,

in the case ofbrittle m aterials,hasbeen shown to agree

wellwith m orerecentFEM calculations[17].In Fig.17,

resultsobtained with thebeam m odelarecom pared with

the K uhn-Figge relationship. A sm allcorrection to the

size ofthe centralcrack has been m ade to account for

the �nite size ofthe beam s. The e�ect is very sm all,

shifting thevaluesofthesm allestsystem sslightly to the

left,thusim proving theagreem entwith theK uhn-Figge

relationship from very good to excellent.

V III. SU M M A R Y

Tosum m arize,wehaveincluded theadditionaldegrees

offreedom necessary to describetheinteraction ofcracks

with buckling in the elastic beam m odel. Thism odelis

stochasticin nature,sothatsheetswith random cracking

atany levelofm eso-structuraldisordercan be studied,

includingsystem swith nodisorder.In addition toim por-

tant issues ofpracticalrelevance in traditionalfracture

m echanics,such asstrength propertiesand stability,the

presentm odelalso enablesfundam entalaspectsoffrac-

turein random m edia to be explored.
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