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W e introduce a m odel of fracture which includes the out-ofplane degrees of freedom necessary to
describe buckling in a thin-sheet m aterial. The m odel is a regular square lattice of elastic beam s,
rigidly connected at the nodes so as to preserve rotational invariance. Fracture is iniiated by dis—
placem ent control, applying a uniaxial force couple at the top and bottom rows of the lattice In
m ode-T type loading. T he approach lends itself naturally to the inclusion of disorder and enables a
w ide variety of fracture behaviours to be studied, ranging from system s w ith a sin ple geom etrical
discontinuity to m ore com plex crack geom etries and random cracking. B reakdown can be initiated
from a precracked sheet or from an intact sheet where the st dam age appears at random , and
buckling sets in when a digplacem ent vector containing out-ofplace com ponents becom es energeti-
cally favourable over one which does not. In this paper we only consider centercracked sheets w ith
no disorder and include som e resuls relevant to the force— and displacem ent- elds, and the buck-
ling response ratio. Rather than carry out a com prehensive study of such system s, the em phasis
presently is on the developm ent of the m odel itself.

PACS numbers: 81.40.J7 62.20.%, 05404

I. NTRODUCTION

U nderstanding how , and when, m aterialsbreak are in —
portant In m any engineering applications. T his is so for
a num ber of reasons { the m otivation to study fracture
may, for instance, be related to safety issues, such as
determm ning when cracks form in concrete structures, or
i may be one of econom ical gain, as in the case when
the runnability of a printing press in the paper industry
is considered. Few m aterials, be they natural or m an—
ufactured, are perfect, however. Hence, the disorder in
the m icro-structure needs to be acocounted for in orderto
obtain a realistic description.

Over the past fteen years methods have em erged
w ithin the statistical physics comm unity to sucoessfilly
tackle just such problem s E:]. These m ethods are in—
term ediate between the m icroscopic, or rst principles,
approach and the m ean— eld type of approach. In the
form er case fracture properties are derived from inter—
m olecular or interatom ic forces, representing a problem
w hich isboth theoretically dem anding and heavy on nu-—
m erical resources. In the latter case disorder cannot be
Inclided in a satisfactory way. This is a big drawback
since the presence of disorder in a m aterial is crucial to
the way i fractures. D isorder a ects the stress eld in
such a way as to enhance the already existing hetero—
geneities. This interplay, between a constantly evolving
non-unifom stress eld and local variations in m aterdal
properties, can nevertheless be handled in a num erically
tractable way using lattice m odels.

The most comm on lattice m odels used In engieer—
ing applications are nite elem ent m ethods EFEM ), the
In plem entation of which is usually based on comm er—

cially available com puter codes. T he lattice m odels cur-
rently used in statistical physics di er som ewhat from
the FEM -approach In that the grid used is regqular, ie.,
the sam e everyw here, rather than one which adjists the
m esh size according to where the stress eld ism ost in—
tense. A though FEM m odeling is certainly m ore sui-
able in describing hom ogeneous m aterials, the require—
m ent that the stress eld should vary slow ly over each
elem ent m akes the approach cumbersome In the pres—
ence of heterogeneities. In the stochastic lattice m odel,
however, the nodes are thought of as being connected
by ob fcts such as elastic beam s or current carrying el
em ents. W hile n som e respects being less sophisticated
than FEM m ethods, the interpretation of the algorithm
ismuch m ore transparent and the approach also has the
advantage of allow Ing disorder to be included quite gen—
erally.

In the stochastic m odels, the localequilbrium in force
and m om ent is considered on a m esoscopic scale, ie., on
a scale much sm aller than the extemaldin ension of the
lattice but still su ciently large for the forces to be gov—
emed by well known physical laws. In this sense it is
also a very good altemative to the farm ore com plicated
approach of including disorder on the m icroscopic level.
Since only the nearest neighbours on the lattice are in—
clided the calculation ofthe displacem ent eld reducesto
the inversion a sparse m atrix, enabling reasonably large
system s to be handled com putationally.

One feature which is of a phenom enological nature,
how ever, is the breaking rule { the choice here is guided
by intuiion rather than by the inner workings of the
m odel itself. In other words, breaking does not arise as a
natural consequence of the calculations. T his is actually


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505667v1

an advantage in that the m echanisn by which the sys—
tem ruptures can be tailored to suit di erent engineering
requirem ents. Iff we regard thin planarm aterials, for In—
stance, the energy required to propagate a crack across a
given area isusually m uch lower In m ode-I11 fracture, ie.,
tearing, than in the pure tensik loading ofm ode-TI frac—
ture. Fam iliar exam ples of disordered m aterials which
behave this way are textiles and paper.

M ost of the research done so far In stochastic lattice
m odeling ain s to identify the underlying general princi-
ples of the fracture process rather than to address tra—
ditional problem s in fracture m echanics. In this paper
the plane beam m odel 'Q], which has been used previ-
ously to study scaling laws in fracture, is extended to
Inclide a speci ¢, and practical, aspect of fracture w hich
is very In portant for thin sheet m aterials, ie., buckling.
A s iswellknown, buckling can profoundly in uence the
residual strength of such m aterials E, :_4, :5]. But before
devoting our attention to this problem in full, webrie y
m ention part of the background which has inspired the
use of lattice m odeling as a tool in statistical physics.

In m odeling experin ents of random media, the fea—
ture which by far has received the most attention is
the m orphology of crack surfaces. M any surfaces In na—
ture are und to be selfa ne, ie., statistically invari-
ant with respect to anisotropic scale transform ations.
The m orphology of such surfaces can be described by
sin ple scaling law s, behaving very m uch like fractal ob—
Bcts t_é]. T hese scaling law s provide a theoretical fram e—
work whereby much inform ation can be summed up in
a few param eters. Certain features have been found to
share a comm on basis w ith other, seem ngly unrelated,
problem s such as deposition and growth processes, or
transport properties in random m edia ﬁ]. In the case of
fracture it hasbeen established that crack surfaces scale
asW L ,where L isthe system size, W is the rough-
nessand isthe roughnessexponent. O ther scaling law s
have been studied, eg., In connection w ith the distrbu-
tion of stresses, or for the totalam ount of dam age found
at various stages in the breakdown process.

By far the m ost popular toolin such studies hasbeen
the random fiise m odel i_é]. In the fuise m odel, the nodes
on the lattice are connected by current-carryingelem ents,
ie., fuses. T he threshold for the am ount of current w hich
may ow through each fiuse is chosen from a random dis—
trbbution. Hence, In the breakdown process a fuse is ir-
reversbly rem oved from the lattice once its threshold is
exceeded. A new distribution of currents is then calcu-
lated before the next flise is rem oved, and so on, untilan
uninterrupted path can be traced across the system . A I-
though it really describes electrical breakdown, the fuse
m odelisoften referred to asa scalarm odeloffracture due
to the sin ilarity in form between O hm ’s law and H ooke’s
law of linear elasticity. Resuls obtained for wih the
fuse m odelare found to be di erent in two and three di-
m ensions, however. Theresultsare = 0:74(2) n two di-
mensions fland = 0:62 (5) in three din ensions|10]. A +
though the form er seem sto agree w ith experim ental nd-

ings, the latter does not. Furthem ore, the type of forces
nvolved on the m eso-scale also seem to make a di er—
ence, ie., the results obtained w ith a scalarm odeldi er
from those obtained w ith a vectorialm odel. Speci cally,

in calculationsw ith the e]astj(_:beam model = 0:86(@3)is
cbtained in two din ensions [[1]. The di erence between

the results of the two and three dim ensional flise m odel
Indicates that the additional degrees of freedom a orded

by the (three-dim ensional) buckling beam m odel should

provide a lower estin ate for the roughness exponent in

the vectorial problem as well. Since the observed value
In realm aterdals, ie.,, = 08 :_[1:2], in fact does lie below
the two din ensionalbeam lattice resul, it would be In—
teresting to see if the buckling beam lattice reproduces
the universal value observed in nature.

However, although such fundam ental aspects of the
fracture process are certainly Interesting, the sub fct of
how buckling a ects the scaling law s are keft for future
study. The focus in this paper is instead on the devel-
opm ent of a lattice m odel that realistically includes the
buckling behaviour observed in thin sheetm aterials. The
characteristic out-ofplane de ection known as buckling
is perhaps m ost frequently associated wih thin plates
or beam s under com pressive loading. P resently, how -
ever, we concem ourselvesw ith the specialcase ofa thin
planar structure under tensile loading. The interaction
ofbuckling w ith fracture In such circum stances is a well
know n phenom enon, although i hasoffen been neglected
In fracture m echanics analyses due to the extra com pli-
cations Involred. O ne of the characteristic features of
buckling in a thin tension-loaded sheet is that a stable
out-ofplane con guration is obtained after buckling has
set in. This is In stark contrast with the case of com —
pressive loading, where loss of stability usually signals
com plete breakdown.

P ractically all previous w ork considers the e ect buck—
ling has on the strength properties of an already cracked
plate or a plate w ith a geom etrical discontinuity such as
a circular hole or a rectangular cutout. If the physi-
cal param eters of the plate are such that buckling can
be expected before the crack begins to grow , the residual
strength ofthe plate w illbe signi cantly lowerthan what
would otherw ise be expected, based on an analysisw hich
does not take account of buckling. T he present study of
fracture and buckling w ill be m ore general in scope. In
other words, we also regard sheets which, In their initial
state, have no cracks or other discontinuities. Instead,
cracks form by a com plex process which depends on the
evolving distrdbution of stresses and its interaction w ith a
disordered m eso-structure. T he onset of buckling in this
scenario, and the e ectbuckling hason the fracture prop—
erties, will vary according to the type of disorder used,
ie. weak or strong. N onetheless, even forweak disorders
the nalcrack which breaks the system willonly rarely
appear at the exact center of the sheet, and even then
the siuation will usually be com plicated by additional
cracks in the vicinity { cracks which interact wih the
m aln crack so as to aler the distrlbution of stresses and
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FIG .1l: On the kft-hand side is shown a lattice of size L = 5
where a force couple has been applied uniform ly on opposite
edges. The straln In posed is consistent w ith m ode-I type
fracture and corresponds to a displacement 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 (center dot) induces shearing forces and bending m o—
m ents in the neighbouring beam s.
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hence also the exact shape orm ode ofbuckling.

T he em phasis here, how ever, is on the developm ent of
the m odel itself. For illustration purposes, a few resuls
are included on uniform system s with a centercrack. In
section | the plane beam m odel is brie y reviewed, be-
fore the equations describing the out-ofplane behaviour
are derived in section TI}. Typical stress and displace-
ment eldsare shown In sections :_B[: and V!, respectively,
before the initialization of buckling is discussed In _sec-
tion vV I and a fracture criterion de ned in section ¥ 1,
w here results for the buckling response ratio of a center—
cracked sheet are included.

II. PLANE BEAM LATTICE

The beam modelm ay be de ned as a regular square
lattice ofsize . L, where the spacing isone unit length,
and each node in the horizontaland vertical in-plane di-
rections is connected to its nearest neighbours by elastic
beam s. A beam is then fastened to other beam s in such
a way that, upon subsequent displacem ent of neighbour-
Ing nodes, the anglk between beam s rem ains the sam e
as in the original underlying square Jattice, see Fig.il.
Furthem ore, allbeam s are In agined as having a certain
thickness, providing nite shear elasticity.

Begihning wih the simpl two dimensional beam
m odel, there are three possible degrees of freedom , ie.,
translations in the horizontal (x) and vertical (y) direc—
tions, and rotations about the axis perpendicular to the
plne w).Asshown in Fjg.:}', this allow s for both bend-
Ing m om ents and transverse shearing forces, In addition
to the axially tensile, or com pressive, forces.

For any node i, the nearest neighbours j are num bered
In an anticlockw isem anner, beginning with j= 1 to the
rightofi.De ning r= 1 1r,wherer2 fx;y;wg, the

forceson idueto j= 1 are

1 W
a_ Y j
WM, = - - W= —(wl+7) i@
o1 1
vy ==/ — Y Wit Wy @)
12
1
1
A= x; @)

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 ents x, respectively. E xpressions
for 3> 1 are analogous.

P refactors characteristic ofthem aterdialand itsdin en—
sions are
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whereE isYoung’sm odulus, and I theareaofthebeam
section and its m om ent of inertia about the_oenttojdal
axis, respectively, and G the shearm odulus fL3].

T he conjigate gradient m ethod [14] is used to obtain
the digplacem ent eld from
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are the com ponents of force and m om ent.

The m aterial is assum ed to be brittle, ie., each beam
is linearly elastic up to the breaking threshold. U sing
th and tyy forthe thresholds in axialstrain and bending
m om ent, respectively, a good breaking criterion, Inspired
from Tresca’s formula, is

2 .
A
+MJ

1; )
= T

where M j= max(M ;FJM ;) is the largest of the m o-
m ents at the two beam ends iand j.

The fracture process is initiated by im posing an ex—
temal vertical digplacem ent which at the top row corre—
sponds to one beam <ength, ie, L = 1,seeFig.l. The
lattice now consists of horizontally undeform ed beam s
and beam s which in the vertical direction are stretched
lengthw ise. The rstbeam to break isthat orwhich the
ratio A=t, is largest, this being the vertically oriented
beam which has the lowest value of i . If all thresh—
old values are the sam e, the next beam to break will
be one of the nearest lateral neighbours since these now



FIG.2: A disordered beam lattice of size L = 19, which is
strained to failure In m odeTI type fracture, ie., by applying
a force couple at the top and bottom edges. T he presence of
a central crack leads to the build-up of com pressive stresses
around the crack edges, causing the structure to de ect out
of the initial rest plane.

carry a larger load than other beam s on the lattice. The
case of no disorder is thus one in which the crack prop—
agates horizontally from the initial dam age, taking the
shortest possbl path to break the lattice apart. In—
troducing disorder in the breaking thresholds, m aterial
strength varies across the lattice and consequently the
crack w ill not necessarily develop from the initial dam -
age point. Instead m icrocracks and voids form wherever
the stress concentration m ost exceeds the local strength,
ie., whereverEqg. @) dictates that the next beam should
be broken. Towards the end of the breakdown process
an aller cracks m 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. @ In this scenario the quenched disorder on the
thresholds and the non-unifom stress distrdbution com —
bine to determ ine where the next break w ill occur. T he
stress distrdbution itself also continually changes as the
dam age spreads.

T hroughout the process, the equilbrium stress eld
is recalculated by use of Eq. 6'5) each tine a beam is
rem oved. T he stress eld therefore relaxesat a ratem uch
faster than the processby which the crack grow s. Hence,
the m odel describes quasistatic fracture.

ITII. BUCKLING BEAM LATTICE

The displacem ents of a realm aterdal, even if its ge—
om etry is essentially con ned to a plane, w ill generally
occupy three dim ensions. For instance, when opposite
forces are applied unifom  along the top and bottom
edgesofa sheet ofpaper, w ith the ob fct of straining it to
failire, signi cant displacem ents w ill be observed In the
direction perpendicular to the sheet, see Fig.d. Thisbe-
com es especially evident w herever sizable cracks appear.
Reasons for this behaviour are deviations in the sym —
m etry of the m aterial itself, or its properties, about the
plane through which the extemally applied forcesact. In
som e cases such deviationsm ay sin ply correspond to an
uneven thickness, or they m ay be caused by local varia—
tions in density, a gradient in the orientation ofthem icro

structure, and so forth.

To inclide thisbehaviour, the plane beam m odelm ust
hocorporate at least two additional features. O ne is the
random variation of the m aterial in the out-ofplane di-
rection. Since lattice m odeling reduces the m aterialto a
set of points corresponding to the nodeson a m athem ati-
cally precise tw o-din ensional lattice, them ost convenient
approach isto In pose a very am allrandom ly chosen verti-
caldisplacem ent on each node. T his is discussed In m ore
detail in section :y-_i T he other feature to be included,
and the topic of the present section, is the physics of
the Porces which create, and m aintain, the out-ofplane
displacem ent eld.

In the buckling beam m odelwe have one translational
and one rotational displacem ent relevant to each of the
principal axes, ie., six degrees of freedom , w ith the m a—
trix system
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replacing Eq. {-_3). P resently the forces are pro jcted onto
theX Y- X Z and Y Z -planes, and hence X ; ofEq. (_lg),
that is,

X4

can be stated as

x; = 2xx Py (12)
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+ IQX Yi(4) + ;1;X Yi(4) + zx Yi(4);
where theterm 2X 2 i(l) , or instance, is the x-com ponent
of the buckling B) force due to j= 1, as procted onto
the X Z plane. Axial and transverse contributions are
denoted @) and (T ), respectively.

T he rotationaldisplacem ents about the Y —and X -axes
are denoted u and v, respectively, and z is used for verti-
caldisplacem ents along the Z -axis. A coordinate system
is placed on each node, whereupon forces and m om ents
are expressed as functions of the displacem ents. To this
end, an elasticbeam w ih no end restraints f_l-ﬁ] is consid—
ered, as In the case of the plane m odel. In the buckling
m odel, how ever, the coordinate system isadditionally ro—
tated about the relevant angle within the X Z— Y Z -or
X Y plne, ie,u,vorw.



Eqg. C_l-a'), contrbutions from neighbours j= 1 and j= 3
are sim ilar, as are those from j= 2 and j= 4.
Consequently, ifwe de ne
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ps=251 (17 (13)
2
withgqy=1 pj,and

FIG . 3: The buckling tem , %P ,atnodeidueto j= 1in )
the case of an axially com pressive load, show Ing the angular !
displacem ents, u; and uj, thebending angle, ,theaxialforce, = (" 14)
F , and the com ponent P , ofF , which is parallel to the beam n=20
axis at node i. A Iso shown is the originalX Z -system and the ]
X °2°%-system . wih s; = ( 1)Ir;, for notational convenience, then the

total force on ialong the X -axis, w ith the contrbutions
from all four of the neighbouring beam s having been in—
W ith the exception of the signs on the tems of  cluded, reads
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In Eg. {15), m oreover,
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the Jatter being the projction onto the X Z -plane of the ©roe along the axis of the beam . Ifwe consider the j= 1
com ponent in Eq. (L2),
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Ay x P = 7" cosw;cosu; (18)

x i i
is the contrbution due to elongation or com pression along the axis of the beam ,
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w
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is due to forces which are transverse to the axis of the beam , and

Y
Bx v,V = F.‘”7 cos w sinw; ©0)
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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 axial loading, see, eg, Fjg.:_j where the term
com ponents along the X -axis are

from transverse forces, and

from buckling.

T he buckling tem , as cbtained in the low est order ap—
proxim ation, is essentially the product of a bending an—
gk, ,and an axial force com ponent, P, the latter being
parallel to the axis at the opposite end ofthebeam . The
com ponent of the buckling reaction i the X % %system
which lies along the X -axis In the X Z -system is then
Bx 7z, ie, Eq. £23).

Eqg. {_2-14'), m oreover, corresoonds to that part of the
transverse force (including shear) which does not include
buckling and is sim ilarly obtained, ie., by rotating the
axes in Eq. (:2:) .

F inally, the axialtermm becom es
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Ay x <A cosw;

X
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when the out-ofplane displacem ents are set to zero.
Hence, In this case, only when the rotation of the X Y-
system onto the X °Y *system is neglected does Eq. {14)
reduce to Eq. (:_3), of the plane beam m odel.

A though forces and displacem ents on a beam under
sin ultaneous axialand transverse loading cannot, in gen—

eral, be cbtained by superposition, com binations such as
Tx 7" +2x 2" mEq. {{3) resultwhen only the kading
tem s, :II} P, are retained after inverting the expressions
ofRef. [15]. Thisalso causes the buckling tem in tensile

loading to be the sam e as that In com pressive loading, a
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°XZ i(l) has been shown. Out-ofplane contributions w ith
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change of sign being the only di erence.

T he expression for the Y -com ponent is sin ilar to that
ofthe X -com ponent, and is obtained by changing around
the directions in Eq. {;Lgi), ie.,
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T he Z -com ponent, furthem ore, is
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ie., also sim ilarin form toEq. C_l-Z_i) butw ith linesnum ber
two and ve om itted.
T he full expressions are then
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for the force in the horizontal direction, and
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for the force in the direction perpendicular to the rest plane.
C onsidering next the rotational contributions, a beam under axial loading, which is sin ultaneously bent, is shown
n Fjg.:_4. In this case a buckling tem arises which is again the product of a bending angle, , and an axial force

com ponent. For rotations about the Z -axis, this gives

FIG .4: T he contribution %P to the Inplanem om ent at node
ifrom j= 2, due to buckling, in the case of a tensile axial
Joad. Shown are the angular displacem ents, wi and w5, the
bending angle, ,the axial force, F, and the com ponent P , of
F, which is parallel to the axis of the beam at the opposite
end, ie. at node j= 2.

Foreach beam”jn Eqg. C_Z-Q') there are tw o temm s, one anal-
ogous to Eg. (h) and denoted M ), and one extra tem,
such as 2x Yim, which is the contrbution due to the
beam being sim ultaneously bent while under axial load—
ng. Sim ilarly, we have
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for rotations about the Y -axis, and
Vi = 2xx P +Myz @ 4By @ (30)
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for rotations abgl,‘lt the X -axis, where Q) denotes the
torque. In Eq. Q9), the torque is sin ply

ovyy =y @1
w here, assum Ing w > t, the m aterial constant is
wt
= G— (32)
3

when w denotes the w idth of the beam cross section and
t its thickness. T he buckling term reads

wm_u .
a i i cos u;

(33)

and that part of the bending m om ent which does not
nvolre buckling becom es

when the axes are rotated. Eq. C_Z-gl),when w ritten out in fi1ll, is now

1 X h
oy 1
p; >

Y

Ui= —— 1+ 3y x)shy 1
+ =
12 4=1

h ot
1+ ushu; Z cosy; + 3 (34)
i 4
ut X G u
zoosui+? F, pj?oos u g u (35)



and Eq. B-(_i) is analogous, ie.,

1 x 1h 4
Vi = - @ — v - 1 1y y)shu+ry zoosv+ — rl¢—s v p v: (6
17 - X 2 3 - 4
=1 =1
Finally, for rotations w ithin the X Y plane, Eq. 6_2-§') becom es
x4 w
Wi = Z shw; syp; x+qg yshw; Iy g x+p ycosw;+ — (37)
2( +3) =1 3
X 1%
oy Mo T woosw

FIG.5: Node i1and its nearest neighbours j = 1{4, shown
when the lattice is In an advanced state of buckling. The
plane passing through iisuniquely de ned by any jand j 1
neighbours of i, as shown by the broken lines, and isno longer
parallel to the X Y plane. The out-ofplane reaction (@) is
nom alto the X % O—p]ane and (o) isa bendingm om ent about
the Y %-axis.

In the six com ponents ofEq. C_l-(_i), derived above, pref-
actors characteristic ofthe beam and its din ensions vary
acoordmg to the principal axis of bending. Hence, in
Eqg. é4), weuse

I, = Lt 38)
12
for bending w thin the X Y plane, and
Ik = iwt = Iy (39)
12

for bending within the YZ - and X Z planes. W e have
then assum ed beam sw ith a rectangular cross—section, as
already noted in connection with Eq. C_32_i) This is con—
venient in the study of how thin sheets behave during
fracture, sihce onem ay then sin ply visualize beam sw ith
a atpro ¥, = Fi. 5- In the present calculations the
chosen w idth-to-thickness ratio is 10:1, so that resistance
tow ards bending w ithin the plane is much larger than
that which govems out of plane bending.

In the fllowing, results are displyed for non-
disordered system s wih a central crack. To ilustrate
the nature of the forces, m om ents and displacem ents in—
volved, sections of the lattice parallelw ith the crack are
referred to asJ = 1, 2, .., L + 2. Hence, on the bot—
tom part of the lattice in Fjg.-'_Z, the set ofnodes i= 1

toi= L + 1, located on the sam e row parallelw ith the
X -axis, s referred toas J = 1. W ih a totalofL + 2
row s J paralkel w ith the Y -axis, the \near" edge of the
crack coincideswith J = L=2+ 1 while the \far" edge
coincideswith J = L=2+ 1. Likew ise, the set of nodes
i= ltoi= L + 2 parallelw ith the Y -axis is referred to
as, from leftto right, I= 1toI= L + 1.

Iv. DISPLACEMENTS

T he equations goveming force and m om ent In a buck—
ling beam lattice were derived in the previous section. At
present we have not taken account of the P oisson con-—
traction which is cbserved in elastic system s { at least
not at the level of the individualbeam . Such an e ect
does show up, however, on length scales spanning sev—
eralbeam s. O f course, In the m acroscopic behaviour of
the lattice, an exam ple of this is precisely the buckling
behaviour we Intend to study. T he bulging of the crack
edges shown in Fjg.:_i, for instance, com es about as a re—
sult of transverse com pressive stresses w hich develop in
the neighbourhood of the crack.

Fjg.:_é show s the inplane displacam ents x; and y; In a
lattice of size L = 100 at vardous stages of crack advance—
ment. The outofplane de ection z; N ) is also shown
on the right-hand side. D isplacem ents refer to the ini-
tial coordinate system on each node. In the speci c ex—
am ple shown the crack grow s tow ards the left-hand side
of the lattice, with the out-ofplane de ection increas—
Ing with the extent of the crack opening. A s previously
m entioned, fracture is nitialized by displacing the top
row a unit distance. In the absence of geom etrical dis-
continuities, each horizontalrow J is then increm entally
displaced by an amount @ + 1) ' with respect to the
previous row J 1. In the absence of cracks, the dis—
placam ent eld y; (J;N ) then consists ofa set of equidis—
tant lines between zero and one. W ith a crack present,
this is altered into the pattem shown in Fig.i6, eg., or
vi (0). A s expected, transverse displacam ents x; N ) are
largest close to the face ofthe crack . Ifwe consider x; (0),
and m ove from left to right along the edge of the cradk,
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FIG . 6: Disgplacem ent elds across the width of a lattice of size L = 100 (I = 1 to I = 101) with an Iniial centercrack. On
the left-hand side x; N ) is shown for J = 1, 3, 5, etc., up to and Including the crack interface, ie., J = 51. At center is shown
viN) org =1, 3, .., 102. On the right-hand side, z; N ) is shown for J = 1, 3, ..., 51, including also the far side of the crack

interface, ie., J = 52. The num ber of beam s broken is N , and crack extent in the four stages shown is I = 34
= 40).

I=16 70 W =20),I=6 70 W =30),andI=1 75 ©

beam s are seen to be stretched w herever the slope isposi-
tive and com pressed w herever it isnegative. A sthe crack
grow s the net e ect, however, is to cause the lattice to
contract in the transverse direction, eg., w ith the edge
on the left-hand side m oving inward by about 1.5 beam
lengths in the case of x; (40).

T he rotation of axes m entioned above is necessary to
obtain the correct feedback between the force com po-
nents in the system , such asm utual consistency between
X Y —forces and the Z forces. To illustrate this, regard
the Jattice before it begins to buckle, ie., when the stress

eld is con ned to the X Y plane. W hen a crack grow s
beyond a certain critical size, Interaction between the
stress eld and random variations In the Z -direction ni-
tiates out-ofplane displacem ents w hich ultin ately result
In a buckled lattice. T he driving forces are term snom al

totheX Y phne, ie, term ssuch as®X 2 @ andByz @

i i s

68 N = 0),

w hich belong to Z i(l) and Z i(Z) , respectively. T hese term s
arenot lJarge. In the at lattice, or instance, the lasttwo
term s on the right-hand side of

@

1

(1)
i

1)

(1)

X Axx M Ixy M+ Bxy,

1)

(40)

( (
+ LXZ. +5X12
are identically zero whil the tem sTX ¥,* and 2x v,
arevery an allin com parison w ith the leading axialtem .
Theterm s2X Z i(l) and2Yz i(Z) , how ever, although being
an all In com parison w ith ejtherXFi(l) orXTiQ), are non—
negligble. This owes to the fact that there is no phys—
ical obstruction in the lattice to inhibit displacem ents
in the Z direction, ie., there is no kading 22 7Z; tem .
M oreover, as can be seen from Fig. 5, when the lattice
is In an advanced state of buckling there w ill be regions
w here the out-ofplane buckling reaction is inclined w ith



10

(d)

FIG .7: A lattice of size L = 50, with an initial centercrack,
shown at fourdi erent stages of fracture. T he num berbeam s
broken are, from (a) to d), N = 0, 10, 20, and 34, respec—
tively.

respect to the Z -axis, resulting in contributions of the
type 2x 2 ") 6 0. These are sm aller than 2X 2z, but
are also assum ed to be non-negligble. In orderto include
such tem s the axes are rotated to the localde ection of
the lattice, w hereupon the com ponents along the X - Y —
and Z -axes are obtained.

An exam ple ofthe e ect thishas iswhen a large crack,
perpendicular to the force couple, opens up in the center
of the lattice, as in Fig. J or Fig. i]. A lthough the ini-
tialdisplacem ent of the crack edges is nom alto the rest
plane, an in-plane com ponent appearsasthe crack grow s,
ie., thenearedge ofthe crack ispulled slightly back along
the negative Y -axisw hilke the faredge ispulled forward in
the opposite direction . T his can be seen clearly in F jg.:_é,
where In y; (20) the row s nearest to the crack edges are
displaced below or above the xed values of the top and
bottom row s. In the case ofthe nearedge thism eansthat
displacem ents are negative, ie., they have m oved slightly
backwards w ith respect to their equilbriim positions in
the unrestrained-strained lattice. These displacem ents
becom e m ore pronounced as the crack grow s, as can be
seen from y; (30) and y; (40).

Tt is particularly nstructive to com pare the displace—
m ents of a buckling lattice w ith those obtained for the
sam e lattice w hen the out-ofplane degrees of freedom are

0.20 1.10
012} X (O) 0851
0.04 | 0.60 |
-0.04 | 035}
-0.12 + J=26 1010}

-0.20 . . . . -0.15 . . . .
1 11 21 31 41 51 1 11 21 31 41 51

0.40 125

0.24 x(10) 095
0.08 Q 065

-0.08 - 0.35

-0.24 7 0.05 |-

-0.40 . . . . -0.25 . . . .
1 11 21 31 41 51 1 11 21 31 41 51

0.80 125

056 /(20)
032}
0.08

-0.16 -
-0. 40

-0.25
51

100 1.60

116] y{34) |
-0.20 | 0.28 SK
-0.60 | ﬁ -0.16 |

-1.00 . . . . -0.60 . . . .
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FIG . 8: Com parison between the crack-edge displacem ents,
obtained for the buckling lattice shown in Fig.' (thick lines)
and the sam e lattice when the out-ofplane degrées of freedom

are suppressed (thin lines). A tthe top, the extent ofthe initial
centercrack is I = 18 34. In subsequent stages, the crack
extent isI = 12 38 W = 10), I =2 38 N = 20) and
I=1 51 N = 34). Forx; N ) the near edge of the crack is
shown and fory; N ) both edges are shown.

suppressed. Tn Fig.il a lattice of size L = 50 is shown
In four stages of crack advancem ent. The correspond-
Ing In-plane displacem ents of the crack-edges are shown
as thick lines in Fig. 3_?';, w ith thin lines representing the
sam e lattice In a non-buckling fracture m ode. In the lat-
ter case, the y; displacem ents are seen to be con ned
between the xed values ofthe top and bottom row, the
physical structure of the lattice itself e ectively acting
as an obstruction to displacem ents outside this range.
A further feature that can be noted concems the afore-
m entioned \Poisson" contraction. This e ect is seen to
be present in a non-buckling lattice as well, although to
a much lesser degree. A s Por the angular displacem ents
w;i (not shown), these are seen to be som ew hat larger in
the buckling case, except for the peak values cbtained at
the crack tips, which are m ore or lss the same. These
peak values Increase only as the crack nears the outer
boundaries of the lattice, where x; is lJarge.

In general, the expressions derived for force and m o—
m ent from Ref. [_l-g‘:] are accurate or sm all displacem ents
only. This assum ption we sin ply extend to alldisplace-
ments. A second reason for rotating the axes, then, is
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FIG . 9: Transverse stresses In a lattice of size L = 100 with
a central crack which extends from I = 24 to I = 78. Shown
are stresses in the non-buckling @ ) and buckling B) fracture
m odes, for every row J up to and including that which coin—
cides w ith the near edge of the crack, ie., J = 51. N egative
values correspond to com pressive stresses.

to conserve the consistency of the approxim ations used.
To illustrate the point one m ay, for instance, regard a
straight beam which, In is rest state, lies along the X —
axis. The tem X Z; ' then expresses the transverse
force asa ﬁmctjon of z W hen v is large, how ever, and
the coordinate axesare xed, 2z, in addition to the trans—
verse force, also In plies som e m easure of axial strain in
the beam even though this e ect has already been in-
clided via Eq. C_l]') . Hence, rotating the axes precludes
the introduction of system atic errors, eg., due to angu—
lar de ections ofthe lattice. It also in proves the quality
of the approxim ations used since angular displacem ents
are rendered less severe In a rotated coordinate system .
Large angular de ections usually involve a number of
nodes on the lattice and hence by rotating the axes we
avoid that too m any errors accum ulate.

Tt should also be pointed out, m oreover, that w ith three
rotational degrees of freedom there will in principle be
several displacem ent com binations which correspond to
a given space ordentation of the beam axis. Hence the
progction of forces nto the X Y -X Z—-and Y Z plnes
is an approxin ation based on the assum ption that large
de ections about m ore than one axis sin ultaneously are
rare. O themw ise the exact ordentation of the beam would
be history-dependent, ie., i would depend on the se-
quence In which the ( nal) angular displacem ents u;, v;
and w; were Increm ented.

V. FORCE COMPONENTS

T he out-ofplane force com ponents are an all, but their
collective e ect has a signi cant inpact on the stress
eld. In the presence of signi cant cracks there is a feed-
back from the Z displacem ents which allows the X Y —

11

digplacem ents of the buckled lattice to relax w ith respect
to the X Y -displacam ents of the at lattice. O ne exam —
pl of this is the transverse com pressive stress stored in
the region in front of and behind the crack in the non-
buckling lattice. Buckling releases this stress, as can be
seen in Fig.d, where the j = 1 com ponent of Eq. {11)
is shown in the non-buckling @) and the buckling B)
cases. In A) a region of com pressive stress con ned be—
tween the crack tips is seen to extend for a distance of
about 68 rows away from the crack edge. In B) only
a vestige of this is keft, and then only in the Imm ediate
vicinity of the crack. T he tensile stress at the crack tips
Increases slightly in the buckled con guration.

In the non-buckling beam m odel, the extra non-linear
term swhich arise when the beam is sim ultaneously bent
w hile under axial com pression, or tension, are of lesser
Inportance. Al forces now act wihin the structure
which de nes the plane so that, In calculating the In—
plane displacem ent  eld, corrections such as those due to
w; in Eq. £3) may be neglected. The out-ofplane dis-
placam ent eld, on the other hand, is cbtained from an
equilbriim state In force and m om ent betw een a num ber
ofterm s which are ndividually an all.

For instance, the axial, transverse and buckling com po—
nents w hich m ake up the j= 1 contribution to Eq. {25
are shown in F ig. EO H ere the vertical scales on the three
subplots have been adjisted to the relative sizes of the
com ponents. The m agnitudes, fiirthem ore, refer to the
scale ofFjg.ur_Q and thus gives an idea of the \sm alness"
ofthle' out-ofplane force com ponents. In agreem ent w ith
Fig.q, the orces .n Fig.,l0 are seen to be m ost signi —
cant w ithin a region nearest to the crack edge, extending
about 68 row s to either side of the crack. At the on-
set of buckling the axial and transverse tem s, 2 X 2 .1(1)
and Tx z "', are dentically zero w hile the buckling tem ,
BX 7, Y chown 1 Fjg.:f., is non—zero. In this-situation
the sum of contrbutions from j= 1 4 isnon-zero. As
the out-ofplane de ection increases, an equilbrium is
approached w here the sum of forces is zero. At this equi—
Torum thebuckhngterms,e.g term s such as X Z
in Fig. 10, rem ain non—zero. This is also the case w ith
the out-ofplane m om ents, shown In Fig. _111 T he three
subplots are not m utually to scale n this case, but the
m agniudes again refer to the scale of Fig. .'_q O utof-
plane m om ents are seen to be som ew hat larger than the
axial and transverse buckling forces of F ig. :_Ig . Hence,
at the equilbbrium , the m ost signi cant of the non-linear
term s are those relevant to them om entum , 2 X 2 *
about ve tin es Jarger than 2x z !

Tt is instructive to see what happens when buckling
tennssuchas XZ " and XZ(l) are rem oved. Shown
n Fig. :12 at the onset ofbuckhng, is the m ovem ent of
the crack-edge as a function of tim e, the tin e-steps be—
Ing de ned by the iteration procedure which locates the
equilbriim of force and m om ent. Just before the point
at which equilbriim is reached, all buckling tem s are
\sw itched o " whereupon the rem aining forces set about

' being



12

0.14

0.09

0.04

-0.01

-0.06

-0.11
0.06
0.04
0.01

-0.01

-0.04

-0.06

1
0.02 : : ; :
0.00
002t Bxz®W |

-0.04 . . . .
1 21 41 61 81 101

FIG .10: O utofplane foroce com ponents. Shown are the axial
2x 2", transverse Tx 2", and buckling £x 2z "’ contriou-
tions to Zi(l) of Eq. éé) C ontributions to Zim are sin ilar,
but with the contours of 2 X Zi(3) and I X Zim being m irror
re ections of 5 X Zi(l) and 1 X Zi(l) about I = 51. Contribu-

tions to Zi(z) and Zi(4) are sn aller. Lattice param eters used
and contours shown are the sam e as In Fjg.gi.

to locate a new m Ininum of elastic energy. This new
m ininum , of course, is none other than the at con gu-
ration. A swould be expected, not only do tem s such as

Bx 2" and X 7" cause buckling, they also sustain it

i i

once it hasbeen established.
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FIG .11: O utofplanem om ent com ponents about the Y -axis.
Shown are the torsional? Y Yi(Z) ,ax@al? X 7z i(l) , and buckling
°X Zi(l) contributions to U; in Eq. éé) Lattice param eters
used and contours shown are the sam e as in Fig.19.
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FIG.12: The m ovem ent of the crack-edge as a function of
the tim e-steps in the num erical iteration, shown for a lattice
ofsize L = 40 at the onset ofbuckling and for a central crack
between I = 14 and I = 28. Just prior to the point at which
the equilbbrium , is reached, at tine Tce = 1570, all term s
such as®x 2" are \swiched o ".
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Finally some rem arks on the angular correction in
Eq. (i), which is included to allow for the possbility
that axialforcem ay Increase ordecrease asa consequence
ofbending. Tn Eq. {I7) it is assum ed that the additional
elongation due to bending can be obtained from a mul-
tiplicative factor. This factor is based on the ratio ofa
circular arc [16] to a straight line, the form er being the
sem icircle de ned by the angular di erence u at the
end-points and the latter the line which connects these.
O n the levelofthe individualbeam , the presence ofin ec—
tion points are neglected in this approxin ation. In other
words, up-down curvaturesm ay only occur in com bina—
tions of two orm ore beam s in an end-to-end alignm ent.
Furthem ore, as can be seen from Eqg. {_ij), the e ect of
In-plane bending m om ents, or transverse displacem ents
perpendicular to the rest axis of the beam , are neglected
as contributions which would otherw ise add to the axial
length of a beam .

VI. INITIALIZING THE OUT-OF-PLANE
DEFLECTION

An inportant feature to be included in the m odel is
the random variation of the m aterial in the out-ofplane
direction, as was rem arked in section ﬂj;t In thin m ate—
rials such as paper, cloth, m em branes and so forth, the
m ost in portant factor In uencing the behaviour during
fracture isnot the three-dim ensional structure ofthem a—
terial itself. Rather it is the outofplane de ection of
this structure which m akes a di erence. N evertheless,
random variations in the thickness direction provide an
In portant part of the m echanism which initiates budk—
ling. This is because such variations com bine w ith the
extermally applied force and the em erging cracksto create
Jocal forces and m om ents w hich are not perfectly aligned
w ithin the plane. O nce a buckled con guration hasbeen
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FIG . 13: Buckling m odes for ten sam ples of a lattice of size L = 100, w ith a centercrack between I = 34 and I = 68. For the

Jow er half of the lattice, contours of every otherrow J = 1, 3,

.. are shown, up to and including J = 51, ie., the near edge

of the 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-ofplane de ection.

established, how ever, the variation in the thickness direc—
tion is far less in portant.

Since we presently regard the out-ofplane de ection of
a structure which has no vertical extent, buckling m ust
be initiated by other m eans. Speci cally, in m odeling
the fracture process, the equilbrium stress eld is re-
calculated by use of Eq. (L0) after a beam hasbeen re-
moved. At each step of this process, ie., for each beam
rem oved, a sam ple-speci ¢ random noise in the form ofa
an all vertical displacem ent is Im posed on all nodes of
the lattice. Presently, we use a random number uni-
form Iy distrdbbuted on the interval [ 001;0:01]. In the
early stages ofthe fracture process, the stress eld iscal-
culated in the presence of these variations untilbuckling
com m ences. B efore sizable cracks appear, forces com bine
to atten out the vertical displacem ents. That is, a at
con guration isenergetically preferred to begin w ith, and
fracture propagates according to the non-buckling sin u—
lation. A s signi cant cracks begin to appear, however,

the conditions at som e point becom e favourable for the
out-ofplane com ponents of the stress eld to be real-
ized, and buckling sets in. From here on the random

noise is discarded, and the next displacem ent con gura—
tion is sin ply calculated from the previous coordinates.
W hen the lattice has been broken, a new set of vertical
displacem ents is generated for the next sample, ie., a
sam ple-speci ¢ random noise is used.

Lattice buckling m odes in the presence of a center-
crack of size L=3 are shown in FJg:_li_*i The only dis—-
order present here is that due to the out-ofplane nitial-
ization, but evidently a num ber of buckling m odes m ay
appear. In the follow ing, casesw here the de ection ofthe
edges ofthe crack isto the sam e side, ie., up-up ordow n—
down, are referred to as symm etric buckling, and cases
w here the de ection is to opposite sides is referred to as
antisym m etric buckling. In Fjg.:_l-.jl, D) and E) are ex—
am ples of the form er, and ) and H) are exam ples of
the latter. A nother buckling m ode which frequently ap—
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FIG. 14: A beam lattice of size L = 50, showing (@) the
symm etric and () the antisym m etric buckling m odes for a
crack between I = 12 and I = 40.

pears is that shown in @), G) or (J), where the m ain
bulge at one ofthe crack edges ism ade up of four, rather
than three, halfwaves. Based on the few dozen sam ples
observed, @A) and (J) evolve Into type O ) after a few

m ore beam s have been broken, and (G ) into type &),
ie., the sym m etric buckling m ode prevails in each case.
However, due to the random ness introduced, exam ples
such as #H ) are not com pletely antisym m etric about the
neutral plane. Hence, even for this sin ple crack con g-—
uration, the exact shape of the out-ofplane de ection
can vary considerably. T he overall shape, how ever, tends
to 8ll wihin the main categories, ie., one of the two
sym m etric or antisym m etric buckling m odes. This way
of initializing the out-ofplane de ection is suitabl for
studying disordered system s, where a lattice w tthout any
initial geom etrical discontinuity is strained until random

cracksbegin to appear. A s the cracks grow buckling sets
In at som e point, depending on the con guration, posi-
tion and size of the initial cracks.

Another way of ilnitializing the out-ofplane de ection
isto in posea an allverticalde ection on a very few nodes
In strategicpositions. T his ism ost practicalw hen study-—
ing an \ideal" buckling scenario, such as the fracture of
a non-disordered plate w ith a perfect centercrack.

VII. FRACTURE CRITERION

In order to study how buckling a ects the fracture
properties of a two-dim ensional structure an appropri-
ate breaking criterion should be chosen. A s previously
m entioned, this can be done to suit a range of engineer-
Ing requirem ents. O ffen the m ode of rupture in the out-
ofplane 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 sorings to m ind is
tearing. T he energy required to propagate a crack across
a given area in tearm ode ismuch less than that which
causes the sam e area to fracture in pure tensilke loading.
T his is especially the case w ith paper.

O utofplane contrbutions to the breaking criterion
must be included by som e other m echanisn than that
provided by Eq. (:gi), since the latter is relevant to re-
gionswhich are com parable In size to abeam . T he stress
Intensi cation due to buckling, on the other hand, is due
tomuch sn aller regions, ie., com parabl in extent to the
sharp crack tip. One way of enhancing the stress due
to buckling is to com bine torsion w ith axial stress. The
larger the load, the m ore sensitive the beam w ill be to
the presence of a given am ount of torque. C om pressive
loads are assum ed to alleviate the torsionalm om ent, but
only to a very sm all degree.

Hence, the breaking criterion can be stated as

1; (41)

w here

Fc = F, 0 42)

is the e ective stress,
0P =p; 2xx P+ q vy @3)
the torque, and ¢ the combined bendingm om ent. W ith

w and t denoting the width and thickness, respectively,
of the beam ,

=2 44)
t
is the aspect ratio of the cross section, and
( . .
2 3) . 3)
_ 1+ °LF;7 Lo Fi(.)< ; as)
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is the enhancem ent factor in Eq. {fig‘) .

Considering F jg.:_lfJ:, the breaking stress is increased in
case () and also In case (@) provided the de ections in
front of and behind the crack are not congruent. W hen
the bulges are com pletely sym m etric, however, (a) does
not intensify the breaking stress and thus contradicts ex—
perin ental ndings.

A nother possbility is to assum e a crack-tip stress en—
hancem ent which depends on the out-ofplane bending
mom ent. Here the inplane digplacem ent com ponent y;
cbserved in Fig.§, ie., the backward and forward m ove-
m ent of the crack edge, creates an angular displacem ent
about the X -axis. For a su ciently thin plate the resis-
tance tow ards bending w ill not be su cient to hal the
out-ofplane de ection once it has comm enced, since the
forces involved act over a region much larger than the
In m ediate neighbourhood of the crack. D ue to the short
distance which separates the top and bottom surfaces,
the resulting \leveram " e ect creates an asymm etric
stressgradient across the crack front In the direction of
the thickness. W hereas tensile force on the concave side
is then reduced, it Increases on the convex side. This



Increase com es in addition to the stress already concen-—
trated along the crack front, ie., the very presence of a
crack creates a screening e ect which redistrbutes the
In-plane stresses so as to cause a buildup in the load
at the crack tips. For a crack that has grown to an ex—
tent w hich allow sbuckling to occur, this in-plane stressis
signi cant. T he crack-tip opening angk also playsan in -
portant role. Buckling in brittle m aterials, for instance,
isknown to have a profound e ect on them axinum load
the system can tolerate before breaking. h a FEM study
by Seshadriand Newm an I_l-j] a hypothetical very large
critical crack-tip opening angle was used to m odelbuck—
ling In a ductile m aterial. Strength reduction in this case
was und to be signi cantly an aller than orbrittle m a-
terials.

In the beam m odel, the crack tip is never sharper than
exactly onebeam length. To em ulate the above stressen—
hanocem ent due to out-ofplane bending we instead in ag—
ne a sharp crack to be em bedded w ithin that beam which
on the lattice de nes the tip of the crack, and consider a
com bination of axial stress and m om ent. O utofplane
bending m odes are shown in Figs. ii and ié, w here
the displacem ents of the schem atic lattice at the top
have been exaggerated som ew hat to ilustrate the point.
Speci cally, the Z displacem ents of contour B have been
scaled up 100 tin es w ith respect to those of contour A,
which iself is scaled up with respect to the horizontal
extent of the Jattice. The Inplane Y -digplacam ents have
also been adjusted accordingly.

E xperim ental evidence indicates that the stress en—
hancem ent at the crack tips is m ore or less sin ilar in
the sym m etric and antisym m etric buckling m odes. To
ncorporate this we distinguish between the two cases.
Hence, retaining Eq. dfl]_:l), we introduce

:Mi J
w here
3) 3) 3)
M,” = p; ¥xz, 7 +2xz] @7
M ) B (3)
+ q Yyz Y+ Bvyz;

replaces Q ij) in Eq. $43). In this prescription,

G _ (6]

M ;= M 3 (48)
denotes symm etric ( ) or antisymm etric (+) buckling,
regpectively, w ith the signs referring to the direction of
the m om ent at the two beam ends.

For the e ective stress in the beam , we now use

Fo = Fiu') b M i(j) M j(i) 49)

In the symm etric case, ie., when

1 J
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FIG . 15: Symm etric buckling. Shown at top, for a lattice
of size L = 100, is &) the I = 51 contour, passing through
the m iddle of the lattice, and (B) the I = 34 contour, pass—
ing through the lkft-hand side crack tip. A Iso shown is the
bending m ode of the beam which de nesthe crack tip at the
Janction between I = 34 and J = 51. At the bottom are
shown the out-ofplane angular displacem ents vi about the
X -axis, in the case of B) above. A Ilso shown are the neigh—
bouring contours, (C) I= 33 and O) I = 35, where D) is
discontinuous due to the intersecting crack.

and
@ 1 &) @)
Fc=F; 5bmax(Mi iM ) (61)
In the antisym m etric case, ie., when
g =-%0: (52)

1 J

T he enhancem ent factor in Egs. Cfl-@‘) and C_5-1:) is
(

b1+ 2LrP 1, ; rP<0;
b= ) (53)
0; Fij 0;
where
b, = piPiy + aPyy (54)

is a discontinuity operator. The choice m ade above
causes the breaking stress of the beam s at the crack tips
to Increase by a com parable am ount in symm etric and
antisym m etric buckling.

The expressions or and b in Egs. {_55) and ('_5-3),
respectively, have been chosen, very generally, to incor-
porate som e overall e ects related to size, m aterial and
relative din ensions. Henoe, it is reasonable to assum e
that, or a given size, \tearability", or the \leveram "
e ect, Increases w ith decreasing sheet, or plate, thick—
ness. In conjunction w ith this, the crack-tip opening an—
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FIG .16: Antisymm etricbuckling. Shown at top, for a lattice
of size L = 100, is &) the I = 51 contour, passing through
them iddle of the Jattice, and (B) the I = 34 contour, passing
through the left-hand side crack tip. A Iso shown schem ati-
cally is the the beam which de nes the crack tip at the junc—
tion between I = 34 and J = 51. A lthough the bending
m ode is correct, the actualangles at the ends ofthebeam are
negative and not positive as shown. O ut-ofplane angular dis-
placem ents v; about the X -axis are included at the bottom ,
w ith the notation being the sam e as in Fig.13.

gk, which decreases w ith increasing resistance tow ards
In-planebending, also enters the picture. Both e ectsare
presently included via the ratio ofthe iIn-plane to the out-
ofplane hertialm om ent Hr bending, ie., ? = L;=I .
T he length ofthe am w ith which the out-ofplane forces
act is assum ed to be proportional to the vertical extent
of the buckling zone. Since this, in tum, is proportional
to system size, a factor L F,” isalso included. A snoted
previously, fracture is Initiated by displacing the top row

of the lattice a xed distance, usually corresponding to

one beam length. To avoid scale e ects associated w ith

this, a further factor L is included, where L is the size
of the reference system for which the top row displace-
ment is exactly one beam length. The introduction of
a reference system allow s for the possibility of com par—
Ing system s of varying size w here the physicalbehaviour
hvolved requires the sam e relative extemal boundary
conditions. For Instance, referring to the intact lattice,
m ode-I loading then im poses the sam e niial strain of
Lo+ 1) ! on each beam . A though com putationaltin e
ncreases when L > L, features such as how various
buckling m odes appear w ith respect to system size will
depend on the extemal loading. Othermwise, Lo = L

m ight probably be used In cases where we are interested
In featureswhich depend on the intemalprocesses of the
fracture m echanian , such as the roughness exponent of
crack Interfaces.

To guard against unphysical breaks, we introduce
]gDy;iz Ny;i 1+ Ny;ie1 (55)

w hich contribbutesw hen one orboth nearest lateralneigh—
bours are intact, and

CLYm 1 CLYm 1
G @ nygu 9+ a
=1 =1

1'ly;i+ j) (56)

which contrbutes when a certain num ber of neighbours
have been broken. For any node i, the array

0

Ny;i = 1

67
now keeps track ofthe status ofthe beam which extends
away from i in the direction ofthe Y -axis, ie., i rem em —
bers whether this is broken or intact, respectively. T he
com bined expression,

by;i = ]-by;i @y;i; (58)
has the property
0
Pyu= 59)
ashas ;i govemmg cracks In the nom aldirection. In

other words, Eq. C54 ensures that the stress enhance—
mentm echanisn isactivated only in casesw here the lat-
eralneighbour on one side is Intact whilke sin ultaneously
a certain number of beam s, de ning a m ninum crack
Iength Cy, ;n , are broken on the other side.

In most cases the operator ; is not necessary. It
has been Included to avoid cracking being induced near
the top and bottom row s of the lattice. For very large
system s, and egpecially in cases where L is signi cantly
larger than L, breaks som etin es occur due to the large
angular gradients in beam s extending up from J = 1 or
down from J = L+ 2, see, for instance, F iggs. :L5 and 16
the present form alisn the propertiesofbeam sw ith In ec—
tion points are not considered, the am allest crack that can
cause buckling, ie., a bulge consisting of at least three
halfwaves, is therefore approxinately Cr,,, = 4. This
is con m ed In num erical runs for system sw ith snallL,
butwhere L, >> L,. A problem wih usihg such a large
value of Cr 5 is that it excludes cracks inclined at an
anglk w ith respect to the horizontal. O ver a w ide range
of system param eters and extemalboundary conditions,
however, Cy, m = 2 was found to be adequate.

In the lim it of no buckling, ie.,, v! Oor u'! 0,
Eqg. {_4-14') reduces to Eq. @) . In other words, if buckling
is not activated, then neither is the stress enhancem ent
m echanisn in the fracture criterion. _

Finally, in order to illistrate how Eq. {41), with
Egs. @g) to ('59‘) de ning the stress enhancem ent m ech—
anisn , works w thin ourm odel of buckling, we consider
the buckling response ratio of the residualstrength ofthe
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FIG.17: The buckling response ratio, Fy,, shown as a func-
tion of the crack-length-to-thickness ratio, Cy, =t, for various
systemswith L = 3Cr . Open squares denote the results of
varying L while keeping t constant, lked circles denote the
results of varying t with L = 54 xed, and crosses denote
sin flar results with L = 24 xed. Kuhn and Figge's linear
expression [18] is also included for com parison.

system . That is, F, = (= 7, where ¢ and , repre-
sent the m axim um applied extemal force a restrained or
buckled plate, respectively, can tolerate before breaking
apart. E arly experin entalresults show that the decrease
In strength due to buckling increases as the ratio of the

17

crack-length C; to the thickness t is increased. A linear
relationship wasproposed by K uhn and F igge fl8] which,

In the case ofbrittle m aterdals, has been shown to agree
wellw ith m ore recent FEM calculations h7 In Fig. -l'ﬁ,
results obtained w ith the beam m odelare com pared w ith
the K uhn-F igge relationship. A sm all correction to the
size of the central crack has been m ade to acoount for
the nite size of the beams. The e ect is very an all,
shifting the values of the am allest system s slightly to the
kft, thus In proving the agreem ent w ith the K uhn-F igge
relationship from very good to excellent.

V III. SUM M ARY

To sum m arize, we have lncluded the additionaldegrees
of freedom necessary to describe the Interaction of cracks
w ith buckling In the elastic beam m odel. Thism odel is
stochastic In nature, so that sheetsw ith random cracking
at any level of m eso-structural disorder can be studied,
Including system sw ith no disorder. In addition to in por—
tant issues of practical relevance in traditional fracture
m echanics, such as strength properties and stability, the
present m odel also enables fiindam ental aspects of frac—
ture In random m edia to be explored.
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