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A num ericalrealization ofan elastic beam lattice isused to obtain scaling exponentsrelevantto

theextentofdam agewithin thecontrolled,catastrophicand totalregim esofm ode-Ibrittlefracture.

Therelativefraction ofdam age attheonsetofcatastrophic ruptureapproachesa �xed valuein the

continuum lim it. This enablesdisorderin a realm aterialto be quanti�ed through itsrelationship

with random sam plesgenerated on the com puter.

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

Besideshaving widepracticalrelevance,breakdown in

com plex m edia touches on a range of fundam entalis-

sues involving structuraldisorder. However,it is only

within the past two decades or so that adequate tools

have becom e available which m im ic how a truly com -

plex m aterialbreaks [1]. These tools,known as lattice

m odels,have their origin in statisticalphysics and are

especially wellsuited to describetheinterplay between a

continually evolving non-uniform stress-�eld and a ran-

dom m eso-structure.

Deviation from a perfect structure willusually a�ect

the way a m aterialbreaks under strain. This is espe-

cially so where �brous, porous or granular m edia are

concerned. M oreover,in com parisons between com po-

nentsm adefrom thesam enon-perfectm aterial,sam ple-

to-sam plevariationsobtained in theresponseofstressto

strain are typically large when the disorder is high. In

thispaperwecalculatetheaveragevaluesofstressversus

strain fora very large num ber ofsam ples to obtain the

breakdown characteristicsofm aterialswith agiven type,

orstrength,ofdisorder.

Since the breaking characteristicsofbrittle m aterials

depend crucially on the disorder,such inform ation can

be very usefulin quality control. The size ofthe sta-

ble regim e offracture,forinstance,within which an in-

creasing am ountofstrain m ay be applied before catas-

trophic rupture setsin,increaseswith the disorder. In-

deed,structuraldisorderon them icroscopiclevelisoften

a desired traitin m any m aterials.Consequently,ifa re-

lationship can be established between disorder and the

breaking characteristics,prelim inary conclusionsm ay be

drawn aboutaveragestrength and itsexpected variabil-

ity based on knowledge aboutthe disorderin the m ate-

rial.Thisishelpfulin caseswhereexperim entsareeither

costly ordi�cultto setup.W ith thedisorderknown,ul-

trasound orothernon-destructiveprobingtechniquescan

beused to determ inehow closea given com ponentunder

stressisto com plete failure.Vice versa,with a properly

calibrated latticem odeldetailed experim entalknowledge

oftheaveragestress-strain responseshould help toquan-

tify the disorder and thereby predict, through sim ula-

tions,other disorder-dependent properties which m ight

notbe easy to accessexperim entally.In alloysand com -

posite m aterialssuch inform ation can be used asan aid

to optim ize the m ixture used,forinstance,with respect

to a desired strength speci�cation.

Earlier results indicate that the scaling with system

size ofthe m axim um force obtained in quasi-static brit-

tlefractureisuniversalwith respecttothedisorder.This

hasbeen reported in calculationswith both the random

fuse m odel[2]and the beam m odel[3, 4]. Those re-

sults, however, were obtained at a tim e when num er-

icalresources were far m ore lim ited than today. O ur

calculations present evidence which is contrary to this.

Speci�cally,in large-scale num ericalsim ulations involv-

ing a greatm any sam plesand spanning a wide range of

disorders,theexponentswhich characterizescalingin the

controlled,catastrophicand totalregim esofm ode-Ibrit-

tlefractureareallfound tobenon-universal.W hereasfor

weak disorderthe exponents are strongly dependent on

thedisorder,thereisa slow convergenceon thescreened

percolation value in the lim itofin�nite disorder.

A universalexponent, on the other hand, would be

very usefulfor predicting strength properties since the

scaling behaviourofstressand strain would then be the

sam e for allm aterials, regardless of the details of the

disorder. An additionalrelationship is required for the

exponentsto be usefulin the case ofnon-universalscal-

ing behaviour. Speci�cally,itshould be possible forthe

disorderin arealm aterialtobequanti�ed in term softhe

sam eparam etersasthosethatareused to generateran-

dom sam pleson the com puter. Presently we show that,

in thecontinuum lim it,thefraction ofdam agewhich oc-

curspriorto catastrophicbreakdown approachesa �xed

valuewhich isspeci�c to the disorder.

It is indeed the ease with which disorder can be in-

cluded which m akes stochastic lattice m odels practical.

The m odelused in our calculations is the elastic beam

m odelused by Herrm ann et al.in Ref.[4]and Skjetne

etal.in Ref.[5]. The disorderisim posed on the break-
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FIG .1:ForcefL versusdisplacem ent�L obtained forsystem

sizes L = 10,14,17,20,23,27,32,40,50,63,80 and 100,

for a range ofdisorders with D > 0. O n the left are shown

(a) D = 0:1,(b)D = 0:17,(c) D = 0:25 and (d)D = 0:33.

O n therightareshown (e)D = 0:5,(f)D = 1,(g)D = 2 and

(h) D = 4. W hereas in (a){(d) the scale on �L is �1:33f L ,

itvarieson therightas(e)�2:5f L ,(f)�5f L ,(g)�13f L and

(h)�100f L .Thearrow in (a){(d)showstheonsetofdam age

forthe L = 100 system .

ing thresholds ofthe beam s,and the elastic properties

are assum ed to be identicalfrom beam to beam . Two

random sets are generated for each lattice sam ple,cor-

responding to the m axim um breaking strengthsin pure

axialloading and pure exure. The thresholdsconform

to thedistribution which resultswhen a random num ber

r,chosen uniform ly on the interval0 � r � 1,israised

to a powerD . This power law distribution is the m ost

practicalway to generate m ultifractality,i.e.,the type

ofbehaviourwhich isfundam entally associated with the

existenceofscaling laws[6].Hence,forD > 0 thecum u-

lativedistribution reads

P (t)= t
1=D

; (1)

where 0 � t� 1 isdistributed with a tailtowardsweak

beam s.ForD < 0,wehave

P (t)= 1� t
1=D

; (2)

now with 1 � t< 1 beingdistributed with atailtowards

strong beam s.Theim portantthing isto include zero or

in�nity within therangeofthresholds,otherwisethedis-

tribution is asym ptotically equivalent to no disorder[6].

Both fundam entaltypes ofdisorderare included in the

presentcalculations.Fracturem aythen befully explored

asafunction ofdisordersim plybyvaryingthem agnitude

ofD ,with sm allorlarge valuesofjD jcorresponding to

weak orstrong disorders,respectively.

The lattice isbroken by applying a uniform displace-

m ent to the nodes de�ning the top row,and the �rst

beam tobreakisthatwhich hasthelowestaxialstrength.

After this,the breaking sequence depends on how local

stressesinteractwith the quenched disorder. Each tim e

a beam is rem oved from the lattice,the new m echani-

calequilibrium isobtained by m inim izing the elasticen-

ergy. In practice this is done via relaxation,i.e.,using

conjugate gradients[7]. The processby which m echani-

calequilibrium isattained isassum ed to be m uch m ore

rapid than the breaking ofthe beam s,hencethe sim ula-

tion em ulatesquasi-staticfracture.

Resultsobtained forD > 0 areshown in Fig.1,where

thedata pointsrepresenttheaveragevaluesofstressand

strain calculated for each broken beam . The exponents

�,� and ,obtained forthe scaling ofbroken beam sin

thecontrolled (stable),catastrophic(unstable)and total

regim es offracture,i.e.,N S,N U and N T ,respectively,

havebeen obtained from

N S � L
�
; N U � L

�
; N T � L


; (3)

and areshown in Fig.2.

For weak disorders m ost ofthe thresholds are to be

found in the vicinity ofthe upperbound. O n the appli-

cation ofexternalforce fracture therefore proceeds in a

controlled m anneronly forthe �rstfew breaks. During

this phase,any sm allcrack caused by the rem ovalofa
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FIG .2: The exponents � and � for the scaling with system

size,L,ofdam age in the controlled (solid lines) and catas-

trophic (dotted lines) regim es,respectively,as a function of

the disorderD .Also shown isthe exponent forthe scaling

oftotaldam age (�) with L. For com parison,the data from

Ref.[4](�),relevantto thetotaldam age forD = 0:5,D = 1

and D = 2,have also been included.
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weak beam isprevented from furtheropening up by the

stronger thresholds in the im m ediate neighbourhood of

the beam just broken. Since,at this stage,fracture is

dom inated by quenched disorderratherthan stress,the

externalforce m ustnow be increased to break the next

beam . A new crack willthen m ost likely appear away

from the neighbourhood ofthe previously broken beam ,

especially in the case ofa large lattice. For sm alllat-

tices the statisticsofextrem esdictates thatthe lim ited

num ber ofbeam s presentshould reduce the probability

ofweak thresholdsoccurring.Hence,fractureisunstable

from the onset.

Thiscross-overin disorderbetween,on the one hand,

system sforwhich thereisalwaysaregim eofstablecrack

growth(regardlessofsystem size)and,on theotherhand,

system sforwhich crack growth isunstable,orcondition-

ally stable,from theverybeginning,can,in fact,beiden-

ti�ed. Using generalargum ents Roux et al.[8]showed

that,for a fracture criterion ofthe type relevantto the

fuse m odel,such a cross-overcan be expected to occur

atD � 0:5.Hence,forlowervaluesofD one should not

expectscaling lawsto exist.

The exact value ofthe disorder beyond which a con-

trolled regim e appears m ight be slightly di�erent in

the beam m odel, due to a di�erent breaking form ula.

Nonetheless,Fig.2 showsthata transition indeed occurs

in the region 0:5 . D . 1. Although the dependence of

the exponents upon the disorderis less pronounced be-

yond D = 1,especially in the case of�,the scaling is

clearly non-universal,with the D > 1 exponents slowly

approaching the value 2 in the lim itofin�nite disorder.

Theexponentwhich governsthescalingbehaviourofthe

totaldam age,however,is very nearly � � 1:9 within a

wide rangeofdisorders.

In Fig.1 the onset ofdam age for the largest system

included,L = 100,is shown by the sm allarrow in the

cases of(a) D = 0:1,(b) D = 0:17,(c) D = 0:25 and

(d) D = 0:33. In (a) there is a very sm allcontrolled
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FIG .3: Sam e as Fig.2,but also including a wide range of

D < 0 disorders,where the thresholdsare distributed with a

tailtowardsin�nitely strong beam s.

FIG .4: The sam e as Fig.1,but for D < 0. The plots on

the left show (a) D = �0:5, (b) D = �1, (c) D = �1:5

and (d) D = �2. Plots on the right show (e) D = �2,

(f) D = �2:5, (g) D = �3 and (h) D = �4. Note that

thereisa scale-shiftin going from (d)to (e),thescale on the

horizontalaxesbeing otherwise the sam e.

regim e before catastrophic rupture sets in. Stress and

strain then backtracksalong theoriginalstraight-linere-

sponse towardsthe origin before encountering a section

where decreasing valuesofforce correspond to the sam e

displacem ent. The situation here is one ofconditional

stability,wherea sm allperturbation issu�cienttoprop-

agatethe crack further.

Exponentsrelevanttofracturein theD < 0regim eare

shown in Fig.3,where stress-strain curvesfordisorders

up to jD j= 15 havebeen analyzed.Stress-strain curves

between D = � 0:5 and D = � 4 are shown in Fig.4.

Here the initialresponse,a straightline from the origin

to the position ofthe �rst broken beam ,is not shown.

Fig.3 shows that for sm allD there exists a regim e of

�nite extent,i.e.,� 2� D � 0,within which � = 1.The

scaling behaviour here is trivial, being sim ply propor-

tionaltosystem size,and the�rstbeam tobreak triggers

catastrophicrupture.W ithin thisregim ethetailtowards

strong beam s is not very pronounced and consequently

the nextbeam in the path ofthe crack willm ostlikely

be com parable in strength with thatjustbroken. Since

theloading on neighbouring beam sisrendered higherby

its rem oval,crack growth is now localized. The case of
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FIG .5: The num ber of beam s belonging to the controlled

regim eoffracture,N C ,shown asa function ofinversesystem

size,L
� 1
,for (A) D = 0:25,(B) D = 0:333,(C) D = 0:5,

(D )D = 1,(E)D = 2,(F)D = 4,and (G )D = 5. Straight

lines have been �t to the data in (D ){(G ), and, based on

the m ostsigni�cantdata (�),a straightline �thasalso been

conjectured in (C).

D = � 0:5,for instance,is shown in plot (a) ofFig.4

where fracture iscom pletely unstable.Stressand strain

is seen to backtrack along the originallinear response,

as in the case ofD > 0,before encountering a region

ofconditionalstability. Assum ing displacem entcontrol,

fractureproceedsin a m annerofslowly decreasing force

untilthe system iscom pletely broken.

ForD < � 3 a region ofstable crack growth appears,

ascan be seen from plot(h)ofFig.4. The tailtowards

strong beam s has now becom e a dom inating feature in

the threshold distribution, with only a few beam s re-
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FIG .6: The extent ofdam age at catastrophic rupture,N C ,

obtained for system sizes between L = 32 and L = 100,and

extrapolated to the continuum lim it,L = 1 ,based on the

straightline �tsin Fig.5.

m aining in the vicinity ofthe lowerbound. In the early

stagesoffracture,therefore,asm allcrackwillm ostlikely

bearrested by strong beam sin itsim m ediateneighbour-

hood.The situation isthen sim ilarto the caseofD > 0

in the sense thatforcem ustnow be increased to further

propagatedam age.

ForlargejD jtheessentialfeaturesaresim ilarto those

for D > 0, with the scaling being governed by non-

universalexponents.Asbefore,thescaling oftotaldam -

age showsthe weakestvariation,with � � 1:9 within a

very largeregion ofdisorders.

At the onset of catastrophic rupture the relative

am ount of dam age is bC = N C =N T , where N C is the

num berofbeam sbroken in thecontrolled phaseand N T

is the totalnum ber of beam s broken. In Fig.5, this

quantity isshown asa function ofinversesystem sizefor

D > 0.Forthesizesincluded in thepresentcalculations,

astraight-linerelationship isobtained fordisorderslarger

than D = 1.W ith theL = 125data having been leftout

due to low statisticalsigni�cance,a line has also been

�tto the data forD = 0:5,although the relationship is

probably not linear here. For disorders below D = 0:5

therelationship isclearly non-linear,ascan be expected

based on the argum entsofRef.[8].

The sam e data are shown in Fig.6,now however as

functionsofthedisorder.Theresultextrapolated forthe

continuum lim it,corresponding to L = 1 ,is the inter-

section ofthe straight-line �tin Fig.5 with the vertical

axis 1=L = 0. This establishes a link between the dis-

order,as generated on the com puter (presently using a

power-law distribution),and the stress-strain character-

istic obtained in the breaking ofrealm aterials. Such a

relationship isvaluablewherecom parisonsaresoughtbe-

tween sim ulation and experim ent. As such,the present

quasi-staticresultforbrittlem aterialsism ainly relevant

to breakdown associated with fatigue,i.e.,slow fracture

processes.
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