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W e study random

ber bundle model RFBM ) with di erent threshold strength distributions

and load sharing rules. A m ixed RFBM wihin global load sharing schem e is Introduced which
consists of weak and strong bers w ith uniform distrdbution of threshold strength of bers having
a discontinuity. The dependence of the critical stress of the above m odel on the m easure of the
discontinuity of the distribution is extensively studied. A sim ilar RFBM with two types of bers
belonging to two di erent W ebull distribbution of threshold strength is also studied. T he variation
of the critical stress of a one dim ensional RFBM w ith the num ber of bers is obtained for strictly
uniform distribbution and local load sharing using an exact m ethod which assum es one-sided load
transfer. T he criticalbehaviourof RFBM with bersplaced on a random graph having co-ordination
num ber 3 is Investigated num erically for uniform ly distribbuted threshold strength of bers sub fcted
to Jocal load sharing rule, and m ean eld criticalbehaviour is established.

PACS numbers: 46.50. +a, 6220M k, 64.60Ht, 81.05N1

I. NTRODUCTION

Sudden catastrophic failure of structures due to unex—
pected fracture of com ponent m aterials is a concem and
a challenging problem of physics as well as engineering.
T he dynam ics of the failire ofm aterials show interesting
properties and hence there hasbeen an enom ousgp epRnt

A total analysis of the fracture of m aterdals should in-
clude the investigation of a possble fracture before the
occurrence of large deform ations and hence the determ i-
nation of the critical load beyond which if the load on
the system increases, the com plte failure occurs. Future
progress in the understanding of fracture and the applica-
tion ofthat know ledge dem ands the integration of contin—
uum m echanicsw ith the scienti ¢ disciplines ofm aterial
science, physics, m athem atics and chem istry. The m ain
challenge here is to dealw ith the inherent stochasticity
ofthe systam and the statistical evolution ofm icroscopic
crack to accurately predict the point of nalrupture.

Having said about the com plexity involved in fracture
processes, one can stillget an idea of fracture phenom ena
by studying sinpli ed models. Thg sinplest availble
m odel isF ber Bundle M odelFBM )4 . Tt consists ofN
parallel Dbers. A llofthem have their ends connected to
horizontalrods as shown in Fig.1l. The disorderofa real
system is ntroduced in the ber bundle in the form of
random distribution of strength ofeach ber taken from
a probability distrdbution P ( ) and hence called R andom
FberBundkeM odel RFBM ).The strength ofeach ber
is called its threshold strength. As a force F is applied
extemally on a bundlk ofN  bers,a stress = F=N acts
on each of them . The bers which have their thresh—
old strength am aller than the stress generated, w illbreak
Inm ediately. The next question that arises isthe a ect
of breaking of bers on the rem aining intact bers ie:,
one has to decide a load sharing rule. The two extrem e
cases of load sharing m echanism s are G lobalLgad -Shar—
ng GLS) and Local Load Sharing (LLS)Ld434d, T
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FIG . 1: The vertical parallel lines correspond to berswhich
are connected to two horizontal plates (shown wih bold
lines). The upper plate is xed and the lower plate is m ov—
able.Fig.1l(a) showsa an aller force F'; applied on the bundle
producing a strain . Fig. 1 (b) corresponds to a higher value

of load, lrading to a strain ’ and bers begin to break.

G LS, the stress ofthe broken ber is equally distribbuted
to the ram aining intact bers. This rule neglects local

uctuations In stress and therefore is e ectively a m ean

eld m odel w ith long range Interactions am ong the ele—
m ents of the system®3. On the other hand, .n LLS the
stress of the broken ber is given only to its nearest sur—
viving neighbours. Ik is obvious that the actualbreaking
process involves a sharing rule which is In between GLS
and LLS. Severalstudies have been m ade w high considers
a rule Interpolating between G LS and LLS242%.

Foragiven forceF ,the bersbreak and distribbute their
Joad follow ing a load sharing rule untilallthe bershave
their threshold strength greater than the redistributed
stressacting on them . T hiscorrespondsto the xedpoint
of the dynam ics of the system . A s the applied force is
Increased on the system ,m ore and m ore bersbreak and
the additional stress is redistribbuted am ongst the other

bers. There exist a critical load (or stress ) beyond
which if the load is applied, com plte ailure of the sys-
tem takesplace. M ost ofthe studieson FBM involve the
determm ination of the critical stress . and the investiga—
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tion ofthe type ofphase transition from a state ofpartial
failure to a state of com plete ailure. It hasbeen shown
that a bundle ollow ing GLS hasa nie value of critical
stress and belongs to g universality class wih a speci c
set ofcr:ii'jcalexponentf'f"-lq whereasthere isno nite crit-
ical stress . at them.agdynam ic lim i in the case ofLLS
in one din ension2d272829 . 0n the other hand, LLS on
com plex network has been shown to belong to the sam e
universality class as that of GLS w ith the sam e critical
exponentséq .

T he paper is organised as follow s. Section IT consists
ofm ixed bersw ih uniform distribution (UD ) ofthresh—
old strength of bersand GLS.The criticalbehaviour of
such a m odel is explored analytically. M ixed berswith
W ebull distribbution W D) of threshold strength along
w ih GLS is studied using a quasistatic approach of load
increase in section ITI. O ne din ensional, one sided LLS
w ith strictly uniform distrdbution (UD) is presented in
section IV . Section V consists ofa bundle of berswhose
tips are placed on a random graph wih co-ordination
number 3. Them ain conclusions are presented in section
VI.

II. M IXED FIBERS W ITH UNIFORM
DISTRIBUTION AND GLS

Let us consider a In ixed® ber bundle model with
nom alised density distrdbution of threshold strength as
show n below :
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FIG.2: M ixed Uniform D istribution.
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T he present m odel clearly consistsof bersoftwo di er-

ent types. This classi cation is based on whether a ran—

dom ¥y chosen ber from the bundle belongsto classA of
bers 0 < 1) orclassB of bers (, th 1)

as shown in Fig. 2. In other words, the m odel consists
of weak and strong Dbers but no bers wih strengths
between 1 and ;, which is the forbidden region for the

ber strength. Since we are considering GLS here, the
exact location of classA or classB bers is Inm aterial.
The ain is to detem ine the critical stress . for this
m odel such that if the extemal stress exceeds . , the
bundle breaks down com pletely.

Ifa fraction x ofthe total bersbelong to classA and
the remaining 1 x to class B , then to m aintain the
uniform ity of the distribution Eqg. (1)), wemust have

or; 1= 1 X(l 2): (2)

T he above equation provides the relationship between x,
1 and , showingthatoncex and ;1 areset, ; is xed
autom atically. This equation at the sam e tin e puts a
restriction on ;. One can check that if ; > x, »
becom es am aller than 1, which is in possbl w ih the
given form of distrbbution Eg. (1)). W e shall therefore
restrict the value of 1 to be sm aller than x.

The m echanian of the failire of REFBM is the follow —
Ing: underan extemalstress ,a fraction of bershaving
threshold strength less than the applied stress filinm e~
diately. The additional load due to breaking of these

bers is redistributed globally am ong the rem aining in—
tact Dbers. This redistrbution causes further ailures.
Let us de ne . = NN as the fraction of unbroken

bers after a tim e step t. Then,

U—t.

The recurrence relation between Uy and Uy 1 for a
given applied stress is obtained ast:
Unw1=1 P(o)=1

P (—): 3)

Ue
T his dynam ics propagate (in discrete tim e) untilno fur-
ther breaking takes place.

If the initial applied load is very am all so that the re—
distrbbuted stress is always lss than 5, then no bers
from classB will fail. Thus forbreaking ofclassB  bers,
the redistributed stress has to be greater than ,. Let

¢ (the redistribbuted stress) cross , at som e instant t.
Then the critical stress of the system can be calculated
as ollow s:

U = 1

L 1
=1 + (—
1 (2 1) 1 (2 1) Ue

2)1:

At xed point ofthe dynam ics, when no fiirther break—
Ing takesplace, Uy 1 = U= U and we get,



U =1 [ ! + ! (— 2)]
1 (2 1) 1 (2 1) U

giving,

U = = L ° 1 40 (2 11
20 (2 1)) .

U = ;[1 1 —1 @)
201 (2 1)) c

where

ot )

40 (2 1)]

Tt can be shown easily that the solution with + In the
parenthesis gives a stable solution. Therefore, . is the
critical stress of the system because if the applied stress
is lessthan ., the system reachesa xed point. Ifthe
applied stress is greater than ., U becom es in agihary
and the bundle breaks down com pletely. It is interesting
tonotethatat = ;U = 1=201 (, 1)]ie: more
than halfofthe bersare stillunbroken at criticalpoint.
W e should now look at the restrictionson 4, , and
x (otherthan 1 < x) so that the above calculations are
valid. From Eqg. (4),we nd that ifthe width ofthe for-
bidden region ( » 1) iIsgreaterthan half, U (.)> 1
which is unphysical. Therefre, ( , 1) should be
am aller than 1/2 for all values of x for the above cal-
culations to hold. Using this restriction in Eq. (), we
nd that the critical stress . will always be less than
1/2. Now, looking at the physicalm eaning of U , we
must also check that the fraction ofbroken bers at the
xed point corresponding to critical stress . must be
greater than the fraction of bershaving their threshold
stress am aller than the critical stress. W e sum m arise all
the restrictions below :
1 X 2 1<05 and @ U ())>P () (6)
In the table below, we enlist som e allowed values of
1, 2 fordi erent x and also the corresponding critical
stress.

X 1 2 c
010 0.08 028 031
020 0.19 024 026
030 025 042 030
030 029 033 026
040 035 047 029
0.50 045 055 027
0.80 0.7 0.82 028

From the table, we ocbserve that the critical stress de—
pends entirely on the w idth ofthe forbidden region, ie:,
2 1.Also, when ; isincreased ora xed x, , de—
creasesand hence . decreases. Physically, decreasing »
Wwih x xed) m eans that lowest threshold of the strong

bers (class B) gets lowered. It is found that ; cannot
bevery an allcom pared to x, else allthe abovem entioned
conditions do not get satis ed.

One can de ne an order param eter as shown below :

20 (, W Y= (e ) )

T he order param et?r goes to 0 as ! ¢ Pllowing a

power law ( . )z . Susceptibility can be de ned as

the Increm ent In the number of broken bers for an in—
niesin al increase of load. T herefore,

1= (¢

dm
=d— where m =N[1 U ()]

) 7= (o ) @®)
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FIG .3: Variation of . with »
a distrbution as In Fig. 2

. foram ixed RFBM with

A s expected, the model ©llows mean eld exponents
wih = 1=2 and = 1=2. The interesting features of
this m odel are: In this m odel, the forbidden zone has a
nontrivialrole to play. ()By changihg ( 1) and x,we
can tune the strength of the system . However there are
restrictionson the param etersasdiscussed above. . asa
fiunction of ( 1) isshown nFig.3. (i) Ifx= 0, . 6
0; 1= 0(from Eqg:2) which gives .= 1=4(1 2) and
w e observe an elastic to plastic deform ation as discussed

in reference 9. In this case, for < ,,the ber in
the bundl obey Hook’s law. A s soon as > 5, the
dynam ics of ailure of bers start. (i)If , 1=0, the

problem is that ofa sinple UD w ith threshold strength

between 0 and 1 which has a critical stress .= 02%.
These results con m that the failure of m ixed ber

bundle m odel with G obal Load Sharing belongs to a

universality class with critical exponents = 1=2 and
= 1=2.

III. M IXED FIBERS W ITH W EIBULL
DISTRIBUTION AND GLS

In the W ebull distribution of threshold strength of
bers, the probability of failure of each elem ent has the



form
P()=1 e' ©)
where ( is a reference strength and is the W ebull

Index. W e now consider a m ixed RFBM as in section IT
with W D of threshold strength of bers. As in the UD
case (0f Sec. (2)), here also a fraction x of bers belong
totheclassA W D wih = 2)andtheremaining 1 x)
fraction belong to the classB W D wih = 3) wih the
reference strength ¢ equalto 1 in either case.

For the conventionalW D, consider a situation where
the stress on each ber increases from ; to 5. The
probability that a ber random Iy chosen from the W D
survives from the load ; but fails when the load is ,,
is given by

P(2) P (1) (

P(1;2)=T(1)=1 e

D,

T hus the probability that the chosen ber that has sur—
vived the load 1 also survives the (higher) Ioad , is
g(1; 2) = e ‘2 1), The key point is that the force
F on the bundlk is ncreased quasistatically so that only
one ber am ongst the rem aining intact bersbreak. As
m entioned previously, the dynam ics ofbreaking w ill con—
tinue till the system reachesa xed point. The process
of slow increase of external load is carried on up to the
critical stress ..
To dealw ith the nature of the present tm ixed® random
ber bundlgm odel, the m ethod used by M oreno, G om ez
and P acheco?) is generalised in the ©llow ing m anner. It
is in portant here to keep track of num ber of unbroken
bers in each distrbution separately. Let us assum e that
affer a loading is done and a xed point is reached, Ny,
and N, arethe num berofunbroken berscorresponding
to = 2and = 3 distrbution respectively, where each
ber has a stress .
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FIG . 4: Varation of fraction of broken bers wih extemal
load per ber for a RFBM wih two distrdbutions corre—
soondingto = 2and = 3.N=50000,x=0.5

W ede neq and o5 as Pllow s:

(2 %

@ (17 2)=e

B (17 2)=¢e' :oDy

The load NNy, + Ny, ) 1 that has to be applied to break
one berisgiven by ; = min( y,; ;) where 3 (or
1, ) is the next weakest berin the = 2 (or = 3)
distrdbbution of strength of bers and is obtained by the
solution of the follow Ing equations.

Ny, 1=Nx2p(x; 1)

and Ny, 1= Ny, ®m(x; 1)
which gives

2 1 g
L=[f W@ —)I (10)

k2

3 1 5

L, =[r @ —)] 11)

k3

The breaking of one ber and the redistribution of its
stress causes som e m ore failures. Let us say that dur-
Ing this avalanche, at som e point before the xed point
is reached, there are ¥y, and Ny, number of unbroken
bersbelonging to the two distrbbutionswhere each ber
is under a stress fy . This stress causes som e m ore Ail-

ures and as a result N 122 and N ]23 bers are unbroken.
Let the new stress developed is }0( . Thenumberof bers
which survive £, and | are obtained using the relation

00 0 0
Nk2=NkZCI2(fk; k)
00

0 0
Ny, = Ny a3 (fxi i)

1z)
13)

The stress on each ber is now equal to (N}i3 +
N, ) ,=0, + N, ). Eq (12) and Eq. (3) are used
again and again untila xed [;pojnt 0Js readqu T I%Oe xed
point condition isgivenby M, +N, ) ©N, +N, )<
where isa snallnumber (0.001). H owever, the critical
behaviour does not depend on the choice of

A fter the xed point is reached, stress ; is calculated
once again asm entioned before and the whole process is
repeated till com plkte failure occurs at .. The above
m entioned approach has the advantage that it does not
require the random averaging of M onte Carlo sinula-
tions.

Fig. 4 shows the fraction of total number of broken

bers as a function of applied stress for the case

x = 0:5. The graph clarly shows the existence of a
critical stress, . = 0:46, which lies between the criti-
calstressof = 2 (042) and = 3 (049) distrbution

. These theoreical values are obtained from the analyt—
ical expression? . = ( e) ™ . The avalanche size S is
de ned as the number ofbroken bersbetween two suc—
cessive loadings. It diverges near the critical point w ith
an exponent = 1=2 as (. ) . Scaling behaviour
of avalanche size S is shown In Fig. 5. This con ms
the mean eld nature of GLS m odels even with m ixed

bers. The m ost attractive feature of the m ixed RFBM
is shown In Fig. (6) which contains the variation of .
with the fraction x of class A  bers. Interestingly,
decreases linearly as x is Increased.
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FIG . 5: Scaling behaviour of avalanche size as the critical

point is reached forthem ixed m odel. A 1so shown isa straight
line (dotted) with slope (-1/2). Here, N= 50000 and x = 0:5.
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FIG . 6: Variation of critical stress
straight line is 0.068. N = 50000

¢ with x. Slope of the

Iv. ONEDIMENSIONAL,ONE SIDED LLS

In num ericalstudies, it isdi cult to generate a strictly
uniform distribution ofthe threshold strength of random

bers. In this work, we have addressed the problem of
random bers with UD of threshold wih LLS scheme
using an exact treatm ent ofone sided load distrbutiontd.
T he com plication arising in the present approach due to
the uniform nature ofthe threshold distrdbution w illalso
be em phasised later.

In one sided LLS, the additional load due to breaking
ofa Dberistransferred only to itsneighbourin a given di-
rection. The bersare placed along the circum ference of
a circle w ith periodic boundary conditions. T he m ethod
isbased on the k-failure conoept. Ifk is chosen appropri-
ately, then m ore than k ad pcent failires is equivalent to
com plete failure of the system . The schem e involved is
asollows: et p; = p@E ) isthe probability of ailire ofa

ber supporting a load 1 Where isthe initial applied
load per Dber). This is sam e as the probability of ailure

ofalltheprevious (i 1) bers.LetR; ( ) representsthe
probability that a system ofN  bersbreak when an ini-
tial forceequaltoN isappliedandQy ( )=1 Py ()
is the probability that the bundle does not break because
of nitial load N . W e have de ned the critical load .
by setting Py ( ) = 05. However, any other choice of
Py ( ¢) does not alter the result. Qy ( ) can be easily
denti ed asthe probability that out ofN  bers, there is
no chain ofadpoent broken bers of length greater than
k.

Qx () can be calculated by using a sinpl ierative
procedure describbed n Fig.7. The gure show sallpossi-

n=1 n=2 n=3 n=4

1

FIG . 7: Possble breaking con gurations of a set wih N=4
elem ents when them aximum allowed crack length is k=2 for
one sided one dim ensional LLS

ble statesofa Dberin a system of4 berswih m axinum
num ber ofallowed ad pcent broken bersequalto 2 (ie.,
k = 2). Thenotation m eans the ©llow ing: the sym bols 1
and 2 m ean that in the corresponding position, the ber
breakswith a stress1 , 2 respectively. 1%2%3° m eans
that the corresponding elem ent does not break under the
stress1l ,2 and 3 respectively. This sin ple notation
can be extended to a system of N bers. Ifa ber site
has a symbolm , the two possbilities for the next ber
are m + 1) and @ + 1)°. Ifthe site hasm °, the two pos—
sbilities are 1 and 1° or the next site asm ° m eans that
the Dber has not broken and hence no additional stress
is given to the next Dber. But ifm = k, then the only
allow ed possibility forthe berat the next site is k+ 17.
This isto ensure that we are looking at only those con g-—
urations in which the com plete breakdown does not take
place. Theaim istowriteQy ( ) ntermsofQy 1 ().
LetB;iMN ),wherei k isthe sum ofprobability contri-
butions of the paths of length N ending in the symboli.
Also,Bp (N ) wih i k+ 1, isthe sum of contrbutions
of all paths ending in symboli’. The Hllow ng relations
can then be ocbtained

K1
Bi1N)=m BoWMN 1)

i=1

14)



BiN)=piBi1 N
K1
BoN)=q

1); 1<i k

Bp® 1)
i=1

BoWN)=agBi1 N 1);
ThusQy can bede ned as

Xk X1
1s)

and hence the critical point can be obtained by dem and-
Ing that Qy ( ) is 05 as the critical point is reached.
B N) can be written In a column m atrix form where
B;(N ) and Bi°(N ) are its (2k+ 1) com ponents. The set
of equations represented by Eg.(14) can then be w ritten
as:

BN)=M BN 1) 16)

M can be identi ed as a square matrix with 2k + 1F
com ponents, all independent ofN .M consists of the fol-
Iow ing elem ents:

rstrow Mp;;= 0; M 10 = P1

M 0.0 = q

second row M o= 0; 10,4
rest of the row s:
Myi= 5 15iP5 Mype=0;

G3>1) Myp,= 51:% Myp,=0

where =1,..k and J.0 = 10;20 vy k+ 1)0 .

Eqg. (16) can now be w ritten as:
BN)=M"YB (1) a7)
where vector B (1) is given by Bi(l) = ji1p1, and

Bop@)= £,1°C

Since the m odel is based on the k-failure concept, the
next question that arises is what an appropriate value
for k should be which xes the m atrix size). This can
be obtained by a sin ple criterion of convergence: if re—
sults do not vary when m atrix size is ncreased from k
to k + 1, then that value of k is su cient for k-failure
concept. This is equivalent to saying that the probabil-
ity ofbreaking when the stressona beris k+ 1) isl
by the de nition of k-failire)and hence there is no fur-
ther change as one ncreasesk (@s the com plete ailure has
already occurred).

T he above described convergence can be clearly seen
if one uses W D of threshold strength’¢. A s m entioned
before, the situation is di erent in the case ofUD . The
m ethod used above allow s the probability of ailure to
go beyond 1 ifUD isused. The probability that a ber
breaks when the stress isx isx , where x should vary

12| 13
ogzN
(0

FIG .8: Thevariation of cwithk forUD isshown nFig8(@).
Fig. 8 () shows the variation of 1= . with log;N .

from 1 to k. It may happen that for some x and , the
m atrix elem ents becom e greater than 1 which is clearly
unphysicalaseach m atrix elem ent correspondsto a prob—
ability. It is observed that the value of . Increasesw ith
k and after attaining an aln ost constant ., it starts
decreasing. This decrease actually corresponds to the
situation when the m atrix elem ents at som e stage of the
calculation is either greater than 1 or less than 0 and
hence not a saturation but a peak is cbtained. Fig. 8 @)
show sthe variation of . with k where a peak iscbserved.
W e have taken k = 8 for our further calculations.

In Fig. 8(), we have shown the variation of 1/ .
wih logpN . Clearly it is a straight line which m atches
w ith ‘f.h.eI reviously obtained analytical and num erical
result£ 41128 The slope of the line is 0.81. The critical
stress vanishes in the therm odynam ic lim i indicating the
absence of a critical behaviour in one sided, one din en—
sionalRFBM .

V. FIBERSON A RANDOM GRAPH

Construct a random graph having N sites such that
each site has exactly 3 neighbours. The algorithm used
isas follow s: Jabelthe sitesby integersfrom 1 toN where
N iseven. Connect site ito i+ 1 forallisuch that site N
is connected to site 1. W e call this connection as direct
connection. Thuswe have a ring ofN sites. Now connect
each site random ly to a unique site other than i+ 1 and
i 1, thus form ing N =2 pairs of sites. T his connection is
called random connection. Each site In such a graph has
a coordination number 3. In this construction, all sites
are on the sam e footing (SeeFig.9). Thetip ofthe bers
areplaced on these N sites and are associated w ith a UD
of threshold strength.

The system is then exposed to a total lbad N such
thateach vertex carrdesa stress )= .If ¢z < @
at any site i, the berbreaksand its stress is equally dis—
tributed to its surviving neighbours. T he above condition
isexam ined for each site and is repeated until there isno
m ore breaking. Increasethe totalload N toN ( +d ).
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FIG. 9: An examplk of a random graph with coordination
num ber 3 and 16 sites
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FIG . 10: The variation of wih for di erent valies of
N .Here, N = 2'3;2';2%%;2'%;217;10°;2 10°. The ower .
corresponds to a higher value ofN .

The new total load is then shared by the rem aining un-
broken bers and once again the breaking condition is
checked at each site. To m ake sure that the total load
is conserved, if a ber encounters a situation in which
one of its neighbours is broken, it gives its stress to the
next nearest surviving neighbour in that direction. T his
rule however is not applicable to the random ly connected

ber ie:, if the random ly connected neighbour of a bro—
ken berisalready broken, the stressthen isgiven only to
itsdirectly connected neighbours. O nce again, the load is
Increased and the process is repeated till com plete break-
down of the system . In the num erical sin ulations, d is
taken to be 0.0001 and the average is taken over 10* to
10° con gurations.

Fig. (10) show s the vardation of , the fraction of un—

broken Dbers, wih stress for di erent values of N .

C learly, there exist a non-zero value of critical stress even
for arge N .

To detemm ine . precisely, we use the standard nite

-
size scaling m ethod@1 w ith the scaling assum ption

(N)=N*£(( N ) as)
where f(x) is the scaling function and the exponent
describes the divergence of the correlation length  near
the criticalpoint, ie., / 7 cJ JIE S/ (. ) ,wWe
obtain the relationa= = .Theplbtsof N?wih for
di erentN crossesthrough a uniqguepoint = =0.173
w ith the exponenta= 05 (SeeFig.11).
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FIG .11: P recise detemm ination of . from the nite size scal-
ing form (18). The . at which the curves Intersect is 0.173

W ith thisvalieof . and a, one can again use the scal-
Ing relation (18) to determ ine the exponent by m aking
the data points to collapse to an alm ost sihgle sn ooth
curve as displayed in Fig. (12). The value of obtained
In thism anner isequalto 1 w hich autom atically gives the
value of the other exponent =0.5. Thism afches w ith
the mean eld exponents derived analticalf?. A ran-
dom graph w ith connectionsasdescribbed above isequiva—
lent to a B ethe lattice w ith cp-ordination numberz = 3
in present case) for large N24. It is observed that in
this m odel, accurate valie of . Fig.1l) and data col-
laps=eFig. 12) obtained by nite size scaling m ethod is
applicable in the lim i of lJarge N . Tt m ay be because of
the resem blance of the underlying structure of the sys—
tem with the Bethe lattice that it hasmean eld expo—
nents. T his should also be com pared to Isihgm odelsw ith
In niterange intergction Which corresponds to GLS in
the present context)?d and w ith short-range interaction
on a Bethe lattice both showing mean eld critical be—
haviour.

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have Introduced a m ixed RFBM wih UD in one
caseand W D in the otherw ithin G LS schem e. T hem ixed
RFBM wih UD hasa fPrbidden region 1 so that
the distribbution of the threshold strength is discontin—
uous though the unifom iy is ensured. The width of
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FIG.12: D ata colapse wih a=05, =1

the forbidden region tunes the critical stress of the sys—
tem and thus exhibits a rich critical behaviour. At the
sam e tin e, restrictions on the param eters of the distri-
bution for which the analytical m ethod holds good are
also clearly pointed out. The burst avalanche distribu-
tion of this type of discontinuous threshold distribution
is expected to be very interesting and that is the sub-

ct of our further research. To study m ixed RFBM w ith

W D, a quasistatic approach is em ployed to determm ne the

critical stress which decreases linearly w ith the fraction

ofclassA  Dbers. Exponents obtained in both the above
cases llundermean eld universality class. The m ost
Interesting feature of the m ixed m odels is the tunability

of the critical stress w ith the system param eters.

T he behaviour of critical stress in a one dim ensional
RFBM w ih one sided LLS and strictly UD is also stud—
ied using an exact m ethod and the com plication arising
due to the uniform nature of distrbution is em phasized.
W e have also looked at the breakdown phenom ena of
RFBM on a random graph wih coordination num ber
3. The critical stress is obtained using the nie size
scaling m ethod. The mean eld nature of transition is
established in the Im N ! 1
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