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Abstract. W e present an extensive experin ental study of m ode-I, steady, slow crack dynam ics in gelatin

gels. Taking advantage of the sensitivity of the elastic sti ness to gel com position and history we con m

and extend the m odel for fracture of physical hydrogels which we proposed in a previous paper (N ature

M aterials, doi10.1038/nm at1666 (2006)), which attributes decohesion to the viscoplastic pullout of the

netw ork-constituting chains. So, we propose that, in contrast w ith chem ically cross-linked ones, reversible

gels fracture w ithout chain scission.

PACS. 6220-M k M echanical properties of solids { 83.80Km Physical gels and m icrogels { 83.60 La

V iscoplasticiy, yield stress

1 Introduction

Hydrogels are a fam ily ofm aterials constituted ofa sparse
random polym er network swollen by a (m ost often aque—
ous) solvent. They can be classi ed into two subgroups.
{ Chem ical gels, such as polyacrylam id ones, in which
the cross1inks (hereafter abbreviated as CL) between the
polym er chainsarem ade of single covalentm olecularbrid—

ges. T heir gelation process is irreversble.

C orrespondence to: tristan@ insp .jussieu fr

{ Physical gels in which cross-linking is due to hydro—
gen or ionic bonds, m uch weaker than covalent ones. In
m ost of them the network is constituted of biopolym ers
], eg. proteins (gelatin) or polysaccharides (agar, algi-
nates) .D ue to stabilizing steric interactions, theseCL m ay
nvolve m any m onom eric unis (residues), extending over
lengths of severalnanom eters. Such is the case for gelatin
gels. Gelatin resuls from the denaturation of collagen,
w hose native triple helix structure is locally reconstituted

In the CL segm ents, interconnected in the gelby exi-
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ble segm ents of single protein chains. Due to the weak
strength of their CL bonds, physical gels are them ore—
versble.Forexam pl, gelatin netw orks "m elt" close above
room tem perature. T hisbehavior leads to the well studied
slow ageing (strengthening) of their elastic m odulus [1],

and to their noticeable creep under m oderate stresses [1].

B iopolym er based physical gels have been attracting
Increasing interest m otivated by their w ide use In the food
Industry ] and to prom ising biom edical developm ents in

elds such as drug delivery and tissue engineeringfl].A 1l
these In plem entations call for the control of their m e—
chanical properties { nam ely elastic sti ness and fracture
toughness, independent tuning of which would be highly

desirable.

W hilk elastic responses of gels have been extensively
studied, both in the an all ] ] and large deform ation
regin es [1] ], fracture studies have been up to now es-
sentially concemed w ith crack nucleation [[] and ulin ate
strength m easurem ents ] []. However, trying to elici-
date the nature ofthe dissipative processes at play in frac—
ture, which are responsble forthe rate dependence oftheir
strength, naturally leads to investigating the propagation
of cracks Independently from their nucleation. Tanaka et
al [l] have perform ed such a study on chem ical polyacry—
Jam id/w ater gels. By changing the concentration of cross—
Iinking agentat xed polym er content, they found that, in
this m aterial, sti ness and toughness are negatively cor-

related : as is the case for rubbers, the sti er the gel is,

the am aller is fracture energy. M ore recently, M ooney

et al ] have been ablk to com pare the fracture be-
havior of chem ically and physically cross-linked alginate
gels.T hey showed that the sti ness/toughness correlation,
while agreeing w ith Tanaka’s result for covalent CL, is in—

verted for ionic ones. In this latter case "the sti er the

tougher".

W e report here the results of an extensive study of
steady, strongly subsonic, m ode-I (opening) crack propa—
gation In gelatin gels. This choice was m ade for several
reasons. F irst, due to their m assive industrial use, their
elasticpropertiesand m olecular structureshave been thor-
oughly studied.O n the otherhand, they can be easily cast
Into the lJarge hom ogeneous sam ples required for fracture
experin ents.M orevover, solvent viscosity can be tuned by
using glycerol/w aterm ixtures.

W e have studied the dependence of the fracture en-
ergy G on the crack velocity V for gels di ering by their
gelatin concentration c, glycerol content , and them al
history, each ofwhich isknown to a ect their elastic prop—
erties. E xperin entalm ethods are described in Section 2.
W e present In Section 3.the behaviorofG (V) for3di er-

ent serdes of sam ples :

A | Comm on ¢ and history, variable  (hence solvent
viscosity ).
B | Fixedcand ,di erent histories.
C | Common and history, variabl c.

W e discuss and interpret these results in Section 4.
A s already reported In 1], the analysis of solvent e ects

(serdes A) leads us to propose that, In contradistinction
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w ith chem icalhydrogels, physical ones do not fracture by
chain scission, but by viscous pultout of whole gelatin
chains from the network via plastic yielding of the CL.
T his interpretation properly accounts for the quasilinear
dependence of G on V aswellas for the orders ofm ag—
nitude of its slope = dG=d( V) and of its quasistatic
Iim it Gp. W e then tum toward the varations of wih
the am all strain shearm odulus .W e nd that our frac-
ture scenario, when com bined w ith the m odelproposed by

Joly-D uham elet al []] for gelatin netw ork structure and

elasticity, is com patble w ih the results from seriesB .One

step further, the analysisofthee ect ofgelatin concentra—
tion variations (seriesC ) leadsusto invoke a concentation—

dependent e ective viscosity a ecting the viscous drag on

chains pulled out of the gelm atrix.

2 Experim entalm ethods

2.1 Sam pk preparation

T he gels are prepared by dissolving gelatin pow der (type
A from porcine skin, 300 B loom , Sigm a) in m ixtures con-—
talning a weight fraction  of glycerol in delonized wa—
ter, under continuous stirring for 30 min at 90 C. This
tem perature, higher than commonly used ones ( 50 —
60 C) hasbeen chosen, ollow ing Ferry 1], so as to ob—
tain hom ogeneous pregel solutions even at the highest

60 % ). A control experim ent carried out wih a (pure
water)/gelatin sam ple prepared at 60 C resulted in dif-
ferencesoflow strainm oduliand values of, respectively,

1% and 7% , com patblew ith scattersbetween 90 C sam —

ples. So, we conclided that our preparation m ethod does
not, asm ight have been feared, induce signi cant gelatin
hydrolysis.

T he pregel solution is poured nto a m ould consisting
ofa rectangularm etal fram e and tw o plates covered w ith
M ylar Ins.On the longest sides of the fram e, the curly
part of an adhesive Velcro tape in proves the gel plate
grip. Unless otherw ise speci ed (see Section 32, series B
resuls), the them alhistory is xed as follow s.Them ould
issetat2 05C forl5h,then clam ped to them echanical
testing set-up and keft at room tem perature (19 1 C) for
1 h. This waiing tin e ensures that varations of elastic
m oduli over the duration of the subsequent run can be
safely neglected [1]. T he rem ovable pieces ofthem ould are
then taken o , leavingthe 300 30 10mri gelplate xed
to tsgrips.TheM ylar In sare left In position to prevent
solvent evaporation. They are peeled o

Jjust before the

experim ent.

2 2 Gelcharacterization

For each fracture experin ent we prepare sin ultaneously
two nom nally identical sam ples, one of which is used
to determm ine the elastic characteristics. For this purpose,
w ith the help of the m echanical set up described below ,
wem easure the the forceelongation response F () ofthe
plate (see Fig.M), up to stretching ratios = 1.5, at the
loading rate —= 17102 sec?t.

From these data, we extract an e ective an all strain
shear m odulus

. In hydrogels, while shear stresses are

sustained by the netw ork, pressure is essentially bome by
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Fig. 1. Nom inal stress

F=(eLo) versus stretching ratio

forac= 10wty , = 0Owt® sampl plate.The dashed line is
the extrapolation of the am all strain linear response. Its slope
is four tin es the e ective shear m odulus = 11 kPa (see

text).

the solvent. H ence, since shearm oduliare typically in the
1 -10 kPa range, the gels can be considered incom press—
ble P oisson ratio

= 1/2), as Jong asno solvent draining

occurs 1], So, the sound velocity relevant to de ne the

subsonic regin e is the transverse one ¢ = = , with
the gelm ass density. For our system s, typically 1
m sec ! . Neglkcting nite size e ects, we assum e plane
stress uniform deform ation for our plates of undeform ed
length Ly = 300 mm , width hy = 30 mm , thickness e
= 10 mm . In the linear regin ¢, this assum ption leads us
tode nea (necessarily som ew hat overestim ated) e ective
1

m odulus as = =

a4
4 d

=O,wjizh = F=(gLgy) the nom —

nalstress, = h=hg the stretching ratio, h the stretched
width.
O ne step further, and under the conservative assum p—

tion that sm all strain elasticity is basically ofentropic ori-

gin, we extract a length scale characteristic of the net—

work as = (e T= )" °,which lies in the 10 nm range.
T his order ofm agniude agreesw ith the one which can be
evaliated from m easurem ents of the collective di usion
coe clent D .o which characterizes the solvent/netw ork
relative m otion ] L.

10 m?/sec,

For gelatin/water sam ples ], D con

so that a typicaltin e scale Prdraining over lan ison
the order of 10’ sec, which m eans that m acroscopic stress—
Induced draining is totally negligble here.

As can be seen on Figurell, beyond values on the
order of 1.1, the force response m arkedly departs from its
an all strain Inear behavior. In order to calculate them e—
chanical energy released per uni area of crack extension,
conventionally term ed energy release "rate" G, we need to
com pute the elastic energy F ( ) stored in the stretched

plate. For this purpose we integrate num erically the m ea—

sured response curve.

2 3 Fracture experm ents

The m echanical set-up is sketched on Figure ll. O ne of
the grips holding the gel plate is clam ped to the rigid
external fram e. T he other one is attached to one end ofa
double cantilever soring ofsti nessK = 43:1 18Nm !.
T he other end of the spring can be displaced by a linear
translation stage, wih a 0:1 m resolution.The de ection
of the sporing is m easured by four strain gauges glued to
the spring leaves, w ith a resolution of5:10 2 m .

In m ost runs, the sam ple sti ness ism uch sn aller than

the spring one, and fracture occurs in the socalled xed
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crack linear stage

g

(| —gauges

grip |}

curly tapes

Fig. 2. Schem atic representation of the m echanical setup,
drawn around a genuine photograph of a gel plate (c = 10

wty, = 0wt%), stretched to = 1:5.Note that the crack
propagates straight along the m id-plane. T he light blue hue of
the gel (color on line) resuls from R ayleigh scattering by sm all

scale gelnetwork random ness.

gripscon guration.The stretching ratio  is com puted in
all cases by subtracting the spring de ection am plitude

from the stage displacem ent.

Before stretching, a knife cut of length 20 mm ism ade
at m id-w idth at the upper free gel edge. In a st set
of experim ents the grips are pulled apart for 1 sec up to
the desired am ount h. The resulting crack advance is
monitored by a camera with a 631 491 pi¥ CCD de-
vice operating at a typicalrate of 15 sec ! . The crack tip
position ismeasured with 05 mm resolution. The crack

velocity V is obtained from a sliding linear regression over

5 successive position data.

Away from the sample edges, n this con guration,
cracks run at constant velocity . As expected, the free
edges a ect crack propagation up to a distance com para—
blew ith the plate w idth . Further data processing hasbeen
system atically restricted to the central region, extending
over 200 mm . In this region, we can lgitim ately com —
pute the energy release rate as ] G = F =(gLg).

Such experin ents result in one run producing one sin—
gk G V data point, hence are very tim e consum ing. So,
In a second set of experim ents, the stretching ratio was
increased at the constant rate —= 1.7 10 2 sec ! .This
results in a slow Iy accelerating crack. W e have validated
the corresponding G (V) data by com parison w ith steady
state ones on an overlapping velocity range (see Fig. ).

T he crack dynam ics in this Jatter type of experim ents can

therefore be tem ed "quasistationary”.

3 Expermm ental results

3.1 Solvent e ects

W e sum m arize here the resuls, already reported in refer—
ence ], corresponding to serdes A , nam ely gels prepared
as described above, w th gelatin concentration c= 5wt% ,
glycerol content ranging from 0 to 60 wt% , ie. solvent

viscosity s from 1 to 11 tim es that of pure water.

! This is true ©r not too sm all velocities, where buk creep

during a run isnegligble.For slow cracks, w ith velocities below
afew hundred m sec ), creep resuls in a m easurable velocity

drift. W e only retain data out of this range.
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A sshown on Figurell, orallsam plesG increasesquasi-
Iinearly with V in the explored range and, w ithin experi-
m ental accuracy, the various curves extrapolate to a com —
mon, -ihdependent valie GV ! 0) = Gy which yields
an evaluated quasistatic toughness. T his cannot be ac—
cessed directly. Indeed, the above m entioned im portance
of creep In our gels leads to the wellkknown problem sm et
when trying to de ne static threshold in weak solids (such
as colloidal gels, pastes,...).For this series, we nd G ’
25Jm 2, a valie about 20 tin es am aller than a gelair

surface energy.

100
80 ,
€ 60
3
&)
40 ,
O
20 ]
go 0
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Fig. 3. Fracture energy relkase rate for gels with the same
gelatin concentration (¢ = 5 wt% ) and various glycerol con-—
0wty (circles), 20 wt%

tents (serdes A): = (triangles), 30

wt% (squares), 60 wt% (diam onds).F illed sym bols correspond
to stationary cracks, open symbols to cracks accelerated in
resgponse to a steady increase of .Gy = 235 05 Jm ? is
the comm on linearly extrapolated toughness. From ref. [1].

(reprinted from N ature M aterdals).

M oreover, the slope dG=dV strongly Increaseswih ,

which suggests that sV m ight be the relevant variable.
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Fig. 4. Same data as Fig. ll replotted versus .V, wih
the viscosity of the glycerol/water solvent. From ref. [].

(reprinted from N ature M aterdals).

Thdeed, the corresponding plot Fig. M) captures m ost of

this variation.W e therefore w rite

G= Go+ sV @)

Thedm ensionlssslope  is found to be a huge num ber, of
order 10° . In Section 4 below , we w ill relate the variations
of with those ofthe elasticm odulus  .Figurell shows

that, within serdesA, increasesw ith

25
6 L
ye
2lg s g
2
s
¢ 15| -
= 3
é 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
=1L ¢ (wt%) .
0.5 -
o L L L L L
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
u* (kPa)
Fig.5.Rate sensitivity = dG=d( sV ) vs. for the sam ples

of series A . The line isthe best power law t 12 Msert

show s that Increasing the glycerol content sti ens the gel
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T he quastscaling ofG with sV pointstoward the crit-
icalrole of polym ersolvent relative m otion in the fracture
process. In order to shed further light on this point, we
have also perform ed, w ith the sam e gels, experim ents in
which a anall drop of solvent is introduced into the al-
ready m oving crack opening. For such wetted cracks, as
shown on Figurell, G V) is sinply shifted downward by
a constant am ount Go, is slope ram aining una ected.
Theenergy cost Gy 2 Jm 2, a substantial fraction of
Go . It clearly signalsthat, In the non-wetted tip case, frac—
ture nvolves exposing gelatin chainsto air. Such localsol-
vent draining into the gelbulk is lkely to result from the
In possibility for our not very thin incom pressible plates
to accom m odate the high strain gradients which develop

close to the tip without being the seat of high negative

uid pressures.

In a static situation, the solvent w ould get sucked from
the buk into the tip region, kading to gradual sm earing
out ofthe uid pressure gradient.H owever, in the steadily
m oving case, the space range of this collective di usion
process is 1im ited to

Deon=V ] 1]. For tip veloci-

ties above 1 mm sec!, this length is sm aller than the
mesh size , and theprocessisine cient.Form uch slower
cracks, i would lead to a long transient towards a lower
apparent Gy . T rying to disentangle this from creep e ects,
w hich also becom e relevant for slow cracks, w illdem and a
detailed characterization of creep which isout ofthe scope

of this paper.

25

'O >—0—<’
20 - S
-~ .
15 | . ) 4
O —

0 5 10 15 20
V (mm/s)

G (J/m?)

Fig. 6.G (V) curves for a 5 wt% gelatin gel in pure water :
\dry" cracks opening in am bient air (upper data) and \wet"
cracks wih a drop of pure water soaking the tip. At G too
low for dry cracks to propagate, wet ones can still run. Linear

tsare shown.The wet data appearm erely translated tow ards
Jow er energies. T he extrapolated fracture energy forwet tips is
0:15Jm ? .From ref. .

Gyt = 0% 1. (reprinted from N ature

M aterials).

3.2 H istory—controlled sti ness e ects

The resuls for series A above suggest a positive correla—
tion between the slope and the sn allstrain m odulus
In a second set of experin ents, we have tuned at two
di erent gel com positions, namely = 0,c= 10 and 15
wt% . Thiswas realized by taking advantage of the rather
strong dependence of on the tem perature m aintained
during gelation, as well as on the duration of the gelation
phase iself 1] ] @Wways chosen large enough for

variations to rem ain negligble during the run). This en—
abled us to Induce values di ering by at m ost a factor
of 2. The data are shown on Figurel. It is seen that, for
each cvalue, again, the sti er the gel, the tougher. N ote,
is not a function of

how ever, that only, but also of
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com position —a point which will be discussed In detail in

Section 4.
15 T
o *
u‘;\ 10 + §
o /
x .
=
e}
5L
o) o
,/ o
0 . . . .
0 5 10 15 20 25
u* (kPa)
Fig.7. wvs. for gels from seriesB ( = 0, various them al

histories). c= 15 wt% (fulldots); c= 10 wt% (open circles).

T he curves are guide for the eye.

3.3 Gelatn concentration e ects

W e have investigated this last point directly by working
w ith a third set of sam ples (seriesC ) w ith the com m on his—
tory described In section 2, the sam e solvent (pure w ater)
and di erent values of c. As already am ply docum ented
t yields

W1 ], increaseswith c Figll).A powerlaw

@¢%4 02 Thisexponent, som ew hat low erthan usual

values (. 2), iscloseto thatm easured by Botetalll].F ig—

urel also showsthe ( )data.Oncemore,d =d > 0.

15

25 3
20 /
é“’\m /
10 = ° 4
& 5 /
5 A /
v 0 2 4 6 8 1012 14 16
= c (Wt%) g
5L
L ]
L
0 \ \ \ \
0 5 10 15 20 25
u* (kPa)
Fig.8. wvs. for gels from seriesC ( = 0, various gelatin

concentrations). Insert show s vs. c. The full lines are the

power law ts (see text).

4 D iscussion and interpretation

4.1 A viscoplastic m odelof geltin fracture

At st ghnee, as far as fracture is concermed, our gels
share two salient features w ith another class of soft elastic
m aterials, nam ely rubbers ] [11]. In both cases :

(1) the toughness Gy is at least one order ofm agniude
largerthan the energy ofthe surfaces created by the crack
advance.

(2) G Increases rapidly w ith V. 1n the strongly subsonic
regin e.

Hence a rst question : are the physical m echanisn s
now well established to be responsible for these two fea—
tures In the case of rubbers also at work for our physical
gels?

T he basic theory of rubber toughness was form ulated
by Lake and Thom as [[]]. Fracture occurs via chain scis—-

sion : the polym er segm ents, of arealdensity , crossing

the fracture plane are stretched taut until they store an
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elastic energy per m onom er on the order of the covalent
m onom er-m onom erbond one, U ain a few eV .At this
stage, each of them sustains a force fonain Uchain=2a,
wih a a m onom er size. A bond-breaking event thus cor-
resoonds to dissipating all of the elastic energy that was
stored in the whole segm ent (n m onom ers) pining two

rub)

cross-links, NUghain - SO, GO( NUshain

, an expres—
sion which explainsthe order ofm agnitude 0o£Gy aswellas
its decrease when sti ness increases (the sti er a rubber
is, the less tough).

T he V -dependent fracture energy of rubbers is of the

form I

(rub)

G W) =6, L+ (V)] @)

where ar is a tem perature dependent W LF -lke factor.
T his velocity dependence has been shown to result from
bulk viscoelastic dissipation 1] [1]. Due to the stress
gradients ahead ofthe m oving crack, w hich extend farbe-
yond the "active tip zone" where decohesion takes place,

the m aterial deform s at a strain rate which sweeps is

whole relaxation spectrum , hence the W LF scaling fac—

rub

tor. That GO( " factors out in expression W) results from
two facts ] : () linear elasticity preserves the univer—
salr ™2 stress concentration eld (il) the so-called am all

scale yielding assum ption holds, nam ely the size ofthe ac-
tive zone isnegligble as com pared w ith that ofthe viscous

dissipating one.

W e willnow argue that none of these m echanism s is

relevant in our case.

O n the one hand, we claim that, in physicalgels, frac—
ture cannot process via chain scission. Indeed, the force
fehain de ned above is m ore than one order of m agni-
tude larger than that, £ Uc1=a, which can be sus-
tained by the H -bond stabilized cross-links. C learly, when
the stored elastic energy reaches Uc 1, PEr m onom er,
CL bonds yild, by either unzipping 1] 1] or frictional
sliding []. T his leads us to postulate that, in the highly
stressed active tip zone, the chains which cross the crack
plane creep until they are fully pulled out of the gelm a—

trix. The threshold stress at the onset of CL yielding is

=f ,wih thearesaldensity ofcrossing chains.As
a rough estin ate ©r this density we take 1= 2,with
1=3
kg T
= = &)

the abovede ned estin ate ofthem esh size ofthe polym er

network.Then,with a 03nm , U g, 0dev, 10nm ,

we obtain 500kPa.

N ote that, contrary to standard conditions m et w ith

hard m aterials, here 1 ( 1¢),which m akesthe

issue of elastic blunting raised by Huiet al []] certainly
relevant to gel fracture.

W hen solvent can be pum ped from a wetting drop (see
Section 3.1), the plastic zone defom s under this constant
stress until the opening . at the tip reaches the length
of the chain - ie. its full contour length 1, since at this
stress level it is pulled taut. This is precisely the well-
know Dugdalem odelof fracture 1], which yields, forthe

quasitstatic fracture energy of wet cracks :

Ggt= 1
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From seriesA resuts,weestinateGj®® 06 0:15Jm?.
T his, togetherw ith expression W), ecnablkesusto get an es—
tim ated chain contourlength 1 12 m .W ih an average
massM s = 80 g/m ol for each of the l=a residues, this
m eans a reasonable 300 kg order of m agniude estin ate
for the gelatin m olar weight.

In thispicture, we nterpret the shit Go= Gy & °*
as an energy cost associated w ith chain extraction out of
the solvent. T his yields for the solvation energy per chain

Go 2 1000ev,ie. 10KT per residue.

Let us now tum to the V -dependence of G. The tip
wetting experin ents (see Figurell) directly show that G
and the slope are independent :wetting shifts Gy while
leaving una ected.W e consider that this em pirical ar-
gum ent by itself rules out bulk viscoelasticity as the con—
trolling m echanian . T his appears all the m ore reasonable
that rheological studies [1l] 1] show that viscous dissi-
pation in hydrogels (loss angles typically . 0:1) ismuch
am aller than that in rubbers.

W e are therefore led to extend our fracture m odel to

nite velocities. A
velocity —= V ,where is a geom etrical factor charac—
teristic of the shape ofthe D ugdal zone. P ulltout in plies
m otion ofthe netw ork relative to the solvent, hence a vis—

cous contribution to the viscoplastic tip stress :

=+ vis(V) ©)

tip
Solvent/netw ork relative m otion is di usive | l], which
In pliesthat uidpressuregradientsobey aD arcy law w ith
an e ective porosity

sD con= ,which can be expected

on din ensional grounds to scale as 2. Baum berger et al

niteV meansa nie averagepullout
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] have shown that, for gelatin gels such asused In this

work, =2’ 6:10°2.W e thusestinate ;s as resulting

from the build up ofthe D arcy pressure over a length 1,

ie.
vis 1 pb arcy = (6)
and
G (V) G+ 1 s
2
=G+t — sV (1)
w hich exhibits the observed linear variation wih ¢V and
predicts that the slope
12
= — @)

W e pund (Section 3.1) that isoforder 10°.W ih 1

as evaluated above and

L)

10 nm , we get from expression
210 ,which suggeststhat should be of order

1 at least. In the D ugdale m odel, one gets :

[e}

- dact

)

For hard solids, is the plastic yield stress vy, al-

ways .W e pointed out that, for physical gels, on the
contrary, = 1. The Dugdak analysis can certainly
not be directly used here, due to the very large defor-
m ation levels Involved, hence to problem s such as elas—
ticblunting, strain-hardening and strain induced helix-coil
transitions []]. W e were able, w ith the help of a hetero—
wetting experin ent (pure water wetting a crack tip n a
glycerolled gel) reported in 1], to obtain a direct evalu—
ation of the size of the active zone. It yielded dct 100

nm , from which we expect that = Il=djct 10.
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W e should point out that our m odel for tip dissipa-
tion Eqg. W) is om ally identical to that put forward
by Raphael and de G ennes |]] In the context of rubber-
rubber adhesion w ith connectorm olecules. But in the gel
case, where viscous dissipation is controlled by solent-—
netw ork friction, the very large com pliances involved cast
doubt on the legitin iy ofm athem atical treatm entsbased
upon am all opening and linear elasticity approxin ations

] I]. However, the possbility of accessing dyet, and
thus the fracture param eter experim entally, together
w ith the absence of substantialbulk viscoelastic dissipa—

tion enable us to conclude that our fracture m odel is con—

sistent w ith experin ents as faras :

{ i accounts for the linear dependence 0fG on V.

{ i yields reasonable ordersofm agniude forthe quasi-

static toughness and the slope

4 2 Relhtionship between fracture and elstic

properties

For further con m ation we now need to test the predic-
tions of the m odel against the m easured variations of

w ith sm all strain elastic m odulus

Let us st consider the results of series B, nvolving
gels w ith the sam e com position but various them al his—
tories. A ccording to equation M) we predict that, oreach

1,ie.as:

such set of samples, should scak as

10)

11

As seen on Figure ll, the agreem ent w ith experin ental
data is quite satisfactory, bringing good support to the

m odel.

10 +

I'(x107%)

Fig.9.Data from Fig.ll replotted versus ( )*~° (eq. H).
N ote, however, that the two data sets pertaining to
the two di erent gelatin concentrations do not collapse
onto a single m aster curve (here a straight line). T hat is,
the fracture "rate sensitivity”  does not depend on one
single structural param eter. T his rem ark m ust be consid-
ered In the light ofthe nding by Joly-D uham elet allf]
(hereafter abbreviated as JHAD ) that, for gels of vari-
ous gelatin concentrations, glycerol contents and them al
histories, there is a oneto-one corregpoondence between
the storage m odulus and the so-called helix concentra—
tion Gye1. This latter structural param eter, directly ob-—
tained from optical activity m easurem ents, is interpreted
asproportionalto the length of triple-helix cross-linksper
uni volum e of gel. O ne m ight then be tem pted to think
that the modulus ocontains essentially all the m ecano—

structural inform ation about the gel. T hat such isnot the

case is shown by two observations :
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(i) JHAD also show that the Jossm odulus ® does not
depend on ¢,e1 only, but also on eg. the gelatin concenta—
tion c.

(i1) A non universalbehaviorwas also found by Bot et

al ] for the non-linear part of the stress response in com —

pression and in shear—a result con m ed by ourown data.

W e therefore now tum to the results of serdies C , which
nvolve gels with the sam e history and glycerol content
( =

0) and four di erent values of c. A s can be seen on

Figurclll, =( )*° de nitely increaseswih ,ie.with
gelatin concentration. It was shown in JHAD that, in the
range of m oduli explored here ( > 2 kPa), gel elastic-
ity iswell descrbed as that ofa freely-hinged netw ork of
triple helix rods w ith average distance d (s T= )3,

ie. scaling as the mesh length scale . This laves the

! 273 scaling una ected. W e are thus ld to at-
trbuting the residual variation of to a concentration
dependence of the viscosity appearing in the poroelastic
Darcy law . W e propose that this should involve, not the
bare solvent viscosity, but an e ective one
©

et (@O = 5 11)

Including possible contrbutions from dangling ends,
loops attached to the network or free chains, Invoked In
JHAD and in Tanaka’sstudy [l] ofthe fracture ofchem ical
gels.In view ofthediscussion (see Section 4.1) ofthe order
ofm agnitude of

, Clearly, (c) shouldbeO (1).

A tentative power law t EFigurdill) yieds ¢f (©

( )07° 993 which, combined with the (c) variations

T .Baum berger et al.: Fracture of a biopolym er gel as a viscoplastic disentanglem ent process

25

)2=3

Fig.10.Data from Fig.ll replotted as =( vs. .The

line is the best power law t (exponent 0:75).

(see section 33), results n ¢ (©)= ¢

2?2 . The study
of creep viscosity In gelatin by H iggs and R ossM urphy 1]
oconcluded to a ¢t variation . H ow ever, theirw ork w as con—
cemed w ith stress levels ( = from 2:0 ? to0 2:10 ') con-
siderably am aller than those relevant to the active crack

tip zone 2. So, though encouraging, this com parison is of

m erely indicative value.

Finally, let us com e back to the resuls from series A
(sam e history and gelatin content, various glycerol con—
tents

).A power law t of the data shown on Figurdll

vields ( )2 .Here again, we must conclude that an

Increase In  gives rise to an increase, not only of the gel

sti ness, but also ofthe e ective viscosity «rr . Follow ng

2 The viscosities m easured in

] are of order 10° Pa sec.
This order of m agniude, huge as com pared wih what we
expect here for <ff, must clearly be assigned to the stress
range w hich they investigate. Indeed, farbelow the yield stress
Jevel ( ), them ally activated CL creep is necessarily

extrem ely slow .
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JHAD, an Increased sti ness m eans an ncrease of ge1,
w hich signalsa change of solvent quality. In the unstressed
gel, thism ost probably in uences the CL average length
aswell as the helix fraction. Since changing the F lory in—
teraction param eter shifts helix-coil transitions, it is likely
to also a ect the structural changes shown by Courty et
al []] to resut in large variations of optical activity in
the large strain regin e. W e expect the value of ¢r to be

sensitive to these structuralm odi cations.

In conclusion, we contend here that fracture of chem —
ical and physical gels is controlled by di erent m echa—
nisn s :

{ stretched chain scission (chem icalgels).

{ viscoplastic cross-link yield leading to chain pullout

(chysicalgels).

O foourse, the m odel form ulated here should be tested
m ore com pltely by studying crack tip dynam ics in other
physical hydrogels involring CL w ith di erent structures,
such as ionically cross-linked alginates. M ore work will
also be needed along two directions : (@) characterization
ofcreep dynam ics at Jarger stress levels than those used in
reference [1], and of its dependence on solvent viscosity;
(o) m ore detailed study of slow crack m otion, aim ed at
Im proving the reliability of Gp-determ inations as well as

at testing possble e ects ofbulk poroelasticity.

W earegratelulto C Y . Huifor an enlightening discussion.W e
thank L. Legrand forhis contribution to the analysis of the gel

light-scattering properties.
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