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N ew m odel for surface fracture induced by dynam ical stress
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W e Introduce a m odelw here an isotropic, dynam ically—im posed stress induces fracture n athin In .
U sing m olecular dynam ics sin ulations, we study how the integrated fragm ent distribution fiinction
depends on the rate of change and m agnitude of the Imn posed stress, as well as on tem perature.
A mean- eld argum ent show s that the system becom es unstabl for a critical value of the stress.
W e nd a strkking invariance of the distribbution of fragm ents for xed ratio of tem perature and
rate of change of the stress; the intervalover which this invariance holds is detem ined by the force

uctuations at the critical value of the stress.

PACS numbers: 46 30N z, 6220M k

By experiencem ost | ifnot a]l| m aterialsw ill sooner
or later develop cracks. Yet, a profound understanding
is largely m issing of phenom ena such ashow cracks initi-
ate, the form ation ofnetw orks of cracks and the resulting
distrbbution of fragm ents, the dynam ics of crack propa—
gation, and the collective behavior of m any interacting
cracks. In this Letter we propose a new m odel that ad-
dresses, at least in part, som e of these questions. In the
m odel, an isotropic, dynam ically—im posed stress, caused
by m aterial properties changing in tin e, lnduces frac—
ture In a surface m aterdial. The problem is solved using
m oleculardynam ics sin ulations for a set of beads inter-
acting w ith one another via a continuous potential. This
m odel should be relevant to m any phenom ena that are
known to lead to m acroscopic fracture, such as desicca—
tion rg.'{:éf] or expansion ES,:@'], changes in chem ical com po—
sition ﬁ:}.-], changes In tem perature Ej’], or change ofphase
of the surface layer.

O n thebasisofam ean— eld argum ent, we dem onstrate
that the system becom es unstable for a critical value of
the stress. We nd a strking invariance of the distri-
bution of fragm ents for a xed ratio of tem perature and
rate of change of the stress; the Interval over which this
Invariance holds is determ ined by the force uctuations
at the critical value of the stress.

M odel| W e representthethin In on a coarsegrained
scale by beads that m utually interact via a continuous
potentialw hich we take to be ofthe Lennard-Jones fom ,
4 [( =r}?* ( =rfl,wherer= 7Fjisthedistancebetween
tw o particles. An isotropic stress is In posed by having

change In time (t), r¢ ecting a change In the range
of the interactions on the surface iﬁ]. For sim plicity we
Iim it ourselves to the case where the m aterdal is nitially
unstressed and (t) decreases m onotonically w ih tim e.
T his corresponds to a surface where the induced stress
m akes the m aterial rupture in a state of tension.

The dynam ics of the beads obeys Newton’s second
equation, ie., the system is sinulated usihg m olecular

dynam ics M D). W e assum e the surface layer to be in
contact w ith a heat bath at tem perature T ; this is done
by periodically rescaling the velocities to a xed kinetic
energy I_l(_]‘] The units are chosen so that the mass
m = 1. In its initial (stress—free) state, the surface
layer consists of a triangular lattice w ith lattice constant
ag = 2% or where ¢ = (). Periodic boundary con—
ditions are used to elin inate surface e ects. The conse—
quence ofdecreasing (t) isto put allbeadsunder tensile
stress, ie., each bead feels attracted by itsneighbors. W e
assum e (t) to decrease linearly In tin e until it attains a

nalvalie ¢ attime tr, whereafter it rem ains constant.
An e ective strain param eter of the overlayer is de ned
by s(t) [o (t)F 0. The rate of change (\gpeed")
of isdenoted v Q@ (=@t.

W e are interested In the fracture pattem at t = 1
which is obtained in practice by choosing a large enough
ts, whose value depends on s(t¢), v, and T ; the latter
three param eters determ ine com pletely the fracture pat—
tem . In orderto calculate the probability P (f) forhaving
a fragm ent of size £, we discretize the system into cells
of size (). A fragm ent is then de ned as a cluster of
beads that are nearest or nextnearest neighbors to one
another.

As changesw ih tim e, each bead w ill evolve from a
position of global energy m nimum to a localm inim um
state. The localm ninum energy state is stable, how -
ever, or (t) close to ¢, since the system would need
Instant cooperative m otion of all the beads In order to
rearrange into the globalm inin um -energy state whose
lattice param eter isa = 2% (t) . Due to the m any body
nature of the system , each bead w ill see an energy land-—
scape that changes as the positions of neighboring beads
change, and as changes In tin e. T he cooperative m o—
tion of the beads create dynam ical and spatial barriers
betw een, on the one hand, Jocalm etastablem inIn um en-—
ergy states, and, on the other hand, the globalm inin um
energy state.
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For increasing values of , the initial con guration
eventually becom e unstable. Neglcting uctuations in
the positions of the beads, each w ill experience a m ean

eld potential from its nearest neighbors given by:
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W e are Interested In the behavior ofV (r;
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r=a+ wih anall Expanding the above to fourth
orderin ,we nd:
V(i )=12 €)°£2[(—)° 1]+ [566)°  42]¢)°
a a a a
+ B2760(—)®  3024]1¢)* + 0 ((—)%)q:
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Thus, for amall, the potential seen by a bead changes

from a ham onic sihglewellto a double-wellpotentialas
decreases. This happens when v’ (; )Jj=o changes
sign, that is or . = (7=26)'"%a, = (7=13)!"° ,
090 . In general, the existence ofa cr:ii:jca%O < oran ar-
birary nteraction V (r; ) isequivalenttoV (r; )i-, =
0 having a solution. As (t) approaches . from below,
one large uctuation eventually takes place bringing one
of the beads close to it’s new localm ininum energy po-—
sition. A cascade of sin ilar events then spreads out from
beads adpcent to that which rst broke the con gura—
tional symm etry. T he extent of the propagation of this
cascade of events, and the subsequent fracturing of the
system , depends, aswe will see, on s(¢), T, and v, as
wellason the uctuationsof forceswhen = ..
Resuls | Figs. lac show snapshots of one system
for di erent values of stress but xed tem perature and
stress speed. F ig. la corresponds to a stress  (t) slightly
larger than .. The very st crackshave appeared and
shortly after the system ocom pletely disintegrates into
m any pieces, characterized by a m acroscopic Young’s
m odulus that goes to 0 EE{,:_I]_:] This has happened in
Fig.1lb. In Fig. 1lc, we have the nalstate of the system
when the stress no longer varies in tine. The e ect of
varying the speed v can be seen in F igs. 1d and le: here,
the initial conditions are the sam e as in F igs. la—c, but v
is 8 tin es am aller. The stress n Fig. 1d is the same as
In Fig. 1b; clearly, a sm aller rate of change of the stress
gives the system longer tin e to respond so that the posi-
tions of the beads are correlated over a longer distances
and the cracks are straighter. A s a resul, the fragm ents
In the naloon guration, Fig. le, are lJarger than they
are under a rapidly-varying stress (com pare F ig. 1c).
IfT = 0 the absence of them al uctuations would
mean that the system remains in is initial state and
never breaks, despite the fact that the energy di erence
between initial and stressed states increases as (t) de—
creases. ForT 6 0O I_l-z_i] and v ! 1 , on the other hand,
the rupture of the system is com pletely dom nated by
uctuations, In which case the probability density P (£)

for having a fragm ent of given size £ is given by a bino—
m faldistrbution P (£) = K (;¢) ()" €)° ©, shoe each of
the 6 neighbors ofa given bead has probability % of form —
Ing a clusterw ith that bead. For nie (T;v), nally, the
fracturing is determm ined by the coherent m otion ofthe N
beads. In Fig. 2a-b we show the cum ulative probability
distrbbution P, (f) fora given T and di erent v; aswe
have seen above, the an aller the value ofv, the largerthe
fragm ents. In Fig. 2a, st ) = 05, wheresas s(e) = 0:75
In Fig.2b. In orderto calculate P, (£), we have averaged
over 200{500 N = 100 system sw ith di erent initial con—
gurations, all at the sam e tem perature T. W e chose
to use m any amn all system s rather than few large ones
In order to get better statistics). F nie-size scaling of
P, (f) is shown in the inset 0ofFig. 2a, which allow s us
to extend our results (for the given (T;v)) to the case
N ! 1 .The lnesare tsto a lognom aldistribution;
clearly, the data suggest this form ofP. (f) for large v.
T his is the signature ofa fracturing process that happens
In a multiplicative m anner [_ié], where a given piece at a
random point breaks into two pieces, which them selves
random ly break into two otherpieces, etc. Forvery am all
v, P> (f) crosses over to a H eaviside theta function, since
In this case breakdown happens due to one large crack
spanning the whole system . The speed for which P, (f)
can no longer be described by a log-nom aldistrbution
dependson T and N , and isdue to nie size e ects.

An instantaneous change In m eans a change in both
them agnitude and the uctuationsofthe forces. W e nd
the system to respond in a qualitatively di erent m anner
to changes in depending ifit is< . or> .. Fora
broad range of speeds v, we ncil_D the average m agnitude
of the force onPthe beads, F T i 7N , and its uc-
tuation, F If f? F?=N, to be independent of v
for ) < ..W ehave also calculated the characteristic
length, (), ofthe stress eld F f (t)] by taking the rst
m om ent ofthe radialaveraged structure factorS (k;t). In
i_d], a coarsening phenom enon ofF [ (t)] prior to the rst
fracture was found to be crucial for the subsequent rup—
ture of the system ; in the present m odel, we observe no
tin e evolution of ) or ) < ,and &)’ a. how—
ever, when the rst macro cracks appear, (t) Increases
dram atically). Therefore, the observed dependence of
P, (f) on vmust be due to the way the system responds
to changes in after the . point hasbeen passed.

W hether or not the system has time to counteract
the in posed stress passed . depends on the tin escale
over which changesin take place com pared to the re—
soonse tin e of the system ; the latter is determ ined by
the random them alm otion, ie., kinetic energy Ey, of
the beads. T he ratio ofthese tw o tin escales is thus given
by vli=fm? =Ei=2)=pﬂ=v.0netherebreex—
pect system sw ith the sam e value of to fracture in the
sam e way. T he fracture is expected to be dom inated by

uctuations for 1, whereas for 1 it will have



tin e to respond to the changing stress in a correlated
manner. This is in fact veri ed In Fig. 3 which shows a
rem arkable Invariance of P, (f) over alm ost 3 decades In
tem perature for system s with two di erent valies of
The Iowest and highest tem perature In Fig. 3 or which
the Invariance of P, (f) no longer holds, and the subtle
tem perature dependence at Intem ediate values, can be
understood from the dependence on stress of the force

uctuations F , shown In Fig. 4 for the sam e values of T
asFig.3.Because of uctuations, di erent tem peratures
lead to a critical s (de ned as the s orwhich F has
sm inimum ) slightly di erent from themean eld value
ofsc = (o c)= o0 = 020. The anall tem perature
dependence of P, (f) at interm ediate tem peratures can
then be understood in term sofa slight increaseof F (s)
wih T, since one would expect larger force uctuations
at sc to lead to smaller fragments. As seen In Fig. 4,
the only exoegption to this is the case of the highest T
where, on the contrary, a large F (3) leads to a large-
fragm ent tailin P, (£). The reason forthisisthat T isso
high that coalescence of already—form ed fragm ents takes
place; coalescence is not observed for ower T . Finally
one also notes from Fig. 3 that deviations in P, (£) oc—
cur for very low tem peratures, where the sim ple scaling
argum ent leading to Invariance ofP, (f) under a given
apparently no longer holds.

Conclusion | W e have introduced a m odel where
a dynam ically—im posed stress induces fracture In a thin

In . Using moleculardynam ics simulations, we have
show n the accum ulated fragm ent distribution fiinction to
obey a log-nom al distribution characteristic of fractur-
Ing processes which happen in a random m uliplicative
manner. A mean eld argum ent shows how the system
undergoes an Instability fora criticalvalie ofthe in posed
stress. W e nd a strikking invariance of the fragm ent dis—
trbution fiinction for a given ratio of tem perature and
speed of stress; the interval over which this invariance
holds, is determ ined by the force uctuations at the crit—
icalvalue of the stress.
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FIG.1l. Snapshotsofa N = 1600 system at di erent times t, wih di erent change of strain rate v and di erent nal
strain s(tsr). The initial con guration is the same, and T = 625 10° , In all cases. (@) s() = 0:14;v = 00125, ()
s(t)= 025;v= 0:0125, (c) s(t= tr) = 05;v= 00125, d) s(t) = 025;v= 0:0015625 and () st= tr)= 0:5;v= 0:0015625.

FIG .2. Cumulative probability distrdbbution P> (f) for nding a given fragm ent of area larger than £f,and T = 625 10°
@) sttg)= 05;v= 0025 ( ),0.0125 (+),0.00625 (2), 0.0042 ( ), 0.003125 (4 ) and 0.0015625 ( ). The linesto are tsto a
log-nom aldistribbution. Inset: nite size scalingwith s(¢) = 0:5,v= 0:0125;N = 100 ( ),400 4 ) and 900 ( );sd&) = 075,
v= 0.0125;N = 100 ( ), 400 +) and 900 ). () s&) = 075 ;v= 00375 ( ), 0.01875 +), 0.009375 (2), 0.0046875 ( ),
0.003125 4 ), 0.002679 ( ) and 0.002344 (sn allwhite circle). The lines to are tsto a log-nom aldistribution.

FIG.2. InsettoFig.2a.

FIG.2.Fig2b

FIG.3. P, (f) versus f ©r xed valie of E, “=v and s(tz) PraN = 100 system . () = 1.03, s(ts) = 0:75, and
(T;v)= (64 10%,030) ( ), 16 16,015) +), (@ 10°,0.075) ), 10°,00375) ( ), 25 10*°,0.01875) (4 ) and
(625 10°,0.009375) (*). () = 1.55,s()= 05,and (T;v) = (64 10%,020) (lame black circk), (16 102, 0.10)

black circk), @ 10°%, 0.05) (smallwhite circle), (10 >, 0.025) (white circle), @5 10*, 0.0125) (large white circle) and
(625 10°,0.00625) (s allblack circk).

FIG.4. F versussr = 155and (T;v)= (64 10°,020) ( ), 16 16,010) +), 4 10%,005) @), 10?3,
0.025) ( ), @5 10*,0.0125) (@) and (625 10°,0.00625) (*).

FIG .4. Fig4-nset



