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Abstract: This chapter surveys mathematical methods and principal results in
the mechanics of fracture. Primary emphasis is placed on the analysis of crack
extension as treated through methods of continuum mechanics, Section II begins
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with relevant concepts and basic equations from the mechanics of solids, including
a survey of elasticity and plasticity, and of associated mathematical methods for
boundary value problems, such as analytic function theory. Energy comparison
methods and the related path-independent energy integral are introduced in this
section; these novel methods of analysis prove to be widely applicable for subse-
quently treated notch and crack problems. Section 11T deals with the application
of linear elasticity to fracture. Several two-dimensional crack problems are solved
and approximate methods are presented for determinatidn of stress-intensity
factors with more complicated geometries. Theories of elastic-brittle fracture are
reviewed and the equivalence of Griffith energy balance and cohesive forces ap-
proaches is demonstrated. In addition, dynamic running crack problems, energy
rate computations, and stress concentrations at smooth-ended notches are dis-
cussed. Section IV, the longest section, deals with the elastic-plastic and fully
plastic analysis of fracture. Here, the small-scale yielding approximation, for which
clastic stress-intensity factors govern near tip deformation fields, is presented.
Elastic-plastic crack problems in plane strain and plane stress are discussed; while
these results are necessarily approximate, further insight is provided by treatment
of the simpler antiplane strain case. The incremental and path-dependent nature
of plastic stress-strain relations is shown to lead to a view of fracture as an instability
point in a process of continuing crack advance under increasing load. Additional
topics in this section include plastic strain concentrations at smooth ended notches,
limit analysis of notched bodies, and a brief treatment of separation mechanisms
in ductile materials.

I. Introduction

Progress in the understanding of fracture has long been inhibited by
incomplete mathematical descriptions of conditions prevailing near a
crack tip, particularly in ductile materials. The subject has received
an increasing amount of attention from researchers in recent years,
and some important advances have been made. The writer’'s work has
centered largely on such mathematical analyses of fracture behavior,
and the request by Dr. H. Liebowitz for a survey of work in this area
to be included in the ‘“Treatise on Fracture” therefore came as a
particularly interesting invitation.

The plan was for a chapter describing methods of mathematical -

analysis and principal results in the mechanics of fracture. The presenta-
tion was to be sufficiently -detailed and self-contained so that the
interested reader could be introduced to the subject and learn of progress
to date without extensive recourse to prior work. These guidelines
have been followed in the preparation of this chapter, but it soon became
apparent that a booklike length would result without some further
restrictions. Thus, while mathematical methods employed are in all
cases carefully introduced and derived, the presentation is, of necessity,



3. MATHEMATICAL ANALYSIS IN THE MECHANICS OF FRACTURE 193

concise, and some familiarity with mathematical aspects of the mechanics
of solids will be of assistance to the reader. The selection of topics
has been influenced both by interests of the writer and by size limitations.
Thus, for example, specialized methods for elastic boundary value
problems, such as integral transform techniques, are not discussed,
with preference given to direct analytic function theory and singular
integral equation methods. The few significant results of three-dimen-
sional analysis are simply noted without development. Also, inelastic
behavior treated here is limited to time-independent plasticity, with no
discussion of viscoelastic and viscoplastic behavior. A further limitation
is that analyses of fracture at the dislocation and microstructural levels
are given very little attention, with primary emphasis on continuum
mechanics, ' o

The chapter is divided into three main parts, the first introducing
basic background material from the mechanics of solids and associated
mathematical methods, the second dealing with linear elasticity in
the analysis of deformation and fracture, and the third dealing with
elastic-plastic and fully plastic analysis. As with most surveys, a number
of results presented are original with this writing or recently obtained.
This is particularly so with results based on energy comparisons and.
the associated path-independent energy line integral. The basic theory
is outlined in Sect. IILE and applied to elastic and elastic-plastic problems
of cracks and smooth-ended notches in the subsequent parts. The
technique is ideally suited to problems of this type and has led to a
number of exact and approximate results in nonlinear problems beyond
the scope of conventional analytical methods. Another original feature
is the demonstration in Sect. I'V that two seemingly different approaches
to the problem of elastic-plastic fracture instability are, in fact, identical.

11, Preliminaries and Relevant Concepts from the Mechanics of Solids

We begin with a brief review of concepts and basic equations from
the mechanics of solids. Our concern throughout will be primarily
with infinitesimal deformation, with time-independent stress-strain
behavior, as in elasticity and plasticity, and with relevant mathematical
methods. No claim of completeness is made. Rather, the selection of
topics is dictated by needs of later sections on the analysis of models
and configurations of interest in the mechanics of fracture. The first
few subsections deal with relatively standard material in elasticity and
plasticity including general theorems, stress-strain relations, formulations
for two-dimensional problems, and. analytic function theory. The last



194 JAMES R. RICE

subsection treats energy comparisons for bodies containing notches of
neighboring sizes. Here, much of the material is original, and resulting
methods are widely used for the treatment of strain-concentration
problems in Sects. III and IV. The Cartesian tensor notation and
occasionally, a vectorialdyadic notation, is employed

A. STRESS AND STRAIN FIELDS

Let o,; denote components of the stress tensor referred to a set of
Cartesian coordinate axes x;,%,, and x;. Then, the equations of
motion (or equilibrium) are - '

32ui .
ot

. Ooyy

0%

+F,=p

and Gii = On . (1)

where F; is the body force per unit volume, #; the displacement, and p
the mass density. The components T of force per unit area acting
on a plane with normal n; are

T; = oy (2)

Strain e;; and rotation w,; components are defined in terms of displace-
ment gradlents by

wealamtm) wmalmow) o

or by other appropriate measures in cases of finite deformation (Green
and Zerna, 1954). Compatibility equations
32655 agem _ 3261;k 325_,-1

OxyOx;  Ox;0%;  Ox;0x%;  Ox,0%y “)

assure that a strain field is derivable from displacements.

The principle of virtual work provides a concise and useful statement
of the equations of equilibrium and compatibility. Let ¢;; be any stress
field in a region V in equilibrium with body forces F; and surface

forces T, on the boundary S of V. Let u; be any continuous and .

dlﬁerentlable displacement field with e, the associated strain field.

Then, the virtual work statement

tf

J. (0i6e; — Faug) dV = J. Ta; dS C(5)
4 s

follows from the Green-Gauss theorem with the equilibrium and
strain-displacement equations. Conversely, given the strain-displacement

-3
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equations, virtual work implies equilibrium; given the equilibrium
equations, virtual work implies the strain-displacement equations,

B. EvLasTICITY

We define an elastic material as one for which a strain energy density
W = W(e,,,) exists as a single-valued function in strain space, where

W= W(em'n) = J‘:’”" T4 dsz':i (6)

Thus, when all strain components may be varied independently, elastic
stress-strain relations are given by

oy = OW|0e; ' (7)
Linear stress-strain relations take the form
Ty == ijkzeiz o (8)

where Cy = Cyipi = Ciyp = Cjy, In view of symmetry of the stress
tensor, and Cjj; = Cyyy; in view of the existence of a strain energy
density. This reduces the number of independent elastic constants to 21.
Symmetry considerations further reduce the number; three result for
a cubic crystal and two for an isotropic solid. In the latter case,

0 = 2G(€ﬁ ‘-I"' T{“‘E 82'3' e_,ck) (9)
where G is the shear modulus, » the Poisson ratio, and E = 2(1 + »)}G
where E is Young’s modulus. '

The potential energy P of an elastic body is defined by

P= f [W(em) — Fael &V — f | Tawds (10)

where Sr is that portion of the boundary over which tractions are
prescribed. With F; and 7, regarded as given, it is a functional of the
displacement field. Presuming the elastic material of the body to exhibit
stability in the small (Drucker, 1964),

for any set of strain increments and corresponding stress increments,
the equilibrium displacement field minimizes the potential energy on
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the class of all displacement fields satisfying prescribed displacement
boundary conditions (if any) on S -- Sz. The proof is straightforward
from virtual work: let #;* be the true displacement field and #¥ any
kinematically admissible field. Then

Pr—p= | W) — W) — Fi(ur — uf)] 4V — | Ty —u)ds

= [ loiely ~ ) — W) + WAV

¥
hn
— u " (ofy — 0,)) de,; AV 2 0 (12)

The inequality of the last line, which completes the proof, follows
from stability in the small and path independence. For, when the inner
integral is carried over a path in strain space corresponding to a straight-
line path in stress space from of to of;, do; has the direction of
of; — oy; . Uniqueness of solutions follows readily; if P* = P!, the

inequality of Eq. (12) and stability in the small imply e} = «}; -

C. Two-DiMENsIONAL LiNEAR ErasTic DEFORMATION FIELDS

We consider here cases where all components of stress and strain
- depend on two Cartesian coordinates x; and x, . Further, attention is
restricted to linear, homogeneous, and isotropic elastic materials.

1. Antiplane Strain

Assume #; = u, = 0 and u; = wuy(x;, x,). Then only the stresses
Tg; » U39 and strains

1 ouy 1 Ouy
531—2‘5‘;’;: 532—55‘;‘2' (13)
are nonzero. The relevant equilibrium equation is
or, " ow, O {4)

and stress-strain relations are o, = 2Gey; (f = 1,2). Thus, u; is
harmonic, V24, = (). Harmonic functions of x; and x, may be represented
as the real or imaginary part of an analytic function of 2 = x; 4 #x, :

4y = G~ Im [o(2)] a3
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where w(2) is analytic, as are its integrals and derivatives (Churchlll
1960). Stresses are thus representable as

Ogp F 10 = w'(2) (16)

More general forms result when u, and u, are prescribed functions of
x; and x, as in torsion (Sokolnikoff, 1956).

2. Plane Strain and Generalized Plane Stress

Assume #; = 0 and », == ul(xl, Xp), Uy = Us(%, , X5). This deformation
state is called plane strain, in that ¢;; = 0 The equ1hbr1um and com-
patibility equatlons reduce to

Th=0  (j=12)
’ | (17)

. 0%, _ O%q; 4 0%,

0xy Oxg  Oxy2  Oxy?

Equilibrium is satisfied by writing stress components in terms of the
Airy stress function U = Ul(xy, %y):

U

~ Gz TV Gi=12) (18)

Writing strains in terms of stresses, as appropriate for the case e5; = O '
for satisfaction of compatibility U is biharmonic:

VIVIU =0 | 19)

The same equations result for generalized plane stressing of thin sheets,
provided one interprets o;; and €; as through-the-thickness averages
and assumes oy to have a negligible thickness average (Green and’
Zerna, 1954). Biharmonic functions are also expressible in terms of

analytic functions,
U = Re[54(z) + ] ¥(2) dz] (20)

where ¢(z) and (z) are analytic and a bar denotes the complex conjugate.
Stresses are then expressible as

Oy + 03 = 4 Re[ﬁf’ ()]

(21)
0s — 013 + 2ioy, = 2[24"(2) + '1["(2)]
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Plane strain, o33 = v(0y; + 04,), and plane stress, gg3 = 0, and resulting
displacements are

g + ity = s [(2) — 593) ~ F3)]

Kk =3 — 4, plain strain,

(22)

and
k=3 —v)/(1+ ), plane stress

3. Analytic Function Theory

Mathematical techniques based either directly (conformal mapping,
Cauchy integrals, etc.) or indirectly (singular integral equations, Fourier
transforms, etc.) on analytic function theory are of great use in static
and quasistatic problems of linear elasticity. Some results pertinent
to our later needs are quoted here with little development; the reader
unacquainted with the subject may wish to consult specialized texts.
A function is analytic in a region of the 2z plane if, at every point of
the region, the usual limiting operation defining a derivative exists
with a unique result independent of the path along which the difference

in z approaches zero. A consequence of analyticity is the vanishing

of any integral around a closed contour in the z plane of a function
analytic on and within the contour. Integration paths for analytic
functions may thus be distorted at will within the region of analyticity.
- The Cauchy integral formula is a related result If f(2) is analytlc on
and within a closed contour C, :

S 2mif (2) for =z inside C
f ct— = dt = 0 for =z outside C (23)
where C is traversed in a dll‘eCtIOIl such that the interior of Cis to the
left of the contour. F
Define a function f(z) by

fz) = 5;1;; £0)_ 4 (24)

Lt—z

where L is a smooth curve or closed contour in the 2z plane, and
the “density function” g(#) is piecewise continuous on L and also
satisfies a weak smoothness condition known as a Holder condition
{(Muskhelishvili, 1953a). Then, f(z) is analytic everywhere in the z plane
except on L. Letting plus (4) and minus (—) signs denote the left
and right sides of L, according to the direction of traversal, limits as =z
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approaches a point ¢, of L from the left and right are given by the -
Plemelj formulas

JHto) — F(t) = 2(t)
fHe) +10) = [ A a

_fo

(25)

The equations apply whenever #; is neither a point of discontinuity
of g(¢) nor an end of L at which g(%)) # 0, and the integral is interpreted
in the Cauchy principal value sense. Conversely, suppose f(2) is analytic
everywhere in some region D except along L, and that

fH)—ft)=gl) onlL (26)

Then, f(z) is representable as

1) =5 | Earrhi) (27)

where f,(2) is analytic everywhere in the region D.

An important application of this last result is to singular integral
equations. Suppose A(t) is a piecewise continuous smooth (in the Holder
sense) function defined on L, and it is desired to ﬁnd a solution g(z)
to the equation

h(t,) _f ;"’(‘) dt onL (28)

_rﬂ

Define a function f(2) by Eq. (24). Then
70+ ="9  ons 29)

Suppose L denotes a single arc and let

Y(2) = [(= ~ a)(z — D)7 (30)

where @ and b denote the ends of L, and choose the branch cut along L
such that y(z) behaves as 1/ for large | z |. Then it can be shown that
x(%) reverses sign in crossing L,

X+ x®=0 oL (31)
and Eq. (29) becomes

ol AT =ty e o

Lx(®) x(®) mixt(2)
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Thus, from Egs. (26) and (27),

_ 1) 20)
@) =55 | ey @ 2@ x(2) (33)

where po(z) is analytic in the entire z plane (and thus a polynomial).
But f(2) is order 1/x for large 2, in view of its definition by Eq. (24),
so that _;Do(z) is a constant, say —k&/2x1. Then, from Eq. (25),

(to) =f +(to) —f- (to)

X*(to) (e) y
0 ey % ) (34)

Note that there is a single infinity of solutions to the singular integral
Eq. (28), depending on the value chosen for %. Also, in general, all
solutions become infinite as x*(f) near the ends of the arc. The constant
k is uniquely determined only if additional restrictions are placed on
the solution g(¢). For example, one may choose % so that g(¢) is finite
at one end of the arc or so that the integral of g(¢) along L (which equals
k) has some specified value. Solutions bounded at both ends of the arc
exist only for a limited class of prescribed functions A(?).

D. ContiNuuM PLASTICITY

We shall deal primarily in this article with the continuum theory
of plastic deformation (Hill, 1950; Prager and Hodge, 1951; Drucker,
1960), although some use will be made of the dislocation theory
(Cottrell, 1953; van Bueren, 1960). The latter is, in its mathematical
aspects, the elasticity analysis of line defects causing a constant displace-
ment discontinuity which defines the Burgers vector of a dislocation,
and the analysis of the generation and motion of fields of these defects.
Attention is limited to continuum plasticity in this section. A yield
surface is presumed to exist in a multidimensional stress space at each
instant of the homogeneous deformation history of a material. Variations
of stress within the yield surface cause purely elastic response. Except
in the perfectly plastic case, the yield surface in stress space may
translate, expand, or otherwise deform in the course of plastic deforma-
tion. In particular, the current stress state must be on the yield surface
during plastic deformation. Strains e,; are sums of elastic €}; and plastic
€%; parts, with the elastic strain given by the usual Hoockian relations.

Let o; be a stress state causing plastic deformation, and let def
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be an increment of plastic deformation under this stress state. The
basic postulate of plasticity is

(0, — o) det, >0 (35)

where o; is any stress state within or on the current yield surface.

This inequality is, in turn, derivable from other postulates characterizing
elastic-plastic materials, such as a stability postulate (Drucker, 1951),
a requirement of nonnegative work in a strain cycle (Ilyushin, 1961),
or a model of plastic deformation as slip on crystallographic planes
“under a critical resolved shear stress in the slip direction {Bishop and
Hill, 1951). Normality of plastic strain increments to the yield surface
in stress space 1s a consequence, as 1S also the requirement that yield
surfaces be convex. Let V;; be components of the outer unit normal
to the current yield surface (that is, N do,; = 0 for all do; along
the yield surface, N; = N;;, and Ny;N; = 1). Then, plastic stress-
strain increment relations take the form -

de?. — (de?, de2 Y2 N, (36)

* when a unique normal exits at the current stress state, At corners on
the yield surface, N;; may be any unit tensor within the cone of limiting
normals. The square root term is indeterminant for perfect plasticity.
For strain hardening, it must be specified as a function of the corre-
sponding stress increments, stress state, and prior history; its dependence
on stress increments is usually taken to be linear with N, j 4oy » the
component normal to the yield surface. Note that plastlc incom-
pressibility (defy, = 0) and 1nsen31t1v1ty of the yxeld surface to hydro-
static stress states (IV,, = 0, since doy = dA 8; is along the yield
surface and N,; do;; = 0) imply one another. -

- For plastic incompressibility, deviatoric stress components s

04 — 84 ox/3 alone determine yielding. A particular example for
isotropic plastic behavior is the Mises yield condition sys;; = 27
where 7 is the current yield stress in shear (or equivalent shear stress).
Stress-strain relations are

I —2» dsy LG d'f

deif - 3E 832 dckk + 5~ 2G

52‘9‘ (37)
where dy? = (2 de¥; de¥})'/? is the equwalent plastic shear strain incre-
ment, and dy®/d7 is a specified function of ¥ for strain hardening.
Incremental plasticity theories are physically appropriate, but mathe-
- matical complexities often cause recourse to deformation theories for
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which the current stress state depends uniquely on the current strain
state. Such theories are useful when plastic deformation at each point
of a material exhibits only slight deviation from a straight line path
in stress or strain space (Budiansky, 1959). The deformation theory
form associated with the incremental Mises relation above is

1 —2 oy
€4 = 35— O Ome T 2= (38)
‘where y = [2e; — 85 e/ 3)e; — 845 €y/3)]*? is a specified function
of r = (s455;;/2)"/2. Deformation plasticity theories are actually nonlinear
elastic theories; for example, the above stress-strain relation is derivable
from the strain energy density -

E 2 :
W= gy (o + [rav | (39)

1. Plastic Limit Theorems

The limit theorems of perfect plasticity follow directly from the
fundamental inequality, Eq. (35). Assume that there are no body forces
and define the limit state as one for which deformation occurs under
constant surface tractions on the boundary of the body. Then, in the
limit state '

0= f (dT; du;) dS = f (doy; de;;) AV = j (doy; des)dV  (40)
L S . v v :

Virtual work and normality of plastic strain increments have been
employed. The last integrand is positive definite, so that stresses and
~ elastic strains are constant in the limit state; de;; = def;. Let ofj be
any stress field in equilibrium with 7% on the boundary and nowhere
violating the yield condition. Since (o;; — of;) de¥; > 0, where o and
del; (= dey;) refer to the limit state, '

[ (eudesyav > | (oF de) av
therefore : (41)
f (T, du;) dS > f (TE du,) dS
Ay Ay

This is the lower bound theorem. When tractions are proportional to
some positive parameter P, the value at limit load exceeds any value
P% corresponding to an equilibrium stress field nowhere violating the

-%
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yield condition. Consider a strain increment field def; derivable from
a kinernatically admissable displacement increment field du;~ (i.e., the
displacement increment field satisfies any prescribed boundary condi-
tions and incompressibility, if assumed for the material). Let of; be
any stress state corresponding to a plastic strain increment dej; . Since
(0% — 045) def; = 0,

| f (o deg) AV = f (o, deg) dV
therefore (42)
| f,,("gf degy v = | (T, dup) s

This is the upper bound theorem. When tractions are proportional to
some positive parameter P and du;~ is chosen so that the surface integral
is positive, the value at limit load is less than the value P« defined by
equality of the surface and volume integrals. Discontinuous displacement
- increment fields are permissible, but sliding-type discontinuities alone
- are admissible when incompressibility is assumed. In this. case, work
done on sliding displacement increments by the shear stress corre-
sponding to a shear strain increment in the sliding direction must be
included in the volume integral.

2. Plane Strain Slkp-Line Theory

 Consider the plane strain deformation of a perfectly plastic material
with yield condition

2
e o= @
the maximum resolved shear stress in the plane of deformation has a
constant value 7, during plastic flow. Such a yield condition results
for an isotropic material exhibiting plastic incompressibility (Mises
and Tresca materials are special cases) when elastic strains are assumed
incompressible or when plastic strains greatly exceed elastic strains
(Hill, 1950). o33 = (04, + 045)/2 in both cases. Let o and B lines be
defined so as to coincide with principal shear directions at each point
of the plastic region; the «, 8, and x; directions form a right-handed
orthogonal curvilinear coordinate system and o, = 7,. Also o, =
cps = P, say, where p = (oy; -+ 03,)/2. Call ¢ the principal shear angle,
measured positive clockwise from the x; to o direction and thus from
the x, to 8 direction. Equilibrium equations may be put in the concise
form V * ¢ = 0 where V is the gradient operator and o the stress dyadic;
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'V = 1; 8/0x; and 6 = oyid; in Cartesian coordinates with i, , i, , i as

unit vectors. Referring all quantities to the «, 8 system with 8/ds,,
0/0ss denoting derivatives with respect to arc length and i.,i; unit
vectors, equilibrium equations in the plastic region are

i) [Pk i) + 7oy +is)])

= (- — 20+ (- + 205 (44)

0=(ia-a%+iﬁ-

Here, unit vectors are differentiated according to di, = i;d¢ and
diy = —1, d¢. Integrating, the stress field is given by

P — 27,¢ = constant on « lines
- (45)
P + 27y¢ = constant on § lines

Normality and the yield condition of Eq.(43) imply plastic incom-
pressibility in the plane, def; + def, = 0, and correspondence of
principal shear directions for the stress and plastic strain increment
fields. Thus, del, = defz = 0. The strain dyadic e is defined as the
symmetric part of Vi, where u is the displacement vector. When stresses
are constant at a material point of the plastic region during an increment
of deformation, de®* = 0 so that de? = de = symmetric part of V du.
Thus, components du, , du, of the dlsplacement increment vector along
the shear directions are determined from

de,, = i, * [( —I— i %5, ) (du i, + dug 15)]

= 2 () -  (46)

3(duﬁ) ¢>

dE,eﬁ + (d ne) 3

3. Antiplane Strain

The yield condition for antiplane deformation of an isotropic material
is
0+ 5 =T’ (47)

the magnitude of the shear stress vector on the x5 face is constant in
the plastic region. Introduce again « and £ lines in the x,x, plane such
- that the 8 direction is the principal shear direction and the «, B, and x,
directions form a right-handed system; then, o,, = 0 and o5 = 7.
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Let ¢ be the principal shear angle, measured clockwise from the x, to
the « direction, and thus from the x, to principal shear direction 8. The
relevant equilibrium equation may be written as V * 6; = 0 where o,
is the stress vector on the x; face. Then

0 = it g i ) (o) = 70 (@8)
Thus, ¢ is constant on « lines and, since ¢ is the slope, all « lines are
straight. The principal shear stress has constant direction at all points
along an o line perpendicular to the stress vector at any one point of
the plastic region. Normality of plastic strain increments leads to
del, = 0, so that if the stress is constant de;, = 0 and

du, — constant on « lines (49)

Somewhat more general forms result when du, and du, are nonzero as
in torsion (Prager and Hodge, 1951).

E. ENERGY VARIATIONS AND ASSOCIATED METHODS

Methods of analysis based on energy variations will play an important
role in this article. We consider two bodies of linear or nonlinear elastic
material, each containing a notch or void (Figs. la and 1b). Each is
subjected to the same system of loads, consisting of tractions and/or
displacements prescribed on the boundary. The two bodies are identical
in composition, overall geometrical shape, and in every other feature
but one—the notches differ in size. In fact, the body of Fig. 1b may be
thought of as created from that of Fig. la by removal of material from
load-free portions of the boundary. Assume loadings are by surface
tractions 7% on a portion of boundary Sr common to both bodies,
and by imposed displacements #,° on a common portion of boundary Sy .
Let 4V denote the region of material removed in forming the body
of Fig. 1b from that of Fig la, and let 4S denote the newly created
tractionfree surface. If ¢%; , €J; denotes the deformatxon state for Flg la
the potential energy is

P°=f W& yaV — [ Tousds | (50')
St
Lettmg o4 + doy; , Ew + de;; denote the deformatlon state for Flg lb
and 4P the increase in potential energy, .
PY 1+ AP = f W(,, + Aemy) dV — f Tu? + du)dS (51
. . - L : K ST_ ) . .

V—av
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uj = uf
€ij = €]
Tij =°'?j
(a) (b)
jo jo
-~ —— Q= ——
Q+AQ - — —
(a) [ {a)
- -LP g -AP
] |
|
R B | 3
qo q0+Aq qo
(c) (@

Fic. 1. (a) and (b) Comparison of two notched elastic bodies of identical shape,
composition, and loading, except that the notch of body (b) is larger by an amount 47
and has surface 4.5 not common to body (a).

(c) and (d) Difference between potential energies of (b) and (a) is representable as area

between force-displacement curves when loading is by forces alone {c) or by displacements
alone (d).

We shall solve for the potential energy difference 4P. First, note that
this difference is expressible in terms of the difference in overall load-
deflection curves for the two bodies. Suppose the loading is entirely by
prescribed surface tractions proportional to a generalized force (), and
let ¢ be the corresponding work-absorbing generalized displacement.
Then, a straightforward application of virtual work in the above equations

shows the potential energy decrease, —A4P, to equal the area between

load-deflection curves for the two bodies (as indicated by the shaded
area in Fig. lc¢). Similarly, when loading is entirely by displacements
proportional to ¢, the potential energy decrease is the shaded area in
Fig. 1d.

Observe that the integral of 7,° du, over Sr equals the integral of
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(T® + AT,) du,; over the entire surface of the body of Fig. 1b. This is
because 47; =0 on Sy, du; =0 on Sy, and 7,2+ 47, =0 on
the newly created surface 4.S. Thus, by virtual work

[ rpauas = (o4 4do,)de, av (52)
St . -4y ’

The potential energy decrease is now expressible as (Rlce and Drucker,

1967)
—4P = [ W(,)av
+ f (08 + o) de, — [W(eh,, + de,,.) — Wb, ) 4V

= .W(e;n) av .

AV

o

This result is more readily interpreted after a further transformation.
Note that the strain integral appearing in the volume integral is path
independent. We therefore choose a useful path. First, load the body
of Fig.1b with tractions 7° on Sy, displacements #,° on Sy, and
tractions T;° = ofn; on the new surface 4S; the deformation state is
0% ,.€%, identical to that for the body of Fig. la. Now, holding the
loadings on Sy and Sy fixed, reduce the tractions on 4.5 to zero so that
the actual deformation state o}; + doy;, €f; + de; of Fig. 1b results.
Let TF, u¥ denote tractions and displacements on 4S8 during this
special path from €}; to €}; + de;; . Then, an application of virtual work
to the volume integral above leads to

emnt A6y 0 :
J. . (035 + doy; — 0y) deysi AV (53)

¥ =u, 04 T =0

—ap — LVW(

TFdu¥l dS  (54)

uf=u, T;='1;',-°_
for the potential energy reduction. The interpretation is clear; the net
energy reduction is the strain energy of the material removed minus
the (negative) work done in freeing the new surface of tractions. 4P < Q.
A simple formula results in the special case of linear elastic behavior.
. The strain integral in Eq. (53) is doy; Ae”/Z and a virtual work trans-
formation leads to
—AP:%J- o0 Odvh—fASTiOAuidS (55)

a: i3
a4y
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since AT; = —T,° on the void surface. Note in this case that overall
load-deflection curves (Figs. 1c and 1d) are linear and —4P = Q, dq/2
when boundary tractions are prescribed as in Fig. lc. As shown by
the last two equations, the general calculation involves both volume
and surface integrals. Only the surface integral contributes when the
notch under consideration is a crack for 47 = 0. Only the volume
integral contributes for a class of smooth voids when infinitesimal
geometry changes are considered, as discussed below. We shall see,
however, that this discontinuity in the calculation method for limiting
cases is only apparent.

The utility of a study of energy variations will be seen through
the many applications in the following sections. The potential energy
rate of decrease is expressible directly in terms of the concentrated
stresses and strains on a notch surface or in the vicinity of a crack tip.
On the other hand, this energy variation may be independently obtained,
either exactly or approximately, for a wide variety of notched con-
figurations. These independent estimates are obtainable in a simple way
sometimes by inspection, by “‘strength of materials” style calculations,
by overall load-deflection experiments, by use of the many known
linear elastic solutions for notches, or by use of approximate calculations
which describe salient gross features of nonlinear behavior. Con-
sequently, some information on notch strain concentrations may be
obtained without recourse to the detailed solution of boundary value
problems. This method, in a somewhat less general form than presented
here, has recently been applied to the analysis of several two-dimensional
~ strain concentration problems (Rice, '1967a). : :

1. Infinitesimally Nezgkbormg Smooth- Surfaced Notches

Consider voids. or notches having smooth surfaces with contmuously
turning tangents, at least over the portion where material is removed
in creating Fig. ib from Fig. la. Presuming stability in the small,
do;; de;; = 0, carrying out the strain integral of Eq. (53) over a straight-
line path in stress space leads to

0
J'Emn‘*“demn

0 < (08 + doy; — 0y5) dey; < doy; Aey (56)

“mn

The same inequalities apply to all paths because of path independence.
- Upon a virtual work transformation of Eq. (53), we have the inequalities

0 < (—4P) — f L WS,) AV < f | AT, du,ds (57)

-9
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Now suppose the two notches being compared differ in size by an
infinitesimal amount. Points on the notch boundary of Fig. la are
obtainable by proceeding a distance dn normal to the boundary of
Fig. b over the region where material is removed. For dn a sufficiently
smooth function of position on the notch surface, as assumed, both
AT, = (do)n; and du, are first-order quantities, so that the upper
bound of Eq. (57) is second order. Since the integral over AV is first
order, the upper bound is zero when dealing with an infinitesimal
smooth change in geometry of the notch. Thus, representing volume
elements of removed material by dS dn, the potential energy decrease is

—dP — f W) v = LS (W, ) dnldS (58)

Note that in infinitesimal (or rate with respect to geometrical size) form,
the energy variation depends only on the strain energy of the material
removed. _ ' |

As a special type of smooth notch, consider a flat-surfaced notch
in a two-dimensional deformation field (Fig. 2). All stresses are presumed
to:depend only on two Cartesian coordinates, x, and x, . The notch has
surfaces parallel to the x, direction and a smooth curved tip denoted
by the arc I',. Let [ denote notch length, and compare the potential

‘energy with that of a notch of length (I 4 dl) having a geometrically

identical tip so that the only change is an extension of the flat-surfaced
portion by dl. Redefining P as the potential energy per unit thickness
in the x, direction and noting that volume elements of the material
removed may be represented as dl dx, dx; , the rate of decrease of
potential energy per unit thickness with respect to notch size is

—dPjdl = f _ Wlem) dx, - (59)

Fic, 2. Flat surface notch in two-dimensional deformation field. I', denotes curved
notch tip; I' denotes any curve surrounding the tip. '
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Here, we have dropped the superscript “0’” appearing in Eq. (58).
An especially useful result follows from representing this energy rate
as a path-independent line integral taken around the notch tip (Rice,
1967a), in the case when the material under consideration is homoge-

neous, at least in the x; direction. T'oward this end, define an integral |

such that ,

]:jﬂw&rﬁr&mﬁm (60)

Here, I' is a curve which surrounds the tip, starting from the lower flat
notch surface and ending on the upper flat notch surface, as in Fig. 2,
the curve is traversed in the contraclockwise sense, s is arc length,
and T = o *n is the traction vector on I' according to an outward
unit vector n normal to the curve. Note that when I = I',, | = —dP/dl,
since T = 0 on the notch surface.

We now show that the integral [ is path-independent, so that [ is
the energy decrease rate for any choice of a curve I Consider two
curves I'; and I, suppose I, to enclose I}, and let [, and [, be the
associated values of the integral. Then, J, — [, is the integral contra-
clockwise of [W dx, — T - (6u/ox,) ds] around the boundary of the area
A(I', , I)) enclosed by the curves and the notch surfaces, since both
terms of the integrand vanish on the flat surfaces. Transforming to
an area integral and employing Cartesian coordinates |

3W 862'5

— O
A(in‘rl) [3;\71 “ axl

J, — _Jl _—_-.J‘ ]dxl dx, =0

since

8—x1 = a_xl f Gij dEz’f == Oy &, (61)
Thus, the integral [ is path independent (assuming, of course, that the
region between I'; and I, is simply connected and free of singularities)
and

J = —dpPjdl (62)

We have assumed the body of Fig. 1b to be obtainable from that of
Fig. 1a by removal of material. The same formulas apply for addition
of material. Thus, the rate form for dP of Eq. (58) is generally valid
with dn positive over that portion of the void surface where material
is removed, and negative where material is added.
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2. Cracks in Two-Dimensional Deformation Fields

In view of the representation of the energy variation rate as a path-
independent integral taken around the tip of a flat surface notch,
one would expect the same result to hold in the limiting case of a
straight crack in a two-dimensional deformation field. This is so,
but an independent derivation is desirable in view of the discontinuity
in the limiting process noted above. Let / denote crack length and
again consider P as the potential energy per unit thickness in the x,
direction. Then, the two-dimensional version of Eq. (53) is, in the
limit for an energy comparison when the difference in crack length
approaches zero,

_ _‘fi_I; — lim | A, + do,) de; — (W, + de,,.) — W(E,)T d, d,

(63)
Here, A* should be taken as the total area of the two-dimensional body
to strictly copy Eq. (53). But the integrand is second order in 4! (by
Eq. (56} at all distances from the crack tip large compared to 4/ Thus,
for the limit calculation, it suffices to take A* as 'any finite region in
which the crack tip is imbedded. Such a reglon is shown in Fig. 3a;
we call I" the outward boundary of 4*.

(b)

Fic. 3. Energy computation for crack advance. X, , x, coordinate system, area A%,

and bounding curve I' move with the crack tip in extension from [ = [;, (a), to
=1, + 4, (b).
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It is convenient to introduce a moving coordinate system X, , x,,
as shown in Fig. 3b, with X; = x;, — /so that X; = 0 at the crack tip,
regardless of the crack length. Consider all quantities involved in the
energy computation as functions of X, , x,, and /. Thus

ofy = ou(X1, %5, ), oy + doy = 0i( Xy, %2, by + 41),
u? = u(X,, %, k), etc. |
Let d/dl be the total derivative with respect to crack length. Then

i o, 8x, 8 8 2 8 o
A=A e ox, e ax, ~a om, (64)

since 6X;/0l = —1 and 0/6X = 0/ox,. By a virtual work trans-
formation, the first term of Eq. (63) becomes

lim — f (0% + doy,) dey; dxy dx,

= lim Zlf (T? + AT)) Au, ds

Atl-0

ou, (X, , %,
:f Tz‘(Xlixz!lD) ( 13! 2 O)d
r

Ouxy, %o, 1
B I TR AL CIL L (65)
r it §

To evaluate the strain energy difference term of Eq. (63), consider 4*
and I" as a fixed area and bounding curve in the X x, plane so that
these move with the crack tip, as,shown in Fig. 3b. The areas on the
left and right between the curves I' for [ = [, and for I = [, + 4l are
denoted by 44; and 44y, respectively, as shown. Thus

1
lim — | Ve, + dey,) — WIS, dv, d,

41-0
|

= lim —

4i-0 Al W(Xy, %y, Ly + 4Al) dX, dx,

f A*+dA;—AAg

— [ WX, %, ) dx, dxgi
A*

oWw(X,, x,, 1
— — [ W m e+ [ LTy g (66)
r A*
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But it is a simple application of virtual work to show that .

Xy, %,,1 oW(X,, x5,
f Tz‘(XI’xzsl) u( lal 2 )d —fA* (31[ 2

U dxX; dx, (67)
Now employing the last three equations, the energy Varlatlon with
respect to crack length becomes

—dPJdl = fr [W dx, — T - oujox, ds] = | (68)

We arrive at the same result as for the flat-surfaced notch with a smooth
tip, as expected physically, in spite of the very different starting points
(compare Egs. (38) and (63), both special cases of the general Eq. (53).

Results given in Egs. (58), (59), and (68) show that, for two notched
bodies differing in geometry by an infinitesimal amount, the potential
energy difference (or energy decrease rate) is directly expressible in
terms of the concentrated deformation field in the vicinity of the notch
tip. Since energy rates are often independently obtainable, these
equations will be of great use for the analysis of strain concentration
problems in the mechanics of fracture. Also, we shall find the feature
of path independence of the integral [ useful in itself.

3. Inelastic Behavior

It is important to remember that all the above results on energy
variations are strictly true for elastic behavior only. Our main applications
will, however, be to elastic-plastic problems. We are thus forced to
employ a deformation plasticity formulation rather than the physically
appropriate incremental formulation. This is a regrettable situation,
but no success has been met in attempts to formulate similar general
results for incremental plasticity. Also, energy variation methods permit
the treatment of several nonlinear problems presently well beyond the
reach of more conventional analytical methods, either of the deformation
or incremental type.

IlI. Linear Elasticity in the Analysis of Deformation and Fracture

Except in extreme cases of brittle behavior, fracture is normally
accompanied by significant inelastic deformation, either on a gross
scale or confined to the vicinity of stress concentrators such as notches
and cracks. Elastic calculations are of little utility in the former case.
They do, however, form a useful first step in the analysis of “low stress”
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fractures originating at high-stress-concentration points when the region
of inelastic deformation is small compared to notch or crack size and
other characteristic lengths. Functions of the applied loadings and
geometry of a notched body are then determined (stress-concentration
factors, stress-intensity factors, etc.) which serve to characterize the
severity of local deformations. Such parameters are useful in the analysis
and prediction of fracture behavior, for they indicate when two different
notched or cracked configurations have similar local deformation fields
and thus may be expected to exhibit similar fracture behavior. Inelastic
analyses remain desirable for a more complete characterization of
stresses and deformations, either for comparative purposes similar to
the utilization of elastic stress analyses, or for the direct connection
of continuum level solutions with separation mechanisms on the
microscale. We shall see the usefulness of elastic solutions for setting
asymptotic boundary condltlons on inelastic analyses in the small-scale
yielding range

A. Linear Evrastic Crack Tip STress FIELDS

The important features of crack tip stress distributions may be
understood through the development of the general functional form
of solutions in two-dimensional deformation fields. Consider a crack
along a portion of the negative x, axis with a tip at the origin of the x, , x,
coordinate system. Let R denote a small region of the x,x, plane enclosing
only the tip at the origin and no other singularities of the problem,
and in- which the stress functions of Sect.II,C are analytic (except
along the crack line), as in Fig. 4. Inplane stress components entering
the tractionfree crack boundary condition may be expressed from
Eqs. (21) as -

—iogy — () + TG + ( — HFE) (69)
where the new function 2 is defined as
(=) = 2¢'(z) + (=) (70)

" We understand the notation F(z) to denote the complex conjugate of
F(%), where F is any analytic function defined at %; F(z) is analytic.
The plus (+-) and minus () signs denote limits of the analytic functions
as the crack line is approached from the regions x, > 0 and x, < 0,
respectwely Points on the crack line are denoted by = = ¢, ¢ being real
and negative. Then the requirement of stressfree crack surfaces,
o/ = o5 = 0, leads to :

SO+ @ =0, #r + 20 =0 G
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TTTXH‘

e A A e

1"'_4231

"Fi6. 4. Small region _neér crack tip in which general form of linear elastic stress
field may be established. Three modes of near tip deformations shown.

Subtracting the second equation from the first
[¢'() —2OF =[¢'() — 2O | (72)
Thus o
¢'(z) — 2'(2) = 2g(2) (73)
where g(z) analytic in R. An addition yiel.ds the Hilbert equation |
[$'(t) + 2@ +¢'() + 2 =0 (74)

A solution is clearly 21/, since (¢ 1/2)* 4 (¢7'/2)~ = 0 when the branch
cut is chosen along the crack line. Since all solutions, excepting those
with higher order singularities ruled out by the requirement of finite

displacements, may be expressed as -1/ multiplying a function analytic
in R (Muskhelishvili, 1953a),

$(2) + P(z) = 2121 (2) )
where f(z) analytic in R.

These equations and Egs. (21) lead to the general expression of near
crack tip inplane stresses as -

on + 05 == 4 Re[51%(2) + g(z)]
g~ Oyp + 2oys = ~—4iz"1/2 Im] f(2)] — 4 Re[g(2)] (76)

s, 2[5 (3) + 4(5)
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where f(2) and g(2) are analytic in the vicinity of the crack tip. A similar
development shows the antiplane stresses to be given by Eg. (16) in
the form :

Ogp + t0g1 = 3 12h(2) + tk(2) (77)

where both /(2) and k(2) are analytic in the vicinity of the crack tip and
real on the x; axis. It is seen that all crack tip stress fields exhibit inverse
square root singularities. The strength of the singularity is determined for
inplane stresses by the value of f(2) at the origin and for antiplane
stresses by the value of %(z) at the origin. It is convenient to follow
Irwin (1960) in classifying three distinct singular stress fields, according
to whether resulting displacements contribute to the opening (mode I),
inplane sliding (modeII), or antiplane sliding (mode III) modes of
relative displacement of the crack surfaces. For the opening mode,
£(0) is real. Take its value as f(0) = K,/2(27)'/2, where the constant K
is a model stress-intensity factor. Then the near crack tip singular
stress field is expressed from Egs. (76) as

sin(8/2) cos(36/2)
1 + sin(8/2) sin(36/2)

(1 — sin(6/2) sin(36/2)
(78)

3 0121 e K)l 75 cos(9/2)

Tap

where polar coordinates are employed as in Fig. 4. Associated displace-
ments are
1/2
z E 211'

where & = (3 — 4v) for plane strain and x = (3 — »)/(1 + ) for
generalized plane stress. The function f(0) is purely imaginary for
the inplane sliding mode. Taking its value as f(0) = —iK;/2(2n)/2,
where K;; is a mode Il stress 1nten31ty factor, Egs. (76) lead to the
singular stress state

o1 Ky
)72 T 2mpe

Tag

cos(8/2) [« — 1 + 2 sin?*(6/2)]
sin(#/2) [« + 1 — 2 cos®(8/2)]

(79)

—sin(8/2) [2 4+ cos(8/2) cos(36/2)]
cos(6/2) [1 — sin(8/2) sin(30/2)] (80)
sin(60/2) cos(6/2) cos(38/2)

and associated displacements

sin(8/2) [« + 1 + 2 cos?(8/2)] 81)
—c0s(6/2) [x — 1 — 2 sin(6)2)] ,

i
‘uz

-2 ()

Antiplane stresses o3, 053 are nonsingular in the first two modes;
a4 1s zero for generalized plane stress (which is hardly a valid approxima-
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tion with such a severe stress gradient), and o33 = »(0y; + 03,) for plane
strain. The antiplane sliding mode singular stress distribution is obtained
by taking A(0) = K ;;/(27)'/% in Eq. (77). Resulting stresses are

KIII

—sin(8/2
= 2mrpr 12)

cos(6/2)

T

(82)

Oog

with all other stress components being nonsingular, The associated
antiplane displacement is ' )

K [ v \1?
uy =222 (5) " sin(6)2) (83)

We shall discuss methods for determining stress-intensity factors
below. Resulting from linear elastic boundary value problems, they are
linear in applied loads and have dimensions of stress times the square
root of some characteristic length. A complete survey of available

- solutions is contained in a paper by Paris and Sih (1965).

Small-Scale Yielding and Elastz'é Fracture Mechanics

The utility of elastic stress analyses lies in the similarity of near
crack tip stress distributions for all configurations. Presuming deviations
from linearity to occur only over a region that is small compared to
geometrical dimensions (small-scale yielding), the elastic stress-intensity
factor controls the local deformation field. This is in the sense that
two bodies with cracks of different size and with different manners of

load application, but which are otherwise identical, will have identical

near crack tip deformation fields if the stress-intensity factors are equal.
Thus, the stress-intensity factor uniquely characterizes the load sensed
at the crack tip in situations of small-scale yielding, and criteria governing
crack extension for a given local load rate, temperature, environment,
sheet thickness (when plane stress fracture modes are possible}, and
history of prior deformation may be expressed in terms of stress-intensity
factors. It is essential to note that stress-intensity factors provide solely

" a convenient measure of load applied to the crack tip region. The elastic

analysis of fracture contains no information on the response of the

~ material to this load; this point has been unfortunately obscured in

the literature due to the early development of elastic fracture mechanics
as an extension of the Griffith theory (Griffith, 1920; Orowan, 1952;
Irwin, 1958), a viewpoint now recognized as limiting and unnecessary.
While the limitations of elastic fracture mechanics are evident, its
progress in the organization and analysis of low stress level (small-scale

_yielding) crack extension behavior has been remarkable. Examples are
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given by the work of Irwin (1958) and Srawley and Brown (1965) on
fracture, by Paris (1964) on fatigue, and by Johnson and Willner (1965)

on stress corrosion,

'B. Some ErasTic CRACK PROBLEMS

The mathematical solutions of some elastic crack problems are
outlined in this subsection. The number of useful problems which
can be solved in closed form is, of course, limited, and one must usually
resort to approximate methods, as discussed in the next two subsections.

1. Two-Dimensional Problems of Isolated Cracks and
Collinear Crack Arrays in Infinite Bodies

Suppose the crack or cracks considered lie on the x, axis of the
infinite x,x, plane. Denote by L the crack line or union of all crack lines.
It suffices to consider only the case of forces prescribed on the crack
surfaces, for other methods of loading may be reduced to this case by
superposition. One first solves the problem without cracks and deter-
mines the stresses oy(x, , 0) on the prospective crack line(s). Then the
crack problem is solved with the reverse of these stresses actmg on L.
Let the prescribed stresses be given by

09i(%1,0) = —pi(x)  onlL, t=1,2,3 (84)

It is assumed that the same stresses act on both crack surfaces. Employing
the notation of the last section, boundary conditions for the inplane
stress components become

—pa(t) + ipa(t) = [$'()]* + [

: - (83)
—Do{t) + ipy(t) = [$'()]~ + [L'()]"  onl
Subtraction leads, as in Eq. (72), to the conclusion that
[#) — QO =1$) - 2@ onL (86)
\ Thus, ¢'(z) — £2'(2) is analytic along the crack line(s) and, therefore,

in the entire z plane. But both functions vanlsh at infinity for zero
remote stress and rotation. Thus

| 2(z) = ¢'(=) - | (87)
and both of Egs. (85) reduce to |
| —po(t) + ipy(t) =[¢' (O} +[¢'(1)]~  onL - (88)
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Suppose there are # finite cracks with left and right ends at ¢, , 4, ,..., 4,

and b, , b, ,..., b, , respectively, on the x, axis. Followmg the methods
of Muskehshv1l1 (1953a, 1953b), define

ki

x(2) = [] (z — a2 (= — &) (89)
i=1
Then, [x(t)]* -+ [x(f)]- = 0 on L when branch cuts are chosen along

the crack lines so that each set of terms in the product behaves as 1/z
for large 2. Equation (88) becomes

O O I R AO R R0 ni
ol e oy Bl avoy L 0

Thus, from Sect. I1,C, the solution is

vy XE2) 1 Pat) — ipy(2)
Y& = = o | T — 9

@t + P(2) x() (91)

where P(z) is analytic in the entire plane and thus a polynomial. Since
x(2) is order 1/2" for large 2, the vanishing of stresses at infinity requires
P(z) to be of order 2™1:

P(z) = AU —I— AIZ + 2_4222 + .en _|_ A‘n—lzn_l (92)

The solution is completed except for the determination of # complex
constants, A;. These are found by specifying the net Burgers vector
for each of the 7 cracks (that is, the total dislocational displacement
discontinuity that occurs when d(u, - 7u,)/0s is integrated on a circuit
surrounding each of the cracks). We shall consider dislocation pileup
problems in the next part for which these discontinuities are nonzero.
The net Burgers vector is taken ds zero, implying no residual stress
field in the absence of load, for the solutions which follow.

A similar analysis may be carried out for the antiplane strain loading,
093 = —p3 on L. The resulting stress function of Eq. (16) is

(3 = — X3 20) :
() = fh@ﬁ@—@ﬂfgwﬂﬁ" (93)
Here O(?) is a polynomial of order 2! with real coefficients, determined

by specifying the net Burgers vector in the x; direction for each of the
n cracks.



220 JAMES R. RICE

2. Finite Crack of Length 2a

Consider a single crack extending from —a to -+« on the x; axis.

The then constant polynomials P and Q vanish for smgle-valued
displacements and

(2% — a )—1/2

#(z) = — [7 o) — ipo (@t — ey 2

(94)

(22 — az)-l/z

T

f+ap (t) (a® — 1212 t__‘_if__

— 8

w'(2) = —

Upon comparing resulting crack tip stresses fields with Egs. (78), (80),
and (82), resulting stress-intensity factors for the crack tip at ) = a are

Ki—iKn = g [ (o) — im0 (55) @
95)

Ky = W f_épa(t) (a t i )1/2 di

A uniform remote stress state {Fig. 5) induces constant tractions in

_ A (022)eo

/ L 2l
(0'23)9_+7 (C12)e0

= == oy

o,

e/ < (c;a,)

) (61310:»

Fic. 5. Crack of length 2a in an infinite body subjected to a uniform remote stress
state (O'I;f)co .

the superposition problem, p,(t} = (o4;)s, Where (0};),, is the remote
stress state. Resulting stress functions from Eqs. (94) are

$'(2) = Hlo)e — i(on)o][3(s® — a®)71/2 — 1]
| (96)
w'(2) = (ogp)e [3(2% — 4*)7/2 — 1]

"3
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The uniform stress field (o;;),, must be added to this stress field to
“solve the problem of Fig. 5. Stress-intensity factors are

K = (o) (ma)'?, Ky = (op1)w (ma)'?, Km = (03)0 (7a)'*  (97)

3. Semi-Infinite Crack

Consider a crack extending from x, = —co to x; = 0. The general
solution of Egs. (91) and (93) still apply, except that y(z) must be
defined as 2~1/2 (with branch cut on the crack line) and the polynomials
taken as zero. Then
dt

t—=z

g1/2

¥ = =5 [ 100 — ipo) (- 1y
K ' .2 1/2 0 - dt ©8)
K —iKu= ()" [ 1pdt) — it 5
for the inplane modes.

4. Periodic Array of Cracks

Consider an infinite periodic array of cracks of length 24 on the x, axis,
with a center-to-center spacing of 2b as shown in Fig. 6, and subjected

N S SRR N

1 . ] ¥ [

i !
e 26 —> e 2b — :.-*b__.:
- : | t . )
—HcL— —-lup—— ; L-za-l | _"'“I" #
i_ _ I | : | : :
! ! ! | .

Vooov v

Fic. 6. The periodic array of collinear cracks provides an approximation to the double
edge, central, and single edge crack configurations.

to a uniform remote stress state. Following Koiter (1959), the solution
of Eq. (91) may be expressed in terms of trigonometric functions after
certain identities involving infinite products: '

$'(2) = H(on)e0 — Uou)o]{sin(m2[26)[5in?(m2/26) — sin(ma/26)]"V/2 — 1} (99)

The same result applies for w’(z), but with (vs), appearing as in
Egs. (96). The opening mode stress-intensity factor is

Ky = (029) (ma)' 2 [(2b[ma) tan(ma[20)]'/. . (100)
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and the same factor applies to the isolated crack results of Egs. (97)
for the inplane and antiplane sliding modes. This result forms a useful
approximation to the central crack, double edge crack, and single edge
crack configurations shown by the dashed line boundaries in Fig. 6.
The result is exact for antiplane loadings; the single edge crack in
tension provides the worst approximation due to the presence of bending
effects. Paris and Sih (1965) compare this result with more exact solutions.

5. Edge Crack in a Half Plane

The effect of a free surface may be seen with reference to an edge
crack of depth « along the x, axis of a half plane x;, > 0 subjected
to- a- uniform remote stress (oy), . 1Lhe integral formulation above
does not apply to this problem, but an exact solution has been given by
Koiter (1965) in terms of an integral which, when evaluated numerically,
leads to '

Ky = 1.12(03)0 ()2 | (101)

a correction of 129, on the result for the crack of length 2« in an infinite
~ body.

6. Penny-Shaped Crack

The axially symmetric problem of a circular crack of radius @ in an
infinite body has been considered by Sneddon (1946) and, in general
form, by Green and Zerna (1954). Near crack tip stresses and displace-
ments are identical to the plane strain results of Egs. (78) and (79).
If the crack is opened with normal tractions p(r) depending only on
radial distance from the crack center, the stress-intensity factor is

) g (102)

Ky = (ma)i’2 fﬂ (@® — r9)I/E

p(r) = o, in the superposition problem for a penny-shaped crack
in a remote uniform tensile stress field o, , and

Ki = (2fm) oufma)t’® | (103)

7. Other Elastic Crack Problems _
Irwin (1962) and Kassir and Sih (1966) have discussed the elliptical-

shaped crack in a uniform stress field and have given formulas for
the variation of K, with position on the elliptical crack boundary.
Plane problems of cracks in rectilinearly anisotropic materials are
discussed by Paris and Sih (1965); again, characteristic inverse square
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root singularities develop with the dependence of stresses on orientation
angle depending on the ratios of elastic constants. Rice and Sih (1965)
discuss problems of cracks along the bond line of two different elastic
materials. Williams (1961) has shown characteristic inverse square root
singularities to result also in thin plate bending problems, and some
solutions are given by Sih ez al. (1962). The further analysis of bending
singularities on the basis of a refined plate theory including edge effects
is discussed by Knowles and Wang (1960) and Williams (1962).

C. ApPROXIMATE METHODS FOR ELASTIC STRESS ANALYSIS OF CRACKS

1. Boundary Collocation of Stress F unctions |

We have seen the general form for inplane stress functions in Egs. (73)
and (75); these equations may be summarized as |

#(z) = () +5(2),  Q(F) = ¥(2) — &(2) (104)

where 2(z) is defined in Eq. (70) and stresses are given in terms of
the complex stress functions by Egs. (21). Recall that f(2) and g(z) are
analytic in the neighborhood of the crack tip. Now consider a finite
body containing a straight edge crack; suppose the crack surfaces are
free of tractions and that loadings are by prescribed tractions on the
remaining portion of the boundary. The most general form for the
stress functions then is Eq. (104) above, where f(z) and g(2) are analytic
everywhere within the body, including points along the crack line.
Any choice of f and g leaves the crack surfaces stressfree, so these
- functions need be chosen to satisfy boundary conditions on the uncracked
portion of boundary only. In a similar way, a slight modification of
the approach of the last subsection shows that, for a stra1ght mternal
crack of length 2« in a finite body,

¢'(2) = (28 — @)7V2f(2) + g(2),

(105)
Q(z) = (2* — a2 f(z) — §(2) ,
Again, f and g are analytic everywhere within the body, including points
along the crack line, and any choice for f and g leaves the crack surfaces
stress free. Thus, the functions are chosen to satisfy prescribed conditions
on the external boundary (and also to result in no net Burgers vector
on a circuit surrounding the crack). No general exact methods are
available for determination of f and g, but the method of boundary
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collocation provides a useful numerical method. Here, one assumes
forms for f and g, usually of the polynomial type

— N
@) =Fot P4 oo+ P 06
£(z) = Gy + Gyz + = + Gy
and determines the unknown constants F; and G, by matching prescribed
stresses at an appropriate number of discrete points on the boundary.
This procedure has been employed by Gross e al. (1964) and Gross
and Srawley (1965a, 1965b) in the analysis of several fracture testing
specimens containing single edge cracks, including the finite width
cracked strip subjected to bending and tension. These authors employ
a representation of the stress field based on the eigenvalue expansion of
Williams (1957), which is equivalent to the complex variable Eqs. (104).
While the Williams expansion is not suitable for treating internal cracks,
the complex variable form is readily extended to this case, as in
Egs. (105), and has been employed by Kobayashi et al. (1964) for the
problem of a central crack in a finite width strip. No careful studies on
numerical convergence have been carried out, and accuracy must be
judged largely by insensitivity of results to the inclusion of more terms
and by experience with other configurations.

2. Conformal Mapping

It is well known that any simply connected region can be mapped
conformally into a unit circle, and that the plane elasticity problems
may be reduced to the solution of a finite set of simultaneous equations,
provided the mapping function is expressible as a ratio of polynomials
{Muskhelishvili, 1953b; Sokolnikoff, 1956). The difficulties lie in finding
a mapping function and in approximating the function by a ratio of
polynomials. The procedure of solution is as follows: In the case where
tractions are prescribed on the boundary, an integration of the stress
Egs. (21) leads to the boundary condition

4s) + 25 + 9 = [ BT6) — T ds (107)

where T, are surface tractions, s denotes arc length (increasing in a
direction so that the material lies to left of the boundary) and the zero
point in the integration may be chosen arbitrarily.’ Let 2 = 2,(€) map
the region into the interior of a unit circle in the £ plane, and introduce
$1(€) = &(2), $,(€) = ¢¥(=). The boundary condition above then becomes

36+ 2055 1 5@ = [ 16 — Tle a0y

z,(£)
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Let o denote boundary values of £ and call F(o) the integral of surface _
tractions appearing on the right. Since £ = 1/o on the boundary,

()
& (/o

Since #,(1/€) is analytic outside the unit circle, and $,(0) may be chosen
to vanish without altering the stress field, an application of the Cauchy
1ntegral formula (Eq. (23)) leads to

(1fo) = F(o) (109

zfo) |, do 1 do :
808 + or § 1) 5= F = 3 §r0) -2 (10)
Recognizing that ¢,(£) is expressible in a power series form for ¢ within
the unit circle, the integral on the left side of this equation results in
a finite order polynomial in ¢ with coefficients depending linearly on
a finite number of the coefficients in the power series expansion of
$.(£), when the mapping function 2,(§) is a polynomial in £. Both sides
of Eq. (110) may be expanded in powers of ¢ and upon matching
coefficients, the. first few coeflicients in the power series for 951(5) are
obtained by sclving a set of linear simultaneous equatlons with remaining
coefficients being determined directly. Once ¢,(¢) is known, #,(§) is
obtained directly by applying the Cauchy integral formula to the
equation resulting upon equating the complex conjugates of both sides
of Eq. (109). A similar but more involved procedure may be employed
when the mapping function is a ratio of polynomials (Muskhelishvili,
1953b).
The mapping procedure applies also to the infinite region containing
a single interior void, where now the mapping function carries the
exterior of the void boundary onto the interior of a unit circle. If stresses
are applied at infinity, or if unbalanced forces act on the void surface,
or if the Burgers vector for the hole is nonzero, then the functions ¢,
and i, are not analytic within the unit circle. However, these functions
can be split into analytic and singular parts; the latter involve the terms
log £ and 1/¢, and their coefficients may be expressed directly in terms
of the remote stresses, unbalanced force, and Burgers vector (Sokolnikoff,
1956). The known singular parts may be included into the definition
of F(¢) in Eq. (109), and the same procedure of solution discussed
above applies for the analytic parts. Several problems in plane elasticity,
solved through conformal mapping, are discussed in the books by
Sokolnikoff  (1956), Muskhelishvili (1953b), and Savin (1961). Bowie
(1956, 1964) has developed polynomial approximations to actual mapping
functions - for several crack problems, and has employed methods
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discussed here for analysis of a finite strip with symmetric edge cracks
and for an edge crack emanating from the boundary of a circular hole
in an infinite body. A special feature of his method is that the sharpness
of the crack tip is retained in the approximate mapping so that the
same inverse square root singularity results.

3. Continuous Dislocation Arrays and Singular Integral Equations

A powerful method of analysis is based on the representation of
a crack by a continuous distribution of dislocation singularities. Consider
first an isolated straight dislocation line in the x; direction and let b
be the Burgers vector (b, is the integral of du;/0s taken contraclockwise

around the dislocation line). Suppose the dislocation line is at the
- point ¢ on the x; axis. For an infinite body, the solution is found by
writing the complex stress functions ¢, £2, and w in the form of constants
times log(z — ), and determining the constants so that displacement
discontinuities are correctly givén and no net force or moment acts on
a region enclosmg the dislocation. There results

G, +ib) 1

$'(x) = (e +1) 2 — ¢
o) = - S 1)

For a physical dislo_cetion, the plane strain value of x = 3 — 4v should
be chosen for the inplane (edge dislocation) components &, and b, .
Stresses acting along the x; axis are, from Egs. (16), (21), and (70),

. 2Gh I
onl®,0) = e + 1) %y —
2Gb 1
a0 = —E s T (12)
Gb 1
(%, 0) = 2,“_3 % — 1

To simulate the crack(s) lying along a portion L of the x, axis in an
~ infinite body, we introduce a continuous array of dislocations with
density functions p?), so that u,(t) di represents the infinitesimal
Burgers vector of a dislocation at ¢. Thus, for example, the continuous
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array of dislocations with Burgers vectors in the x, direction, as suitable
for the mode I tensile case, results in '

g — ’ _ G lu‘2(t)
prof?) .‘ |
oml® , 0) = W(K+1) [ i -y

Og1(%; , 0) = 0g3(;,0) =0

The last integral is interpreted in the Cauchy principal value sense.
Now consider a crack of length 24, as in the last subsection, with stresses
. Og9(%y , 0) = —py(x;) applied to its surface. We solve the problem by
choosing u.(f) to satisfy the singular integral equation

2G e #z(l‘)
(e + 1) — 1

Polto) = Ity <a (114)

and the condition of single valued dlsplacements requ1res that the net
Burgers vector be zero

[ “maya =0 (115)

We have outlined the solution of such integral equations in Sect. II,C.
Following that development from Eq.(28)-(34), it is clear that the
auxiliary analytic function f(2) introduced there is simply ¢'(2)/77, and,
on comparing Eq. (33) with the solution to the crack problem given by
Eq. (94), it is clear that the singular integral equation leads. to the
same solution. _ _

' Now consider the practical problem of a crack in a body with bound-
aries a finite distances from the crack line. Let us presume that the
‘solution for the problem of an isolated dislocation in the same body
with no crack is known. This solution will contain the singular terms
of Egs. (111) and additional nonsingular terms which are required to
satisfy boundary conditions. Note that the nonsingular solution may be
obtained by standard techniques such as conformal mapping, where,
in order to free the boundaries of stresses, tractions corresponding
‘to the negative of those given by the singular terms are prescribed.
Stresses created by the isolated dislocation will contain the singular
terms of Eqs. (112) plus nonsingular terms. Limiting attention to
symmetrical cases for which an edge dislocation -with Burgers vector



228 JAMES R. RICE

in the x, direction creates no shear stress on the x, axis (the prospective
crack line), the stress will have the form

2Gb,
m(x + 1)

1
ou(®1,0) = =+, 0) cw=on=0 @16
Thus, for the internal crack of length 22 on the x, axis subjected to
stresses og9(%; , 0) = —pu(x;), the governing integral equation for the
dislocation density is

W(Kzi ) " _#ald) [——-~r\(to,t)] dt, (tyl<a (117)

Polte) =
" We now follow Muskhelishvili (1953a) in reducing this equation to a
regular Fredholm integral equation which may be solved by standard
numerical techniques. Temporarily regarding '

Pa(to) + ;(T?‘i_l) fi: pe(t) A2y , 2) dt

as the prescribed function in the standard form of Eq. (28), p,(¢) may be
expressed by adopting the general solution of Eq. (34) to the present
case {for which y(2) = (2% — a?)71/%):

2G . 1 +a (a2 _— 12)1/2
m(x + 1) palto) = — ,,.z(az e f_a t—1, [Pz(t)

=7 W(K+ I f~ap2(s) A, 5) ds] (118)

Here, the constant k of Eq. (34) has been set equal to zero in corre-
spondence with the single valued displacement condition of Eq. (115).
Now let

=2 (2) Cwe — ey 9)

On comparing the singular crack tip stress field resulting from an
_ inverse. square root singularity in dislocation density with Egs. (78),
we find that this function has the specml feature of equahng the stress-
intensity factor at x, = a:

r(a) = K; . - (120)
The function 7(f) may now be entered as the unknown in the integral

equation and there results the Fredholm form

+a p(5) I'(t, , 1 o (g% — s2)i/2
r(t0)+ j_a%gt(%ij—z)ds = (,n.a)lizf . (a - _"t)

Do(t) dt ‘(121)
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The kernel is obtained by changmg the order of integration in Eq. (1 18)
and '

1 (¥e (g2 — 2\
I, =5[" (—z:":z_“ A, s) dt (122)

For Xa, s) and A(—a, 5) bounded (as must be the case for an internal
crack) the kernel I is a well-behaved function of #,. The singularity
in s poses no problem in numerical evaluation, for the substitution
s = q sin # results in bounded terms in the integrand. The integral
equation may be solved numerically by replacing the integral by a sum
based on unknown values of r{s) at discrete points of the integration
interval, resulting in a system of linear simultaneous equations, and
solutions to any degree of accuracy may be pursued. Thus, we see that
the solution of internal crack problems may be made to depend on
the solution of the considerably simpler problem of an isolated disloca-
tion, which determines the nonsingular contribution A(t,s) of the
dislocation stress field. Methods equivalent to this procedure have been
employed by Greif and Sanders (1965) in the analysis of the effect of
a reinforcing stringer attached to a cracked sheet and by Bueckner (1960)
in discussing several crack problems, including the edge—notched strip
in bendlng '

4. Other Numerical Methods

The methods discussed in this section are sufficient for handling
most two-dimensional crack problems of practical interest and, indeed,
a large number of solutions are available to date, as indicated by the
references. Unfortunately, no methods of comparable uséfulness are
available for .three-dimensional problems. Perhaps the finite element
method. of structural analysis summarized recently by Argyris (1965)
will prove useful for these problems, as the method has been notably
successful in dealing with singularities, cases for which finite difference
methods are usually inaccurate.

D. ENErGY VARIATIONS IN ELASTIC CRACK PROBLEMS

The computation of the potential energy difference for two otherwise
identical elastic bodies with notches of different sizes is discussed in
Sect. ILLE. The general result is given by Eq.(54), which leads to
Eq. (55) in the special case of linear behavior. In both of these formulas,
only the traction removal integral over the newly created surfaces
contributes for the special case of cracks. Considering the two-dimen-
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sional case of a crack along the x, axis and calling P the potential energy
per unit thickness, Eq. (55) for linear behavior leads to

dP
W T le o1, 0, D[us*(%,, 0,1 + 4I)

—u;(xy, 0,1 + A} dx, {123)

as the limiting form for an energy comparison of a crack of length !/
with one of length (I + 4I). The superscripts plus (4} and minus (—)
~denote upper and lower crack surfaces. Only the singular terms . of
Egs. (78)—(83) contribute in the limit, and there results

dP 1
—w ==

Km - (124)

Here, we have employed the plane strain value k = 3 — 4v in Eqgs. (79)
and (81); the 1 — »* factor should be removed for the plane stress
approximation. The symbol % was introduced by Irwin (1957, 1960),
who first derived this formula; we shall use it subsequently to ‘denote
the special linear elastic value of —dP/dl above, when discussing
nonlinear behavior. This computation has also been discussed by
Bueckner (1958) and Sanders (1960). It was shown in Eq. (68) that
the energy variation rate could alternately be expressed as the path-
independent integral [ which for linear behavior has the form

J= f (Bouyess dxy — T Ousf 0, ds) (125)
At

I" may be chosen as any path surrounding the crack tip. If we take it
to be a circle of radius r and let  — 0, it is clear that only the singular
terms of Eqs. (78)—-(83) contribute. An explicit calculation based on
these singular terms leads to .

J=e=12

) + o5 Kin (126)

‘and verifies the general proof of equality between | and —dP/dl in
Sect. ILE.

The existence of inverse square root singularities in elastic crack
problems is understood through energy comparisons. Note that for I”
a circular path in Eq. (125), dx, = # cos § df and ds = r df. By path
independence, [ is independent of #. Thus, the coeflicient of  in the
integrand must be order »—!. But, for a stress singularity of order ",
this coefficient is order #=**, so that #» must equal .
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Compliance Methods

We have noted that energy variations are expressible in terms of
the change in load deflection curves with increasing notch size, and that,
for linear behavior,

P _ o HOD _ 20D
— L=t - g L) (127)

where O and ¢ are a generalized force and displacement pair, as in
Fig. 1. Since these quantities may be measured experimentally and
since the rate of energy decrease is directly related to stress-intensity
factors, an experimental method (called the compliance test) may be
employed to find the intensity of the crack tip elastic singularity.
This method has been discussed by Irwin (1960). Srawley et al. (1964)
report the results of compliance testing on a single edge-notched tension
specimen. The dependence of stress-intensity factors on load-deflection
curves also permits approximate strength of materials style calculations.
Consider the split rectangular beam of Fig. 7a subjected to end forces O
per unit thlckness Simple beam theory gives

g = 8QB/ER® - - | (128)

for the separation of the beam arms when the ends at the crack tip are
considered clamped.

q
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Fi1g. 7. Near tip stress fields may be determined through energy methods (a) by
approximate strength of materials computations as for wedging open a cracked beam,
(b) by inspection or application of the path-independent integral, as for the clamped
strip with a long crack, and by experimental compliance measurements.
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Thus, from Egs. (124) and (127) with the (I — +?) dropped, since
simple beam theory is plane stress,

Ky = 20/301/13"2 (129)

Another simple example is afforded by the infinitely long cracked strip
with clamped boundaries given constant vertical displacements. Here,
it is instructive to employ the path-independent integral [ of Eq. (125)
evaluated on the dashed-line contour I" shown. Since dx, and Ou;/dx,
vanish on the clamped boundary and since o, and 7, vanish at
%, = —oo, the entire contribution comes from the portion of I’ at
x; = -+ oo. But du,;/0x, vanishes at ¥; = + o0, so that

Eh Ke :
J = Homemn)u b = m (eg0)2 = -fl (for plane stress). (130)

E. Erastic BRITTLE FRACTURE

We consider here two seemingly different approaches to elastic brittle
fracture, the Griffith (1920) theory and an atomic or molecular cohesive
force theory as discussed by Barenblatt (1962). By elastic brittle behavior
we understand an idealized case in which behavior is elastic up to
separation, |

1. Griffith Energy Balance

Consider a two-dimensional straight crack configuration and let [/
be a measure of crack length. We call P, the total potential energy of
the cracked body and follow Griffith in writing this as

Pr=P + 28I (131)

Here, P is the usual potential energy (per unit thickness) of the loaded
elastic body and includes both strain energy and the potential of applied .
loads. The term 28/ is an energy ascribed to the newly created crack
faces, where S is the surface energy, so that 2S5 is the work required
in the quasistatic direct normal separation of two unit area surfaces.
An equilibrium crack length corresponds to a stationary value of the
potential energy

dPpjdl =0, or —dPldl=2S (132)
The interpretation of this equation relies on further postulates on

the nature of crack extension. If crack extension is considered as fully
reversible, one finds that the most common loadings result in the
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equilibrium crack length being unstable; cracks could then not exist
unless some mechanism is postulated to keep them open under zero load.
The more usual interpretation relies on the postulate of preexisting
cracks which cannot rebond and shorten in length when loads are
removed. In this case, extension may occur when —dP/d! evaluated
at the preexisting crack length is sufficiently elevated by increasing
load to the critical value of 2.S. Subsequent crack extension may be
either stable, in the sense that growth occurs quasistatically under
increasing load, or unstable. The equilibrium crack length is unstable
and results in a running crack (since shortening is ruled out) when

~d?Pr|dl? = —d?P{dI* = 0 S (133)

Presuming loadings are by the tensile mode only, these equations
may be expressed in terms of stress-intensity factors through Eq. (124).
The critical intensity is ' o

| Ky = [2ES/(1 —»)P/? ' ' (134)
and the crack extension is unstable if | | | |

oK /ol = 0 - (135)

An example of an unstable configuration is the crack of length / in a
remote tensile field o, . Then K, = o,(#/2)}/* and oK,/ol > 0.
Wedge forces P per unit thickness at distance / from the tip of a long
crack afford an example of stable extension, for then, from Eq. (98),
K, = P(Q2/=I}}/? and éK,/ol < 0.

2. Cohesive Forces Model

The Griffith theory ignores the unrealistic prediction of singular
stresses at a crack tip and employs an energy balance to obtain a fracture
criterion. Another approach to the problem of elastic brittle fracture
has been originated in work by Barenblatt (1962). Prospective fracture
surfaces ahead of a crack are permitted to separate under loading,
with the separation opposed by atomic or molecular cohesive forces.
Figure 8 shows a crack with a zone of cohesive forces ahead. The total
separation distance between upper and lower crack surfaces is called
8 = 8(xy) = uy*(%,, 0) — uy~(x, , 0), and the cohesive restraining stress
o(8) is shown as a function of 8. The total cohesive zone size is
determined from a boundedness condition, so that the positive stress
singularity at the outer edge of the cohesive zone is just canceled by
the negative singularity due to the cohesive stresses o(8) acting in the
zone. Consequently, the crack tip closes smoothly and stresses are
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A° {8)= Restraining stress

Xz
| 8 = Separation distance

8= Tip opening
displacement

Fic. 8. Cohesive force approach to elastic brittle fracture; area under cohesive stress
versus separation distance curve is twice the surface energy.

bounded. Barenblatt (1962) treats the problem through a special postulate
on the shape of the deformed surfaces. However, a recent analysis
(Rice, 1967a) of the problem employing the path-independent integral [
(Eq. (60)) removes this artificial restriction. First note that the proof
of path independence in Sect. ILLE applies for any group of contours I"
surrounding the crack tip and not passing through the cohesive zone.
We therefore make the convenient choice, shown in Fig. 8, of shrinking I"
down to the upper and lower surfaces of the coheswe zone. Since dx, = 0
for this choice of T,

_ Ui 5. & _
] = ——-J. T‘L d J.c-z. 0225&:(“24' —_ uZ )dxl

- J-c.z. Uéaf_ldxl - fc.z.aixl [f: 6(8) da] dxl
5, : '
— fﬁ o(3) d - (136)

Here, c.z. stands for the cohesive zone and &, is the separation distance
at the crack tip. Now let 8* be the separation distance when the surface
atoms can be considered pulled out of the range of cohesive forces.
Then the equilibrium condition at which crack extension is just possible

corresponds to loads large enough to elevate [ to a value correspondmg
to §;, = 6™

]:jjqa@ (137)

Now let us suppose that the cohesive zone at extension is very small
compared to other geometric dimensions of the problem. The integral |
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being path independent, we can choose I to lie at large distances from
the cohesive zone, where the deformation field is indiscernible from
the usual elastic solution, which does not consider cohesive forces.
Thus, by Eq. (68), J is equal to the potential energy decrease rate of
the usual noncohesive elastic solution, Also, by definition of surface
energy, the total area under the cohesive stress-separation distance
curve is twice the surface energy. We thus see that the cohesive force
theory and Griffith theory lead to identical predictions of the equilibrium
crack length for small cohesive zones. Predictions of stability for the
cohesive model depend on J. If J decreases with increasing crack length,
further load is required to achieve §, = 8%, and we have stability;
if [ increases, the equilibrium equation (Eq. (136)) cannot be satisfied,
and we have instability. Thus, with the equality between [ and the
energy decrease rate of the noncohesive crack solution, stability predic-
tions are also identical. We conclude that the Griffith and the cohesive
force theories are fully identical in their prediction of fracture behavior,
so long as the usual condition of a small cohesive zone is met.

F. DyNAMIC SINGULARITIES FOR RUNNING CRACKS

We consider the two-dimensional plane strain problem of a running
crack in an elastic material. The displacement vector may be split into
irrotational and solenoidal parts by introducing functions ®(x, , x, , ),

W (xy, %, ,1
(52, %, 2): I b o 138
VT, T em, 2T ox, O : (138)

The stress equations of motion and isotropic stress-strain relat:ons are
satisfied if (Kolsky, 1953)
C2 VD — 2:®[or,  C2V2W = o*Wjor (139)

where C,; and C, are the dilatation and shear waVe speeds. We consider
the special case of a crack with 2 tip propagating at constant velocity V
in the x, direction and introduce the notations (Yoffé, 1951)

x= — Vt,  yg= gy, YV, = oy (140)
where _
=1 — (V2]C?), al =1 — (V3C2) ' (141)
Then, writing @(x, y5, t) = DP(xy, %, , 1), etc., one obtains
Rp, PPy 1 2P, o, 0¥, 1 &%, (142)

o oy ofCE o0 x| gy2 agiCp o

in the moving coordinate system.
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Having compensated for the moving crack boundary, we can obtain
the structure of the stress singularity by ignoring the time-derivative
terms and seeking appropriate singular solutions of the Laplacian
equations

20, 0,

>,  &PY,
Ox? oy P +

R

These may be solved in a2 manner analogous to Williams’ (1957) treat-
ment of the static case. We suppose the crack tip to be at the origin
of the moving coordinate systems and introduce polar coordinates’ 7q, by
and r, , 0, where

=0, =0 (143)

rde“d = x + iyg = (%, — Vi) + dogx,

. : (144)
7,60 = x -+ iy, = (xy — V) + dogx,
Then, assuming harmonic solutions of the form
&, = Arjrcosnby, ¥, = —Brsinnb, (145)

(which give symmetric stresses as appropriate to the tensile mode)
one finds that stressfree crack surface boundary conditions result in
two linear homogeneous equations for 4 and B. Setting the determinant
of coeflicients equal to zero, one finds

n=2%  B=[0(+a2]4 (146)

The spatial constant 4 can only be determined by complete solutions
of boundary value problems, but these equations are sufficient to
determine the functional form of the near crack tip stress distribution,
which is the dynamic analog of Egs. (78). The resulting near tip field is

3 cos(6,/2) 4oy  cos(8,/2)
o = 3 GA[(1 + 2 — o) R o, )]
6 sin(8,/2 sin(8,/2
019 = 4 GAoy, [ ,.(:l/‘:/ ) - ,.(1/2/ )] (147)
3 cos(6;/2) 4oy cos(B,/2)7
O =7 GA [ —(1 + &) ,,(;,Z 1+ ;sz 172 ]

where G is the shear modulus. A dynamic stress-intensity factor may be
related to the spatial constant 4 by

3(2m) /2 Gldoey — (1 + a2)?] 4

Kp= AT+ ad)

(148)



3. MATHEMATICAL ANALYSIS IN THE MECHANICS OF FRACTURE 237

" so that o,, = Kp/(2nr)L/? dlrectly ahead of the tlp, in analogy to the
static zero-velocity limit. .

Two general types of dynamic problems have been considered.
Yoffé (1951) and Craggs (1960} dealt with similar problems, the former
with a crack of constant length being opened at one end and closed
at the other with constant speed, and the latter with a semi-infinite
crack subjected to surface loads with points of application moving at
the same speed as the crack. Broberg (1960) and Baker (1962) treat
the crack as suddenly opening from zero length and symmetrically
growing with constant velocity. Some features of the solutions to
these two problem types have been compared by Cotterell (1964).
The Yoffé-Craggs solutions result in dynamic stress-intensity factors
independent of velocity and thus identical to the corresponding static
problems. Employing a Griffith-type theory to predict the load required
to maintain a given velocity (Craggs, 1960), their solutions indicate a
steady decrease of load to zero at the Rayleigh surface wave velocity
(0.91 to 0.95C, for typical values of Poisson’s ratio). As we shall discuss
subsequently, this unacceptable result is related to the neglect of an
analysis of how their steady-state condition is achieved. The more
realistic Broberg-Baker analysis leads to a dynamic stress-intensity
factor whose ratio to the static value for the same crack length decreases
to zero at the Rayleigh surface speed (Cotterell, 1964). It is not, however,
the Rayleigh speed which sets the practical upper limit on crack velocity.
A figure in the neighborhood of half the shear wave speed (and thus,
approximately, of the Rayleigh speed) is typical for many brittle materials
(Schardin, 1959). Yoffé suggested an explanation on the basis of a
bifurcation of the above near crack tip dynamic stress field. She noted
that, at approximately half of the shear speed, the angle at which the
maximum circumferential stress (og in polar coordinates) occurs shifts
from the line in front of the crack to an angle of 4-60° with the crack line.
" This observation is consistent with crack branching and the sometimes
roughened fracture surface appearance near the terminal speed.

Another result of the near tip stress distribution is the decrease in
stress triaxiality in front of the crack with increasing speed. Computing
the ratio of principal stresses, oy, perpendicular to the prospective
fracture surface and oy, parallel, from Egs. (147)

oo ooy — (1 + a2)?

o (14 202 — o)1 + o2) = dayy, (149)
This ratio falls continuously, with increasing velocity, from unity,
in the static case, to zero at the Rayleigh speed (defined by the vanishing
of the numerator). The drop is initially slow, however, with the ratio
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lying between 0.9 and 0.7 in the terminal velocity range of 0.4 to 0.6 times
the Rayleigh speed. This drop in stress triaxiality may be at least partly
responsible for the increasing fracture toughness at high crack speeds
in rate sensitive ductile materials which exhibit an initial embrittlement
with load rates (Eftis and Krafft, 1965). Returning to the Craggs—Yoffé
analysis and their predicted drop in required load with increasing
velocity, it 1s clear that, since the dynamic stress-intensity factor is
speed-independent in their solution, g, will be finite for any finite load.
Since the stress ratio approaches zero at the Rayleigh speed, oy; would
become infinite, and any finite region near the crack tip would have
an infinite strain energy (and kinetic energy). Essentially, then, their
result simply says that if a cracked body has an enormous amount of
energy near the tip, very little load is required to maintain the crack
speed. Thus, the important point in interpreting such steady-state
solutions is the question as to how the energy content was achieved.
The Broberg—Baker solution provides a mechanism by starting from
zero crack size in a static stress field. Indeed, the dynamic stress-intensity
factor (and thus oy,) drops to zero at the Rayleigh spced in their solution,

as noted above : -

G. StrEss CONCENTRATIONS AND ENERGY VARIATIONS FOR NOTCHES

1. Elliptical Hole

Consider the elliptical hole, of semiaxes a in the x, direction and &
in the x, direction, in an infinite plane subjected to remote biaxial
inplane tensions {(c3;). , (02)c and antiplane shear (o,3), (Fig. 9). The
inplane problem is readily solved by the conformal mapping procedures
of Sect. III,C, on noting (Sokolnikoff, 1956) that a transformation of
the form 2(&) = C,¢ + C,/¢ carries the exterior of the ellipse onto
the interior of a unit circle. A similar, but easier, method of sclution
may be developed for the antiplane problem. Resultmg stresses at
the end of the semiaxis of length a are

0922, 0) = (gg9) [1 + 2(a/b)] — (Ull)co
= (oga)e [1 -+ 2(afr,t?] — (0'11)oo (150)
o33(2, 0) = (Tog)w [1 + (@/0)] = (025)ee [1 + (afr;)/*]

where 7, = b%/a is the root radius of curvature. Aside from the stress
concentration on the notch surface, another feature of the solution
is the rapid rise of oy, from zero at the surface, creating a high stress
triaxiality for plane strain conditions. In the limiting case of a crack,
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* (T22)0

/ %23)03

Fic. 9. Elliptical hole in an infinite body; uniform remote stresses,

Eqs. (78), oy, = 04, directly ahead of the tip. The solution for an
ellipsoidal cavity has been given by Sadowsky and Sternberg (1949)
and many other notch stress concentrations are discussed in the books

by Neuber (1937), Savin (1961), and Peterson (1953).

2. Energy Comparisons

The general results on energy comparisons of Sect. ILE serve as a
technique for the approximate estimation of stress-concentration factors.
First, we obtain estimates of how much potential energy decrease
rates for notches differ from those for cracks of similar size. Consider
the general case of an ellipsoidal cavity, with semiaxes a, b, ¢, in a
uniform remote stress field (o). . The linear elastic result of Eq. (55)
may be employed, taking the state o¥; , € to denote the uniform deforma-
tion field with no cavity present and the state of; + doy;, €f; + dey
to denote the field after introducing the cavity. Then 7'° of Eq. (55)
equals (o;;).n; on the cavity surface 4.5, where the unit normal points
into the cavity. Now we employ a special feature of the problem of an
ellipsoidal inclusion in an infinite body (the cavity being a limiting
case of an inclusion with zero elastic moduli). As Eshelby (1957) has
noted, strains are constant in the inclusion. Thus, surface displacements
of points on the ellipsoidal boundary are given by (except for an
unessential rigid body translation and rotation)

ud 4 du, = ex, | (151)

2y )
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where the symmetric set of constants €}; are the strains in the imagined
zero moduli inclusion. These may be determined in a simple way
from known values of stress concentrations at the semiaxes, for the
“inclusion” strains must be compatible with strains on the void bound-
ary. Equation (55) then becomes, for the potential energy reduction
due to introducing the cavity, |

—AP =} [ (oo (o @V — 4 [ (0n)a mleh — ()] %4
av .45

= 3(0,), e, AV = %'rmbc(oz.j)

A (152)
Presuming only the inplane components (o1;)w , (093)0.t0 act on the
two-dimensional configuration of Fig.9, matching void strains with
surface strains under plane strain conditions leads to

1 —»? 1 — 2
@ =7 on0,8), e = —F—0,(a,0)
(153)
e =€ =0 "

Now, defining P as the potential energy per unit thickness, writing

the two-dimensional version of Eq.(152), and employing the stress

concentration Eq. (150) for oyy(a, 0) and a similar equation for ¢,,(0, ),

the reduction in energy due to introduction of the elliptical hole is
—AP = 3(o,),, €; 44 = 3mab(c,),, <,

- E 2 {(022)00 + (013)’b® + H(0m)o — (on)<]® ab} (154)

If we let = 2a denote the total length of the elliptical hole in the
x, direction and call —dP/dl the rate of energy variation with respect
to notch length when the thickness 4 is held constant,

dP 19(4P) _ w(l —v) . - ., 2
— =55 = = {(oe)n’a + [(o2)0 — (o11)w]? B/4} (155)

Comparing with the case of a crack (& = 0),
o
— = = =5 (on)"a (156)

(which could have been independently written from Egs. (124) and (97)),
there is seen to be no effect of notch thickness when the remote stress
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is equal biaxial tension. For uniaxial remote stress, the energy decrease
rate is the same as for a slightly longer crack with effective half length

act = afl + (bjda)] C157)

A similar slight effect of notch thickness was found by Bowie and
Neal (1967). They considered a flat surfaced edge notch with semi-
circular tip in a semi-infinite plane and independently derived the
linear elastic version of our Eq.(59). Employing a variation of the
approximate conformal mapping procedure of Sect. III,C, they found
an energy release rate corresponding to the edge crack stress-intensity
factor of Eq. (101), but with an effective crack depth (to within 19,).

@epr == a(l + 0.18?’:/(1_) (158)

where 7, is root radius and a is the total notch depth. Starting from
Eq. (152), a similar result could be established for the effective penny-
shaped crack radius of an axially symmetric ellipsoidal void. The last
two equations show that energy rates for cracks differ little from those
for notches of comparable length and position, with corrections which
are not large, even for circular holes, and which become negligible for
narrow notches (say, a/b or a/r, > 4. Thus, compliance tests to deter-
mine stress-intensity factors may accurately be carried out with machined
notches (as is generally the case). Also, as suggested by Bowie and Neal,
photoelastic analyses may be employed to determine the surface strain
energy density of smooth ended notches, so as to compute energy rates
from Eqs. (58) and (59), and thus crack tip stress-intensity factors.

3. Approximate Estimates of Stress Concentrations

We can reverse the viewpoint above and regard the energy variation
rate as known for narrow notches, either from a solution of the related
crack problem or from compliance methods, and use the relation between
energy rate and surface strain energy to estimate stress concentrations.
For example, with a narrow flat-surfaced notch in a two-dimensional
plane strain deformation field, Eq.(59) and the approximation of

the energy rate as the value for a sumlarly loaded body with a crack
of the same length leads to ‘

(1—®Kg 11—
E T2 E frt"dxﬂ

11 =t

I +7/2
=53] @rdcoskds  (159)

—1i2
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Here, o is the surface stress, I', denotes the curved notch tip, ¢ is the
tangent angle, and 7,(¢) is the radius of curvature, as in Fig. 10. Now,
if an approximate form containing an unknown constant is chosen for
the dependence of the surface stress on orientation angle ¢, the equation
serves to evaluate the constant and thus to estimate the maximum stress.

"‘2_ : ¢

t
2h ry (qb)

Fic. 10. Coordinates employed for description of notch surface; ¢ is tangent angle
and »/¢) is radius of curvature,

In view of the result noted by Eshelby for ellipsoidal inclusions, it is
reasonable to approximate surface strains on the notch tip as being
compatible with the homogeneous deformation of an imagined zero
moduli inclusion. Calling e, the surface strain at ¢ = 0, the inclusion
strain is taken as €3, = €,,,,, with all other components vanishing.
Compatibility of strains on the notch boundary then leads to the
approximation for surface strains

&($) A emax cOs’ (160)

The corresponding approximation for surface stresses, o(¢) &~ o,.x
cos?$, when inserted into Eq. (159) then leads to the approximate
maximuin concentrated stress

o ~ \/ iKI . (E)lm ﬁ
" (e rdd) cog dgfe \8) AP

the later form applying to the case of a semicircular tip 7,(¢) = r,,
a constant. As an example, for a narrow flat-surfaced notch of length 2a
and semicircular tip in an infinite body subject to a remote stress (o45), ,

K, = (059)w(ma)t/? from Eq. (97), and

(161)

omas ~ (157) o () = 2430 () (162)

Equation (159) also sets an absolute lower bound on the maximum
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stress arising at the tip of a narrow flat-surfaced notch, for applying
the inequality ¢ <C o, leads to

K

K12 <% i‘»)'n r dx, = Uilaxh: or Omax = le/Ié (163)
£ .

where (Fig. 10) % is the half thickness of the notch. Thus, for example,

with the narrow notch of length 2a in a remote stress field (oy).,

Omax == 7 /%(05). (a/R)12 (164)

regardless of the shape of the notch tip.

IV. Plasticity in the Analysis of Deformation and Fracture

Elastic-plastic and fully plastic analyses are required both for the better
understanding of fracture at the conventional macroscopic continuum
level and for the relation of macroscopic analyses to the mechanics of
brittle and ductile separation processes operative on the microscale.
In contrast to elastic fracture mechanics, methods of analysis in the

-inelastic range are much less developed. Thus, results presented in

this part are, 1n places, tentative and incomplete. Nevertheless, some
significant advances have been made and the increased understanding
of fracture accompanying current and future developments will likely
be great.

A. SMALL-ScALE YIELDING NEAR CRACKS AND _NOTCHES

Consider a loaded elastic-plastic body containing a crack or narrow
notch, as in Fig. 11a, and suppose the load level is sufficiently low so
that. the yielded zone at the tip is small compared to characteristic
geometric- dimensions such as notch length, unnotched width, etc.
The situation envisioned here has been termed “small-scale yielding”
and is the situation in which linear elastic stress-intensity factors form
a useful measure of the intensity of the surrounding elastic field
(Sect. ITJ,A). A special boundary layer formulation is then possible
for determination of the near tip elastic-plastic field (Rice, 1966b,
1967b,c). First recall that when the notch is presumed to be a sharp
crack, the near tip field from a linear elastic analysis has the form,

in the case of tensile mode I loadings as in Fig. 11a,

_K
(2mr )12

Oy =

fi(0) + other terms bounded at the crack tip ~ (165)
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M

"
{a) (b)

Fic. 11. (a) Smali-scale vielding near a narrow notch or crack. (b} The actual con-
figuration is replaced by a semi-infinite notch in an infinite body; actual boundary con-
ditions are replaced by the requirement of an asymptotlc approach to the linear elastic
crack tip stress field.

- Here, the set of functions f;;(f) are as in Egs. (78), and are.the same

for all symmetrically loaded crack configurations. Now consider the
material as elastic-plastic and the notch either a sharp crack or a narrow
void. One anticipates that the elastic singularity governs stresses at
distances from the notch tip that are large compared to the (small)
yield zone and root radius dimensions, but still small compared to
characteristic geometric dimensions such as notch length. Then the
statement that the elastic singularity governs may be expressed in a
formal way by saying that the actual configuration (Fig. 11a) may be
replaced by a notch of semi-infinite length in an infinite body (Fig. 11b),

and the actual boundary conditions may be replaced by the boundary-

layer type requirement of an asymptotic approach to the elastic smgu—
larity stress distribution at large distances. That is, :

(2m')1 i fi(f)  as r— o0 - (166)

where K, is the stress-intensity factor for the associated elastic crack
problem. Such small-scale yielding solutions for cracks are mathe-
matically exact only in the limit of a vanishingly small plastic zone.
But small-scale yielding solutions have been found to be highly accurate
approximations to available complete solutions up to substantial fractions
(typically, one-half) of general yielding loads (Rice, 1967b).
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Recall that we have introduced the path-independent integral J,
J= [ (Wdvy~T - oujox, &) (167)
r CoL

for two-dimensional deformation fields in Sect. ILE. The proof of
path independence applies strictly to paths I' surrounding the notch
tip in elastic material outside the plastic zone. Path independence
results also for paths passing through the plastic zone when a deformation
plasticity theory, which is really nonlinear elasticity, is employed.
Let us take I" to be a circle of radius  lying outside the plastic zone
in Fig. 11b. We can let 7 — co without altering the value of the integral.
Since both W and T - du/ox, are of quadratic order in stresses in the
linear elastic portions of material, and since dx, == 7 cos § d# and
ds = r df, only the asymptotically approached inverse square-root stress
distribution need be taken into account for evaluating the integral.
Thus, [ has the same value in the small-scale yielding solution as it
has for the linear elastic crack solution, namely

J=0 —»*)Kg3E (168)

for plane strain tensile mode loadings (cdmpar_e Eq. 126)). The more
general result for small-scale yielding involving the inplane or antiplane
sliding modes of loading, or for combined mode loadings, is that

J=¢ (169)

where ¢ 1s Irwin’s linear elastic energy rate, given in terms of stress-
intensity factors in Sect. III,D. We shall see that the choice of special
1ntegrat1on paths for the integral ], along with the fact that its value
is known, provides a useful tool for elastic-plastic analysis,

Employment of the path-independent integral also provides a useful
technique in situations involving large-scale plastic yielding. Although
its value is not then known, we can, within the approximation of a
deformation theory, fall back on the physical interpretation in terms
of an energy comparlson for similarly loaded bodies containing notches
of neighboring sizes. This interpretation justifies approximate calcula-
tions as, for example, in connection with the two configurations of
Fig. 7. Highly simplified elastic-plastic models may also be suitable.
For, even though the solution would then be wrong in detail, one
might confidently expect accurate predictions of a gross feature of
~ the solutlon such as the energy rate.
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B. Cracks 1IN ErLasTic-PrasTic ANTIPLANE STRAIN FIELDs

Cracks opened by tensile model loadings are of primary interest
in the mechanics of fracture. Mathematical difficulties have to date
prevented a detailed treatment of elastic-plastic problems in this case.
The same is not so for the antiplane mode III loading of cracks and
a number of solutions (Hult and Mc Clintock, 1956; Neuber, 1961;
Rice, 1966b, 1967c) have been obtained for this class of problerns,
including both perfectly plastic and strain-hardening behavior. While
the precise relevance to tensile problems is uncertain, McClintock and
Irwin (1965) have pointed out that several observed features of tensile
crack extension are ant1c1pated from antiplane solutions. :

1. Perfect Plasticity

We have reviewed the general construction of plastic region stress
fields and the form of displacement increment relations for the antiplane
straining of an isotropic perfectly plastic material in Sect. II,D. Thus,
following Hult and McClintock (1956), stresses are constant along radial

Xz To

Plastic
zone

a®

Fic. 12. Antiplane deformation of a perfectly plastic material; o3¢ = 7, throughout
plastic zone, R{(f) is distance to elastic-plastic boundary.

lines in a plastic zone adjacent to a crack tip, as in Fig. 12. In polar
coordinates, the lines # = constant are the « lines of Sect. II,D and

" O39 = Tg Ogp = 0 (170)

where 7, is the yield stress in shear. Antiplane displacement increments
du, in the course of loading are thus also constant along the radial
lines, from Eq. (49), so that u; = u3(6) in the plastic region for monotonic
loading. Introducing the “engineering’ shear strains, calling R(6) the
distance to the elastic-plastic boundary as in Fig. 12, and noting that
va0 = Yo = To/G (the initial yield strain) on the boundary,

1 éu R(8) on
Yse = 1,863—"70 (): _'Yaa-m‘a—:

=0 (17

¥
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In terms of distance to the elastic-plastic boundary, displacements
in the plastic region are thus given by

1= ul®) = vo | RE) B (172)

where we take the displacement as zero on the line ahead of the crack.
Note that the displacement is discontinuous at the crack tip and a
total opening displacement §, results where

- {2

b = w(m[2) —w(—wi2) =7 [ R(B)dB (173

The plastic region solution is completed once the distance R(f) to

the boundary is known. This must be chosen in such a way that a

linear elastic stress field exists, nowhere violating yield and in satisfaction

of prescribed loads and certain continuity conditions (Prager and

Hodge, 1951) on the elastic-plastic boundary. From Sect. I,B, stresses

in the elastic region are representable in terms of an analytic function
of x = %, + ix, as

g -+ i = w'(3) (174)

We may profitably change our point of view, now, and regard this
equation as saying that z is an analytic function of oy, + foy; in the
elastic region. Equivalently, x, — ix, is.an analytic function of o4, — #oy, ,
which we write as ‘

— txy = F(£) (175)

‘where F is analytic and the dimensionless stress ¢ is

& = (040 — 1049)/7, (176)

This transformation is especially effective since the unknown elastic-
plastic boundary maps into a portion of a unit circle in the ¢ plane.
Boundary conditions on F(¢) along the elastic-plastic boundary are
obtained by noting, in reference to Fig. 12, that £ = ¢ at a point on
the boundary with polar coordinate # and that x; — ixy, = R(B)e™* at
that point. Thus, we have

R(0) = F(e) (177)

as a formula for distance to the boundary once F(£) is known, and, smce
R(#) must be real, we have the boundary condition :

Im{e*F(eif)} = 0 (178)

along the unit arc map of the elastic-plastic boundary in the ¢ plane.
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2. Small-Scale Yielding Solution for Perfect Plasticity

In accord with the discussion of Sect. IV,A, we obtain the small-scale
yielding solution by viewing a crack as semi-infinite and by imposing
asymptotic boundary conditions of an approach to the mode III elastic
singularity. From Egs. (77) and (82), the asymptotic condition becomes,
with reference to Fig. 13a,

. KIII
032—|—1031—>W .as |z|—> o (179)
Plane
X2 B ¥ €
R(6)
P P
Ax B %) A M he T32/ T
Ba C D
(a)
€1 Singularity
O'3|/T°

{b)

FiG. 13. Small-scale vielding solution for elastic-perfectly plastic antiplane strain.
(a) Physical plane. (b) Map of -elastic region of physicai plane onto interior of unit semi-
circle in stress plane, with corresponding points as labeled.

where K is the stress-intensity factor from a linear elastic solution
to the crack problem. This condition may be expressed in terms of

F(£) of Eq. (175) as
Kin
2722

x, — iy = F(§) > as [£]—0 (180)

The map of the physical x;x, plane of Fig. 13a into the £ plane is shown
in Fig. 13b. Points at infinity map into the origin of the ¢ plane, the
elastic-plastic boundary. maps into a unit semicircle, and the crack
surfaces map into the imaginary £ axis, all as shown. Since &, == 0
on the crack surfaces, F(¢) must be real on the imaginary £ axis. A
solution satisfying this condition, as well as Eq. (178) on the elastic-
plastic boundary, and which correctly gives the asymptotic behavior
as required by Eq. (180), is

2
KIII

Z
277y

(1+1)  . asy



3. MATHEMATICAL ANALYSIS IN THE MECHANICS OF FRACTURE 249

The resulting distance R(f) to the elastic-plastic boundary is obtained
from Eq. (177) as

2
KIII

2
Ty

R(6) = Rycos,  where Ry = (182)

The plastic zone is a circle (as shown in Fig. 13a) of diameter R, .
Resulting strains and displacements within the plastic zone and crack
opening displacement are

ver = K} cosé _0 |
36 . WGTO -y ’ Yar = (183)
. K& . . 2K . ) :
Uy — 'J_‘?’GTO SIn 9, 8t -— *1;—@“;;- = ZVORO

Solving for stresses in the elastic region, from Egs. (175) and (181), '

. K2 —1/2
Ggp + 103, = K [211' (.2' - 211;212 )] (184)
and we see that the effect of yielding is to create a stress field identical
to the characteristic elastic singularity field, but shifted ahead by half
the plastic zone diameter as if the crack tip were at the center of the

plastic zone. This interpretation was first noted by Irwin and Koskinen
(1963). A R

3. Complete Solutions for Perfect Plasti'cz'ty

The small-scale yielding approximation becomes poor at load levels
inducing plastic zones comparable to characteristic geometric dimen-
sions, and recourse must be made to complete solutions. These have
been given by Hult and McClintock (1956) for an edge crack in a
semi-infinite plane subjected to a uniform remote stress state, and by
Rice (1966b) for an edge crack in a finite-width plane. The latter solution
applies also to the antiplane versions of the double edge, internal, and
periodic array crack configurations shown in Fig. 6. Employing the same
notation of a for crack length and 4 for plane width, the mode III
elastic stress-intensity factor for a uniform remote antiplane shear stress
is

Kut = 7o(ma)t/2 [(2b/wa) tan(ma/2b)[/2  where 7, = (o3)e (185)

and low stress level solutions are obtained through the above small
yielding results with this value of K;;. The method of obtaining
the complete solution parallels the small-scale yielding procedure.
The elastic region of the physical plane is mapped into the ¢ (dimen-
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sionless stress) plane. Again, the elastic-plastic boundary maps into
a unit semicircle and crack surfaces map into the imaginary ¢ axis,
as in Fig. 13b. But now the mapping is somewhat complicated by
the x, direction surfaces of the finite-width plane transforming into a
slit extending out from the origin along the real ¢ axis. Boundary
conditions are set on F({) = (x; — ix,) and the problem is reduced
to a standard type which can be solved by conformal transformation
of the slit semicircle onto a semicircle with no slit, the latter configuration
being one for which Laplacian equations are readily solved. We shall
discuss a similar procedure in connection with strain hardening below,
and therefore only note results here.

For the special case of an edge crack in a semi-infinite plane (b = o0),
resulting expressions for the length R;, over which the plastic zone

extends in front of the crack, and for the crack opening displacement §,
are {Rice, 1966b)

Bo=al T e () -]

(186)
5 = 2y [ (1 + ) B — 1] |

where s = 7,/7y, and E; and E, are complete elliptic integrals of the
first and second kind, respectively. These may be shown to reduce
to the small scale yielding results at low stress levels when terms of
order s* are negligible compared to unity. The plastic zone elongates
from the circular shape at higher stress levels, much as in Fig. 12,
and at the limit load the zone extends to infinity in the x, direction
with a height in the x, direction which asymptotically approaches
4a/w. Figures 14 and 15 show numerical results for this case as well
as for finite-width planes with ratios a/b of crack length to plane width
equal to 1/5 and 3/5. The graphs show the dimensionless plastic zone
size and opening dlsplacement

R, (naj2b) ctn(ma/2b) g S (7a[2b) ctn(ra/28)
a (1 —aby 2y0¢ (1 — ajb)?

as a function of the ratio of net section stress to yield stress, 7,/7,,
where 7,, = 7,(1 — a/b)7! is the average stress on the uncracked width.
These particular dimensionless combinations are chosen since both
equal (r,/7y)? for any ratio of a/b, according to the small-scale yielding
solution with stress-intensity factor as given by Eq. (185). The small-
scale yielding results are shown by the dashed lines in both graphs.
- The factor depending on the ratio of @ to 4 in the above dimensionless
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Fic. 14, Variation of plastic zone size with net section stress, for different crack-
length-to-plane-width ratios. Dashed line shows small-scale yielding approximation.
Antiplane strain of elastic perfectly plastic material (Rice, 1967h).

combinations has numerical value 1.00 when a/b = 0, 1.51 for alb = 1/5,
and 4.28 for a/b = 3/5. Deviations from the dashed-line results indicate
the range of validity of the small-scale yielding approximation. Plastic
zone size predictions begin to deviate significantly from 30 to 509, of
the limit load in Fig. 14, with less deviation for the larger crack length-
to-width ratios. Opening displacements deviate significantly from 60 to
70% of the limit load, again with less deviation for the larger ratios.
"The elastic-plastic crack problem in antiplane strain may be formulated
in a similar fashion for anisotropic perfectly plastic materials having
arbitrary convex yield surfaces in the two-dimensional oy, , oy, stress
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Fic. 15. Variation of crack opening displacement with net section stress, for different
crack length to width ratios. Dashed line shows small-scale yielding approxn‘natmn
Antiplane strain of elastic perfectly plastic material (Rice, 1967b).

space. The procedure is outlined in a survey on crack plasticity by
Rice (1967b), and a membrane analogy is presented which allows
effective visualization of solutions. Some small-scale yielding solutions
are also given. A particular feature arising for single crystal-type yield
surfaces is that plastic flow is confined to discrete slip lines emanating
from the crack tip.

4. Comparison of Fracture Criteria

Some understanding of the role of plasticity in altering failure criteria
of elastic fracture mechanics is obtained through choosing different
criteria based on the elastic-plastic solution discussed above. First note
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that the stress-intensity factor governs at low load levels and let KJ,
be its value at fracture in a small-scale yielding experiment. Then,

from Egs. (182) and (183), the accompanying plastic zone size and
crack opening displacement are

Ki)* AKin)

RS — (K §F = 21 9, RS

0 . 3 G, Yoiio (187)
It is now convenient to consider R/, the plastic zone size at fracture in
a small-scale yielding experiment, as a characteristic length describing
a particular material and test condition. Then the linear elastic fracture
criterion, Ky, = Kf;, predicts the net section stress at fracture as

[(7a/2b) ctn(ma[2B)]/2 ¢ Ry \1/2
(1 — afb) ( P )

o g (188)
Examining the elastic-plastic solution, one might choose a fracture
criterion R, = R, since the plastic zone size ahead of the crack governs
the strain along the prospective plane of separation. Alternatively, one
might choose a fracture criterion 8, = 8/ = 2y,R,/, since the crack
opening displacement is an integrated effect of the highly concentrated
strain near the crack tip. Both the critical zone size and critical opening
displacement criteria agree with the linear elastic prediction (Eq. (188))
in the small-scale yielding range, but not at the high fracture stress
levels resulting for short cracks. Figures 16 and 17 compare predicted

0B Elostic stress intensity factor criterion

Crack ‘opening displacement criterion -
Plastic zone "size criterion

04t

o2

Net section stress for frocture (dimensionless)

L i | | 1
6 8 (8] 12 4

Crock length (dimensionless)

F1c. 16, Comparison of different fracture criteria, as based on perfectly plastic
" antiplane strain solution, for edge crack in a half plane (Rice, 1966b). .
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[
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0 2 4 6 8 6] i2 14 16
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Fic. 17. Comparison of different fracture criteria, as based on perfectly plastic
antiplane strain solution, for crack traversing two-fifths of plane width (Rice, 1966b).

dimensionless fracture stresses 7,/ from the three criteria, showing
them as a function of a/R/, the ratio of crack length to plastic zone
size at fracture in a small-scale yielding experiment. Figure 16 1s for
the case of a crack in an infinitely wide plane, whereas Fig. 17 is for a
crack traversing two-fifths of the plane width. The horizontal line
segments appearing for small crack lengths in the latter figure correspond
to cases in which fully plastic conditions result before the zone size
and opening displacement fracture criteria are met.

Aside from providing an indication of the deviation from linear
elastic predictions, the curves serve to show the lack of any single
parameter which may replace the stress-intensity factor in describing
the intensity of local deformations in the large-scale yielding range.
The two plasticity criteria differ from each other as much as the closest
differs from the elastic criterion, except for very short cracks. It should
be noted that current practices (ASTM, 1960) in applications of elastic
fracture mechanics include semiempirical corrections to account for
yielding influences on fracture size effects. The curves marked “‘stress-
intensity factor criterion” do not include these corrections, which tend
to shift predictions toward those based on the opening displacement
criterion. Also, it is cautioned that the relevance of antiplane solutions to
tensile problems is uncertain, and it is unknown if similarly chosen tensile
criteria would lead to similar deviations in the large-scale yielding range.
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5. Strain Hardening

Governing equations for elastic-plastic strain-hardening behavior in
antiplane deformation have been formulated by Neuber (1961) and
Rice (1967¢c), employing a deformation plasticity theory. Isotropic stress-
strain relations relating the principal shear stress = and strain y, where

T = (Ugl + ‘732)1/2 and v = (v T vR)'? (189)

are taken as linear behavior up to an iInitial yield point 74, vy, and
nonlinear hardening thereafter:

T={(rfre)y for y<y, and T=1(y) for y>y, (190)

where 7(y) is a function describing the stress-strain relation in the
hardening range. Principal shear stress and strain directions are collinear,
so that, in component form,

‘5'31 = [m()lv] ya1 » o3 = [7(¥)]7v] vae (191)

as in Eq. (38). As in the perfectly plastic case, it is advantageous to
formulate equations for physical coordinates x; , x, in terms of strains
Y31, Yge OF Stresses oy;, 03 . Then the equilibrium and compatlblllty'
equations may be transformed as follows:

aa(;s: % = 0 .'b.ecomes 552,11 88(:22 =0 |
| | (192)
%2;3_21_ — -%7-;31& =0 t?ecdrges ' g::z — aa::l =0
The compatibility equation is satisfied by wrifi_;lg
n=foym,  w=0ldy, (193)

where ¢ is a function of the strain components. Substitution into the
equilibrium equations and use of the stress-strain relations leads to a
linear differential equation for i having variable coefficients. The
equation takes its simplest form in a polar coordinate system in the
strain plane. To this end, let ¢ be the angle between the x, direction
and the principal shear d1rect1on measured positive counterclockwise,
Then

Ve == ygs — By, 1€ = 0gp —ioy - (194)
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and when the strain plane potential function is expressed in terms of y
and ¢, Egs. (193) may be written in the form

Xy = —squ l’b —_

cos G . o  sing
By A y = cos<;6 By ” (195)

o

The equilibrium equation of Eqgs. (192) is then satisfied if

) 1 1B
yi'y) 02y By | 2 081 0 . {196)

where 7'(y) = dr/dy. Note that this becomes Laplace’s equation for a
linear stress-strain relation as in the elastic region of the strain plane,
y <<vp. The antiplane displacement u; and potential function $ are
related as Legendre transforms

uy, = y ofjoy — i, =7 Oug[Or — uy - (197)

where 7 is radial distance in a polar coordinate system in the physical
plane.

6. Small-Scale Yielding Solution for Strain Hardening

The strain field of the semi-infinite crack maps into the semi-infinite
portion of the strain plane defined by —#/2 < ¢ < 4-7/2, these limits
giving the principal shear directions corresponding to the lower and
upper crack surfaces, respectively. Since x, = 0 on the crack surfaces,
Eqs. (195) require 0/d¢ == O at ¢ = +=/2. The strain singularity at
the crack tip maps it into points at infinity in the strain plane, and
thus the derivatives of i vanish at infinity, since x, = x, = 0 at the tip.
The requirement of an asymptotic approach to the elastic singularity
leads, as in Eqs. (179) and (180), to a singularity at the origin of the
strain plane, which is the map of points at infinity in the physical plane:

: . 1 35” O KIII’Y e
—_ —e~id e
*y ey = - ( %5 + 1 3y ) g as y—0 |
or : (198)
Ky, sin ¢ -
i I A

If we now assume a solution for ¢ in the form of sin ¢ times a function
of y, we automatically satisfy boundary conditions on the map of
the crack surfaces and the problem reduces to determining the function
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of y so that the differential Eq. (196) is satisfied and that the conditions
at the origin and at infinity are met. There results (Rice, 1967¢)

Ky (o du . :
==y f,, uzf(u)] sin ¢ for ¥>70
' (199)
. Ko {1 ¥ © du :
1’b = — W 5; + _‘}?‘ [2‘}’07'0 fyom — 1]2 smr,ﬁ for Y < Yo

Let us introduce the notations

_ Kﬁl Yoo
Tt ey KO

[27070 f :u uzciz;u) o y’;(l(?)] | (200)

Then, expreséions for physical coordinates in the plastic and elastic
regions are obtained from Egs. (195) as

— X(y) + R(y)cos 2,  x =R@)sin2¢ for y >y,
% = X(yo) -+ Ry)cos2¢, 2, = R@y)sin2¢  for y <y

'The geometrical interpretation of these equations is shown in Fig. 18

(201)

CRACK Y
T\\ |
b4 \){, Y‘l-———x(yo)—,{ ~ |
\ ~ /
\ ® R
\ . 4 S \\//
pL‘-‘Omsmm STa
N, “4syic Re® S
(/ ‘s\f' ! -] P‘e:{
K 0 ~ PlasTic 80U’ o

On,
S G
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Fic. 18. Geometry of small-scale yielding solution for antiplane straining of a work-
hardening elastic-plastic material. C
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Lines of constant strain magnitude in the plastic region are circles with
radius R(y) and centers located a distance X(y) ahead of the crack tip
on the x, axis. The principal shear direction angle ¢ at any point on
a constant strain circle is one half the angle made with the », axis by
a line from the center of the circle to that point. The elastic-plastic
boundary is also a circle with center at X(y,) and radius R(y,} =
K3/27ry?; this radius is independent of the stress-strain relation in
the hardening range. Lines of constant strain magnitude in the elastic
region remain circular but are now concentric with the elastic-plastic
boundary. Stresses in the elastic region may be obtained from the latter
set of Egs. (201) as
' . KIII

7 T e — XGoT

(202)

and it is again seen that the effect of yielding is to shift the elastic
singularity ahead as if the crack tip were at the center of the plastic
zone. Strains along the line directly ahead of the crack are obtained
by setting ¢ = 0 in Eqgs. (201). The result in the plastic region is

2 o )
2 = YeKiu J‘ du (203)

Ty I pygley.0) YU2T(H)

As an example, consider a stress-strain relation exhibiting hardening
according to a power law

T =7o(ylye) . for y <y, T=Tyfve)N dor y >y,  (204)

N = 0 describes perfect plasticity and V = 1 describes perfect elasticity.
The radius and center location of a constant strain circle in the plastic
region is |

_ K (v MV 1 -—N
RO) =55 (2) 0 Xo) = 7 R®) (205)
The plastic zone extends a distance R(y,) -+ X(y,) = K&/(1 + N) mr,2
ahead of the crack tip and a distance R(y,) — X(y,) = NKi/(1 + N)nr2
behind. Strains directly ahead of the crack in the plastic region are

_ K1211 1/(14N)
Vaa(%1 ’ 0) =y, [ (1 + N)mrga, ]

(206)

7. Complete Solution for Strain Hardening

Following Rice (1967c), the strain-hardening elastic-plastic solution
is sketched here for an edge crack of depth 4 in a semi-infinite plane
. (Fig. 19a) subject to a uniform remote shear stress 7., which does not
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Frc. 19. Formulation of the edge crack problem for a work-hardening elastic-plastic
material subjected to antiplane strain. (a) Physical plane. (b) Map of physical plane into
strain plane, with corresponding points as labeled and with boundary conditions as shown,

exceed the initial yield stress. The map of this configuration into
the strain plane appears in Fig. 19b with corresponding points labeled
and with boundary conditions (resulting from Egs. (193) or (195)
indicated. The differential Eq. (196) is Laplace’s equation in the elastic
region (y < y,) and its solution can be represented as the imaginary
part of a harmonic function, say

% = —yp,Im [ f F(§) df] where § = %e"‘* ="’—32-‘;0—"”i"l (207)

Physical coordinates in the elastic region | £ | < 1 are then
x — ity = F(£) | (208)

as in Eq. (175). Symmetry considerations require F(§) to be real on
the real axis ahead of the slit so that F(£) = F(¢). In view of the vanishing
normal derivative on the y;, axis, an image half plane with identical
boundary conditions may be introduced in the region y,, < 0, so that
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we now have a slit extending from —s < £ << +s where s is the dimen-
sionless remote stress or strain

$ = TalTo = YalYo - (209)
The boundary condition ¥, = —a on the slit becomes
~2a = 2 Re[F(t)] = F(t) +FQ) = [FOI + [FOl-  (210)

Here, ¢ denotes points along the slit and +, — refer to upper and lower
surfaces of the slit. We have considered similar Hilbert equations in
Sect. I1,C, IILLA, and III,B. Its general solution, which satisfies also
the vanishing normal derivative on the y,, axis, may be written as

F(§) = —afl + £g(£)(&* — *)/7] (211)

where g(€) is analytic within the unit circle and has a Taylor expansion
containing only even powers of £ with real coefficients. The solution
for s in the plastic region (v > y,) can be written in the form

b = Y Dy fuly)sin[(2k — 1) 4] (212)
k=1
which automatically satisfies the boundary condition on the y;; axis.
In order to satisfy the governing equation for ¢ and conditions at
infinity, the set of functions f,(y) are chosen so that

TMfNWFAU—( I)M)—O (213)

with fi(y,} = 1 and fi{c0) = 0.

We now have two solutions for ¥, one containing the unknown Taylor
coefficients of g(¢) and the other contammg the unknown constants D, .
These are determined by requiring that both solutions give the same
values of the physical coordinates on the elastic-plastic boundary
(¥ = y,), or, equivalently, that first derivatives of ¢ be continuous.
An infinite system of linear equations results. If the unknown constants
are each, in turn, expanded in powers of 5, a recursive method of solution
may be developed. The resulting formulas are given by Rice (1967c¢),
along with a solution for the constants D, accurate to within an error
of order s'2, and with extensive numerical tabulations for materials
hardening according to the power law of Eq. (205). Figure 20 shows
some of the final results in graphical form for power law hardening
with N = 0.1 and 0.3. The position of the elastic-plastic boundary
(lower right quartiles of figures) and strain distribution in the plastic
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zone ahead of the crack tip (upper right quartiles) are shown for two
remote stress levels, 7, = 0.67; and 0.87,. These stress levels serve
to indicate the transition from the circular small-scale yielding plastic
zones to the highly elongated zones appearing as general yield levels
are approached. The variation in strain-hardening exponents from 0.1
to 0.3 is seen to significantly affect the plastic zone size at a given stress
level. Further comparisons show that the higher exponent of 0.3 leads
to results about as close to perfect elasticity as to perfect plasticity.

C. Cracks IN Erastic-Prastic TENSILE FieLDs

The important elastic-plastic problems of cracks subjected to mode 1
tensile loadings are not as well treated as desirable for applications to
fracture prediction. Some progress has been made with a simple model.
for fully developed plane stress yielding in thin sheets and with an
approximate analysis of plane strain yielding based on the ship line
theory. As will be seen, the path-independent integral [ is an effective
tool for analysis in these cases.

1. Dugdale—Barenblatt Yield Model and Plane Stress Plasticity

A model for plane stress yielding, proposed by Dugdale (1960) and
similar to the Barenblatt (1962) cohesive force model, is shown in
Fig. 21a. Yielding is assumed to be confined to a narrow zone directly

Xz /0(8). RESTRAINING STRESS

Xyq
—_—
81 . {a} .
. i
‘0'(8) (e} v
Oo
" CperFECT PLASTIC!TY?\
STRAIN HARDENING AND NECKING
-
(b) 3

Fic. 21. Dugdale-Barenblatt model for plane stress yielding. {a) Yielding viewed
as confined to a narrow zone in front of crack where stresses oppose separation of extended
crack surfaces. (b) Restraining stress versus separation distance. (c) Physical justification
in terms of through-the-thickness slip in fully developed plane stress yielding. ' '
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ahead of the crack tip (at x; == 0), and the model is analyzed by viewing
the effect of yielding as making the crack longer by an amount equal
to the plastic zone size R, with cohesive stresses in the plastic zone
acting on the extended crack surface so as to restrain the opening.
Both the applied load and the restraiming stresses create inverse
square root singularities at the outer tip of the plastic zone, but these
singularities are of opposite sign and the zone size is chosen so that
they cancel and bounded stresses result at the outer tip. As shown in
Fig. 21b, the restraining stress may be a function of separation distance
8 = uyt(x; , 0) — uy~(x,, 0), or may be taken as constant at a yield
stress o, in the case of perfect plasticity for which several complete
solutions are available. Rosenfield et al. (1966) have shown the partlcular
relevance of this model to fully developed plane stress yielding in
thin sheets, through revealing plastic zones by etching techniques.
A somewhat idealized schematic view of their observations is shown
in Fig. 21c. Plastic flow consists of two intersecting shear bands through
the sheet thickness at 45° angles. Yielding is then localized to a narrow
region of height roughly equal to the sheet thickness. The average
plastic extensional strain is approx1mately

e=8h O

where 8 is separation distance and # is sheet thickness.

Just as in the discussion of the Barenblatt cohesive model for elastic
brittle fracture, Fig. 8 and Eq. (136), the separation distance §, at
the crack tip (or crack opening displacement) may be solved for in
terms of the restraining stress-separation distance curve and the value
of the path-independent integral J. Thus

J = f :‘0(6) a5 =h f :‘m. o(&) de? (215)

the latter form applying for plane stress with the approximation of
Eq. (214) and where o(é?) is the stress-strain relation. It was shown
in Sect. IV,A that the path-independent integral has the same value
as for linear elasticity in the boundary-layer style, small-scale yielding
solutions. Thus, using the plane stress value of J, the crack opening
displacement in the small-scale yielding solution is obtained from

= f : o(8)dS = & j Z‘m o(e) de - (216)

As an example, for linear strain hardening at a constant tangent modulus,

U(E-:n) = 0y + Etane_p . (217)
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substitution into Egs. (215) and (216) results in the crack opemng

displacement o R
8*=Ea_n[(1+ haz) “1] o

with the latter form applying for small-scale yielding. In the case of
perfect plasticity (E,,, == 0), these become

o 8= Jlog, 8 = Ki*|Eo, (219)

2. Perfectly Plastic Solutions to the Dugdale-Barenblatt Model

The methods of solution for elastic crack problems (Sects. IILA,B,
and C) are readily extended to the Dugdale-Barenblatt model, in the
special case of perfect plasticity with constant cohesive stress oy .
For small-scale yielding, we view the crack as semi-infinite and add
together a solution which correctly gives the asymptotically approached
inverse square-root smgulanty of Egs. (78), but. which leaves the
extended crack surfaces in the plastic zone tractionfree, and a solution
for a semi-infinite crack with restraining stresses ou(x, , 0) = g, acting
in the cohesive zone. The latter solution is obtained from the general
solution of Eq. (98). Thus, the complex stress functions entering into
the analysis of inplane deformations, as defined by Egs. (20)—(22) and

(70), are
_ Ry-1/2 oz — RY1V2 12
#e) =) = DGt g e B RS )

for the crack tip at »; = 0, as in Fig. 21a. The plastic zone size is
determined from the boundedness condition, which means that the
coeflicient of (# — R)~1/2 must vanish at 2 = R. Thus

w Klz

R _ #Y1/2
KI a0y (.R t) dt —_ 0 or _R 0

202 T2, TR | g oz 22D

In terms of the plastic zone size R, Eq. (220).leads to the stress functions

#(z) = 2(s) = L arctan [( - f = )”2] (222)

Computing displacements from Eq. (22), one finds for the separation
distance 3 in the cohesive zone

_ (et 1)aR £ 1+ ¢ :
——— | — log (———=}{, where ¢ = (1 — x,/R)/2
eaad L v e 5)] : SR )
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Choosing the plane stress value of « = (3 — »)/(1 + »), this is seen to
agree at x; = 0 with the crack opening displacement, as given by
Eq. (219).

The same method may be applied to treat the crack of length 2a
subjected to a uniform remote stress field (0,9)., = 0, as shown in
Fig. 5. Equation (94), written for a crack of length 2(a + R), is the
starting point. Adding a constant term to this superposition solution
to account for the remotely applied stress,

, ) ' - 2 _ (g 4 R pHatR) dt
#@) =2 =5 - LT M7 i@+ ry — i 2
(224)
where p,(t) = o, for [ 2] < aand py(t) = 0, —opfora < |¢t| <a + R.
The boundedness condition at ¥ = -+(a + R) leads to the plastic zone
size

—({a+R

R = afsec(mon/20,) — 1] (225)

and the corresponding crack opening displacement is (Rice, 1966a)

5, =t Doy [sec'("’"‘” )] | O (226)

m 20’ 0

These two results are plotted in the dimensionless forms

R - wG8y

7z ™ T Dow
as a function of the ratio of applied stress to yield stress, in Fig. 22.
Recalling that X; = o,(7a)'/%, the small-scale yielding solution of
Eqgs. ((221) and (223) or (219)) shows both dimensionless forms to equal
m20,2/80,2, the dashed-line result of Fig. 22. Again, the range of accuracy
of the small-scale yielding approximation may be judged from the
graphs. :

The Dugdale—Barenblatt model has been analyzed for various other
configurations. Bilby and Swinden (1965) and Smith (1966) have shown
that, for the infinite periodic array of collinear cracks (Fig. 6), the
plastic zone size is

R = a{(2b/ma) arcsinfsin(ma 2b) sec(no[204)] — 1} (227}

and the crack opening displacement is given by

5, — (« + 1) ogh sin o Jﬂrlz cos A o [s'm()\ + ,u)] A (228)

G f, (1 — sin®xsin®A)!/2 sin(A — p)
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Fic, 22, Variation of plastic zone size and crack opening displacement with applied
stress, Dashed line is result of small-scale yielding approximation. Perfectly plastic
Dugdale—Barenblatt model.

where « == w{a + R)/2band p = {1l — 0,/0,)/2. Some numerical results
have been given. Other two-dimensional problems for this model and
similar mode II and IIl models are discussed by Bilby et al. (1963),
Smith (1966), Goodier and Field (1963) (who also give a steady state
dynamic solution), and Rice (1966a). Keer and Mura (1966) treat the
penny-shaped crack of radius a subjected to a remote uniform tensile
stress field o, . Now, of course, the mterpretation of the model in
terms of a plane stress yielding mode (Fig.21c) must be dropped.
The boundedness condition serving to determine the plastic zone size
may be written directly from Eq. (102) for a crack of radius (a + R):

e ¥ dr a+R rdr
G J‘o [(@ F Ry — ,.2]112_‘1‘ {06 — o) J‘a i T RE — 7P =0 (229)

or R = a{[l — (04/0y)*]72/* — 1}. The crack opening displacement is

_ 4l —voa [1 _ ("_w)z]”gs (230)

G oy

8;

Both of these reduce to the small-scale yielding results of Eqgs. (221)
and (223), provided the plane strain value of « is chosen, on noting
that K; = 20,(a/m)'/2. In contrast to the two-dimensional problem of
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a crack of length 24 in an infinite body, the crack opening displacement
approaches a finite limit at the general yielding stress for the penny-
shaped crack.

Some writers prefer an alternate terminology for the Dugdale-
Barenblatt model, referring to it as a continuous array of dislocations
distributed on a plane. Yielding on a macroscopic scale at a crack tip
involves very complicated dislocation networks and any simple descrip-
tion at the physical dislocation level in terms of a linear array is inap-
propriate. Thus, the term “continuous dislocation array” should here
be interpreted in a mathematical sense as the use of a Green’s function
in elasticity (as in the last part of Sect. III,C) to describe displacement
discontinuities, rather than in a physical sense. Nevertheless, the
dislocation array as a starting point in analysis provides a powerful
technique allowing full use of the theory of singular integral equations.
The direct physical interpretation is less objectionable for single
crystalline bodies. Continuum plasticity solutions then involve discrete
slip planes corresponding in direction to slip planes in the crystal
(Rice, 1967b), and these solutions can be interpreted in terms of the
pileup along available slip planes of dislocations forced into the material
by the blunting of the crack tip.

3. Skp Line Field in Perfectly Plastic Plane Strain

Consider a crack in a plane strain deformation field and let us assume
for the present that the material under consideration exhibits elastic
as well as plastic incompressibility and that the plastic zone completely
surrounds the crack tip. We shall relax these assumptions shortly.
Incompressibility permits full use of the plane strain slip line theory
discussed in Sect. II,D, and the zone surrounding the tip allows con-
struction of at least a portion of the stress field, as illustrated in Fig. 23.
An approximate solution may then be obtained as by Rice (1967a) in
application of the [ integral. The traction-free crack surface boundary
condition determines a constant stress state in the largest isosceles
right triangle (A in Fig. 23) which may be fit into the plastic region:

oy = 27y,  Opp =0y =0  (region A) | (231)

Now, any B line (notation of Sect.II,D) emanating from the crack
surface and crossing the x; axis in front of the crack must decrease
its shear angle by /2 so that a hydrostatic stress elevation by 274(=/2)
results uniformly on the x, axis, determining a constant stress state
in the diamond-shaped region B

Gy = 7Ty, Goe = {2 + 7)1, oy =0 (region B)  (232)
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Fig. 23. Construction of plane strain slip line field in yielded region surrounding
the tip of a crack in an incompressible perfectly plastic material.

A centered fan C must join two such constant stress state regions
(Prager and Hodge, 1951). Radial lines in a polar coordinate system
are « lines in the fan, and the shear angle is §. Thus

Oy == 0gg = (1 + 372 79 — 278, @ =7, (regionC) (233)

We employ a deformation theory to discuss strains, so as to permit
full use of the path-independent energy integral. Adapting Eq. (39)
to the incompressible perfectly plastic case, the associated energy
density is

W=3Gy* for y<y, and W=ry—n/2) for y>y
(234)
where y = (2¢;¢;;)/2 and ¢;; = 0. Severe strain concentrations can occur
only when slip lines focus, as in the fan. There, the vanishing of e,
and ep imply that , _
| up =f10),  ug = —f(6) +4() - (235

Similar relations apply to displacement rates in a proper incremental
theory, from Egs. (46), and these would integrate into the above
equations if stresses remained constant at each point from the time
it was first enveloped by the plastic region. This case is approached
for small values of », so that Eqs. (235) apply at least very near the
crack tip in an incremental solution. The ‘‘engineering” shear strain
in the fan is representable as ' '

yoo— 1 Bt JOIIO Ly 8D (3
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We now examine expressions for displacements and strains very near
the crack tip. The displacement may arbitrarily be chosen as zero when
the crack tip is approached along the positive x, axis in region B, and,
since strains are bounded in this.region, u, and #, vanish at » = 0 on
the boundary between B and C. Thus

g0)=0, g(O)isbounded, and  f(r/d) =f'(x/4) =0 (237)

‘Now, let us define a function R(f) so that

RO =16 + 1) - (238)
Then, very near the crack tip, Eq. (236) becomes _.
Yre = ‘J’G[R(B)./T] E : (239)

similar in form to the antiplane strain result of Eq. (171). This equation
would apply throughout the fan if g(r) were a linear function of 7.
We shall henceforth refer to R(f) as the distance to the elastic-plastic
boundary, remembering that it is only an approximate indication.
Displacements and energy density very near the crack tip are then

u =f0), u=—fO, W=1nROF (240)

The energy line integral | of Eq. {60) may be evaluated on a circle
of radius r surrounding the crack tip, and path independence permits
us to let r — 0. No contribution is then made by the constant state
regions A and B of Fig. 23 in view of strain boundedness, and the
entire contribution to [ comes from the centered fan. Employing the
stress field of Eqgs. (233) and the small 7 forms of Eqs (240), Eq. (60)
results in (Rice, 1967a) '

=2 [ RO)eos b+ (14 32— W)sin6]ds  (241)

This relation may also be expressed in terms of displacements. On
converting from polar to Cartesian coordinates and employing Egs. (240)
and (238), one finds that, near the crack tip,

dusldd = o R(O)sin 6,  du,/dd = y,R(6) cos 6 (242)

Thus
377/4

]ﬁz""of

Presuming  is known as a function of the applied load (as for small-scale
yielding, Sect.IV,A, when it has the linear elastic value), the two

S letm 6+ (1 + 317/2 — 26)] d6 (243)

wi4
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expressions in terms of R(f) and du,/df may be employed to obtain
approximate estimates of the plastic zone size and opening displacement.
First, let us review our starting assumptions of incompressible elastic
behavior and of a plastic zone surrounding the crack tip. The results
finally obtained for [ are based on the deformation field very near the
crack tip strain singularity. Since slip line theory is valid in regions of
large plastic strain even with compressible elastic behavior, the incom-
pressibility assumption can be dropped. While a plastic zone surrounding
the crack tip validates the stress field of Egs. (231)-(233), it is not the
only circumstance under which the centered fan would result. In particular,
the elastic-plastic boundary could cut sharply into the crack tip in
regions A and B of Fig. 23, with the stress fields of Eqgs. (231) and (232)
approached as one nears the crack tip in elastic material. A result of
precisely this sort occurs in the antiplane strain elastic-plastic solution.
There, had we constructed the « lines of Sect. II,D on the assumption
that plastic flow surrounded the tip, a centered fan would result ahead
of the tip in the region x, > 0, and constant stress regions would result
adjacent to crack surfaces in the region x; < 0. But exact solutions lead
to an elastic-plastic boundary encompassing points in the fan region and
cutting in toward the crack tip along the boundary of the fan and
constant stress regions, as in Fig. 12.

4. Plane Strain Crack Opening Displacement and Plastic Zone Size

The remaining steps to get from the integrated averages of Eqs. (241)
and (243) to specific results are necessarily approximate. Note that
u, = 5,/2 at § = 37/4, where 8, is the crack opening displacement.
As an approximation, let us assume that du,/df is 2 symmetrical function
about 6 = 7/2. From Eq. (242), this is equivalent to assuming R(d),
the approximate plastic zone dimension, is symmetric with respect
to the x, axis, R(m/2 — ) = R(w/2 + ). The bracketed term in the
integrand of Eq. (243) consists of a constant symmetric part, 1 + #/2,
and an antisymmetric part. The latter does not contribute to the accuracy
of the symmetry assumption, and Eq. (243) leads to

3o/t gy, ‘
T 2(1 + n/z)«rﬂf TR0 = (w2 m5,
or e (244)
. 8 ] 5, A (1 e V2) K12

AT Ay T U B

The second expression applies for small-scale yielding. Comparing
with the Dugdale-Barenblatt plane stress prediction Eq. (214) for the
same stress-intensity factor and with » = 0.3, the plane strain opening
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displacement is 619, of the plane stress value for a Mises material
(09 = 4/37,) and 709, for a Tresca material (o, = 27,). A lower bound
on the plane strain opening displacement may be obtained by noting
that du,/df = 0 in the fan by Eq. (242), since R(8) == 0. Thus, u, < 8,/2
for all @ in the fan. First integrating Eq. (243) by parts and then applying
this inequality, one obtains _
J
e e 24
the lower bound being one-half of the above approximate result.
Experience with the antiplane strain case and with the Dugdale-
Barenblatt model has shown that the plastic zone shape and maximum
dimension is much more sensitive to stress level in the large-scale
yielding range than is the opening displacement (Figs. 14, 15, and 22).
Thus, no functional form assumed for R(f) that is independent of
stress level could lead to accurate results. For small-scale yielding,

let us assume
R(8) ~ R, cos[2(8 — =/2)] (246)

where R, is the maximum value, occurring at § = #/2, and thus an
approximate indication of the maximum plastic zone dimension. This
is an example of an elastic-plastic boundary cutting into the crack tip
along the fan boundaries, as discussed above, for R(7/4) = R(31‘r/4) = 0.
The approximate estimate of the small-scale y1eld1ng—zone size results-
upon substitution into Eq. (241),

3 31w Kg
W21+ n[2) 7gre V2 + 7f2) 74

(247)

Ry ~

Comparing with the plane stress zone dimension of Eq. (221) for-
v == (.3, the plane strain estimate is 559, of the plane stress value for
a Mises matertal and 739, for a Tresca material. Etching observations-
by Hahn and Rosenfield (1966) suggest a figure in the neighborhood
of 509%, and also reveal an elastic-plastic boundary which appears to
cut in toward the crack tip as assumed here, although details are not
clear very near the tip. A lower bound on the maximum value of the
function R(f) may be obtained by employing the 1nequa11ty R,.. = R
in Eq. (241), resulting in -

R J__ (248)
2\/2(1 + 77/2) ToYo '

This lower bound is two-thirds of the above approximate estimate of
the maximum zone dimension for small-scale yielding.
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A guess as to the change in shape of the plane strain elastic-plastic
boundary with stress level is shown, in Fig. 24a, for the edge crack
in a semi-infinite plane subjected to a remote tensile field. The smallest
curve typifies the localized plastic zone expected for small-scale yielding.
At stress levels approaching general yielding, the plastic zone would

Xz

Al

cl

(a) ' (b)

'Fic, 24. Further features of perfectly plastic plane strain yielding. (a) Conjectured
growth of plastic zone and curvature of slip line field for large-scale yielding near edge
crack in half plane. (b) Blunting of the crack tip by plastic deformation causes the fans
C, C* to become noncentered and to focus into a region D ahead of the tip, resulting in
large strains.

elongate considerably, as suggested by the largest curve. Far from
the crack tip at the outer extremity of this zone, one would expect
the stress state to vary little from yield in simple tension oy, = 27,
and o;; = oy = 0. Thus, o lines toward the extremity of the zone
should have a shear angle in the neighborhood of 7/4. The only radial
« slip line of the near tip centered fan which would give this simple
tension stress state when bent so that its shear angle equals #/4 is
the o line initially coinciding with the x, direction, as may be shown
from Egs. (45). One therefore expects that, for large-scale yielding,
only « lines in the neighborhood of the initially vertical radial line
in the fan will extend to the outer portions of the plastic zone, whereas
other « lines originating in the fan will become extinct by contact with
the elastic-plastic boundary, as shown. The validation of these guesses
must await complete plane strain elastic-plastic solutions.

Note that the hypothetical elastic-plastic boundaries of Fig. 24a show
no plastic flow in front of the crack. Also, as noted in connection with
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Fig. 23, even if the plastic zone does extend in front of the crack,
large plastic strains cannot occur in the constant stress reglon there.
The way very intense deformations may actually occur is shown in
Fig. 24b. Presuming, for simplicity of illustration, that the crack opening
creates a semicircular blunted tip of diameter §;,, a very different
picture results on a small scale of the order of the opening displacement.
The fan C now becomes noncentered and its straight a lines focus
into the exponential spiral (Hlll 1950) sllp line field adjacent to the
blunted crack tip, resulting in a small region D of intense deformation
over a length 1.98;,. The crack opening is on the order of the initial
yield strain times a linear dimension of the plastic zone, so Fig. 24b
is essentially Fig. 23 magnified in linear dimensions by a large factor
of order one over the imitial yield strain. Since the blunted region is
small, an effective procedure would be to perform an incremental
analysis of blunting by regarding the constant displacement rate along
each straight « line of the noncentered fan to be given by the rate of
increase of displacement u, = u,(f) of our present analysis, with the
shear angle ¢ of the noncentered « lines replacing the polar coordinate 8
(and shear angle for centered « lines). For example, near crack tip
displacements in the centered fan resulting from the approximate
elastic-plastic boundary of Eqs. (246) and (241) 'may be found from
Egs. (238) (237), and (240), and, when expressed in terms of crack
opening displacement Eq. (244), are

u, = (8,/24/2)[cos(6 — =/4) — cos(20 — =/2)]

- (249)
Uy = —(8,4V2)[2 sin(8 — w/4) - sin(20 — /2)]

Thus, for the analysis of blunting, the displacement rate dur/dSt , as a

functlon of 6, is set equaI to du,/dd,, as a function of ¢, in the non-
centered fan

du,jdS, = (1/2/2)[cos(¢p — m/4) — cos(2p — 7/2)] (250)

This gives the boundary condition on the 8 line between the noncentered
fan and the region affected by blunting, and deformations in the blunted
region may, in principle, be determined from Egs. (46). The calculation
is somewhat involved and has not yet been carried out, although a
similar problem has been treated by Wang (1953)

5. Power Law Hardening in Plane Strain

Applications of the path-independent integral technique to deter-
mining the structure of near crack tip singularities in plane strain are

discussed by Rice and Rosengren (1968) and Hutchinson (1968) (who
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also considers two-dimensional plane stress). Employing a circle of -
radius 7 centered at the tip to evaluate the path integral,

Jir = f :’{W[e(r, 8] cos @ — T(r, 6) * Bu/dx, (v, 6)} 48 (251)

It is thus clea:'that the bracketed integrand exhibits, at least in angular
average, a l/r singularity as 7 — 0. Since all terms in the integrand
are of order stress times strain, one is tempted to conclude

a function of 8

O;€55 —> -

as r—0 (252)
Now consider the plane straining of an incompressible elastic-plastic
material with the power law relation of Eq. (204) applying in the strain-
hardening range between the principal inplane shear stress and strain,
The 1/r singularity and satisfaction of stress-strain relations then
requires asymptotic near tip behavior of the form

B W ()T €y — p—1/(L+N) E.[0) (253)

Solutions may be found for the functions of # in such a way that equi-
librium, compatibility, stress-strain relations, and tractionfree crack

N=0.005
0.01
0.05
0.1
0.2

IBO® CRACK

Fic. 25. Plane strain of an incompressible power law hardening material. Geometrical
shape of constant equivalent shear lines very near the crack tip, and distance R(f) to

the approximate elastic-plastic boundary (as predicted from singular term only) (Rice
and Rosengren, 1968). '
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surface boundary conditions are satisfied; in fact, one may show that
boundary conditions may be satisfied in solutions of this form only
when the powers of 7 are as in Egs. (253).

The corresponding asymptotic structure of equivalent shears is

T = (§8;545 )12 — T [R(O)r]Y /{L+N)

(254)
¥ = (2e6;)1% — yo[R(O)rJ/ O+ a
Here, R() gives the geometrical shape of constant equivalent shear
lines near the tip and, as an approximation, is the distance to the elastic-
plastic boundary. The functions of # in the above equations are deter-

mined only to within a multiplicative constant by the governing equa-

A YoToRIOMI YoToRmax/Y &
Yo ToR(TI/T
—0.3
x.)TORmGKIJ
0010 - — 0.2
S (N=1)
emw
Yo ToR(M/T
0.005 |~ -1 0.1
Yo ToRI0) /T
0 e 0 0
0 : 0.5 1.0

F1c. 26. Distance which approximate elastic-plastic boundary extends zhead, R(0),
and behind, R(#), the crack tip. Also, maximum size of approximate plastic zone, Rp,x .
Plane strain of power law hardening material {Rice and Rosengren, 1968).
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tions, but this constant may be expressed in terms of ] by substitution
of the solution into the path integral. Results for R(f) are shown in
nondimensional form in Fig. 25 for a range of values of N. Although
not clear from this figure, the curve » = R(f) actually extends a small
distance in front of and behind the crack tip, except when N is zero
(perfect plasticity) or unity (linear elasticity). Resulting values for R(0)
and R(w), as well as the maximum value achieved by R(f), are shown
as a function of N in Fig. 26. Figure 27 shows the variation of the
ratio of the mean normal stress p ==(oy; + 0,5)/2 to the equivalent
shear stress 7. This ratio is a function of 6 only, and the slip line theory

‘P/'r

-
&= . 180 140 100 60 20 0

Fic. 27. Variation of the ratio of mean normal stress, p = (o, + o;}/2, to equivalent
shear stress, 7, as.a function of orientation angle for several hardening exponents. Plane
strain (Rice and Rosengren, 1968). ' '
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prediction of Eqs. (231)-(233) is seen to be approached for small values
of N. One noteworthy feature of this figure is the rapid rise with
hardening exponent of the ratio of maximum tensile stress directly
ahead of the crack, o, = p + 7, to the equivalent uniaxial tensile
stress, 27 (under plane strain conditions). For example, o, /27 =
1 4 #/2 = 2.57 when N = 0, as expected from the slip line. theory
[Eq. (232)], but the stress ratio increases to 3.36 when N = 0.1, 4.21
when N = 0.2, and 5.85 when N = (.3. The incompressibility assump-
tion becomes questionable at such high mean stresses, and more exact
figures must await further analyses. :

We have seen the utility of the path mdependent energy 1ntegral in
treating plasticity problems, both in plane stress and plane strain.
One difficulty is that only its value for small-scale yielding (Sect. IV,A)
is known. We shall see in Sect. IV,E on notch strain concentrations,
however, that known exact and approximate elastic-plastic solutions
may be employed to estimate its value in the large-scale yielding range
and, thus, to extend the range of usefulness of formulas in this section
giving results in terms of J.

D. ErLasTic-PLASTIC ANALYSIS OF EXTENDING CRACKS AND FRACTURE
INsTABILITY

Incremental plastic stress-strain relations (Sect. II,D) are path depend-
ent, so that strain fields which result from monotonic loading of stationary
cracks, as in the last section, will not, in general, be the correct fields
for quasistatically extending cracks. This important difference has been
emphasized by McClintock (1958, 1965) and McClintock and Irwin
(1965), who have shown through an analysis of the antiplane strain
case that the stress required for unstable crack extension can greatly
exceed the stress which first initiates crack extension in ductile materials.

1. Steady-State Crack Extension in Antiplane Strain

Incremental plastic stress-strain relations for the antiplane case may be
written from Sect. II,D as

Y =1/G + dvr . (255)
where /1 is a nonnegative undetermined proportionality factor for plastic
strain rates, where the dot denotes differentiation with respect to any

monotonically increasing quantity, and where the shear stress vector =
and strain vector y are given in Cartesian form by

T = ogl) + Ogaly, ¥ = Vaikt T vauls = Vi (256)
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We begin by seeking the strain distribution in the plastic zone for
hypothetical steady-state conditions in which the elastic-plastic boundary
is imagined to remain fixed in shape and size and to move along with
the extending crack, so that the solution depends only on moving .
coordinates x, , ¥, with moving origin always at the crack tip as in
Fig. 12. We shall here let the dot denote differentiation with respect
to crack length, which is the same as the negative of the derivative
with respect to x; . Equilibrium and the yield condition again result
in a centered fan of « lines ahead of the crack, as in Fig. 12, and the stress
state is © = 741y . Thus Eq. (255) becomes

8u3_ To Cig sin @
.—Va—xl G61‘|‘/11'oa"~“ Yo

i, + A, (257)

~ On equating radial components on both sides and integrating in 7,
noting that ou,/0x, = yy = -y, sin § on the elastic-plastic boundary,

2(61‘:3)___ 0sinB

or \ ox; r

Z R(G‘) (238)
Uy - . :

Fr =Yg = —YpSiné [l + log —— ]

Differentiation with respect to x, results in

Oyse _ Yo f: oo 3 R( )] _ R’(f’)!
o, 7 sin%f — cos?d [1 -} log ] sin 6-cos @ R() (259)
and vay 18 determined by integrating in the x, direction from the elastic-
plastic boundary, noting that y;, = y,cos § on the boundary. The
general computation is difficult, but, on the line ahead of the crack,
there results

Yael#®1, 0) = voll -+ log(Ry/x,} + 3[log(Rq/»,)]% (260)

For comparison, the monotonic loading solution of Sect. IV,A leads to
a different strain singularity

Vaa(¥1 > 0) = yo(Ryf#;) (261)

Choosing as a fracture criterion the achievement of a critical plastic
strain ¥/ at a fixed microstructural distance p, ahead of the crack
(McClintock and Irwin, 1965), the plastic zone required for steady-state
quasi-static extension of the crack is obtained from Eq. (260) as

(Ro)steady state = s €XP{2(y?[yo) + 112 — 1} (262)
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whereas, for the initiation of crack extension in monotonic loading,

Eq. (261),
(Rohnttiation = ps[(¥77fvo) -+ 11 (263)

The ratio of the steady-state extension plastic zone size to the zone size
for initiation of extension rises rapidly with ductility; this ratio is 1.04
when y# = v,, 3 when y? = 10y,, 18 when y/? = 25y,, 169 when
y® = 50y, , and 5100 when y® = 100y, . As seen below, instability
sets in before attainment of the steady-state plastic zone size for typical
crack configurations, but the zone size for initiation is considerably
exceeded at instability in ductile materials,

2. Quasistatic Initiation and Growth of Cracks in Antiplane Strain

We consider here the general antiplane strain problem where both
the crack length and the size and shape of the elastic-plastic boundary
change with time, and obtain expressions for strain rates within the
plastic zone. Then, adopting the fracture criterion of a critical strain
at some fixed distance ahead of the crack, an integral equation is derived
for the manner in which the plastic zone size must vary with increase
in crack length in order to meet the fracture criterion. When specific
crack configurations are considered, such as an edge crack in a semi-
infinite plane, it 1s found that increasing load is at first required for
an increase in crack length, but, ultimately, the load must stop increasing
and then decrease in order to meet the fracture criterion, resulting in
an instability marking the onset of catastrophic crack extension. The
starting point is again Eq. (255), but now we take the x; , x, coordinate
system fixed in the material, call ! a measure of crack length, and
introduce a moving polar coordinate system with origin at the crack tip,
as in Fig. 28. Noting again that ~ = 74y in the centered fan region

RLB.“

L
1
8

-2 —| *i
N elastic - plastic

boundary

Fic. 28. Combined crack growth and plastic zone enlargement in the antiplane
straining of a perfectly plastic material; /(f) and R(f, t) denote crack length and plastic
zone shape, respectively, at time . '
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ahead of the crack and letting the dot in Eq. (255) denote differentiation
with respect to time £ at a fixed material point, there results

az'53("51 ’ xz 3 t)
ot

S L Ry S )

Equating radial components in the movmg polar coordinate system and
integrating in 7,

il [ Oug(%y, %9, 8) 1 | sin § d!

or o= |

or _R(, ) 2 o
Ot R0, ¢ s |
e 2] £ ()

where R(6, ) denotes the position of the elastic-plastic boundary at
time £ and (Qug/dt)pe denotes the velocity at the point B(f) on the
boundary at angle 8. T'o compute this velocity, first note from Fig. 28
that if x5 , %55 are coordinates of the point B(f) defined from the dlstance
to the boundary at angle 6 at any time 1,

%8 = i(t) + R(6,2)cos 8,  xy5 = R(B, 1)sin 0,
and 0 (266)
ug(%1p , X9p, 1) = Vo fo R(o, t) do

the latter equation resulting from y = Vuy; = vy,iz on the boundary.
Now, letting d/dt denote a total time derlvatwe at a fixed angle 6 and
introducing an equality with “transport” terms

dug(xip, %o, 1) ® 0R(w, t)
dt — J . Ot da

- ( > )B(e) ( gzi )B(B) d;;B + ( g:: ) B(s) dZ:B
— (L

¢

. dl  8R(6,¢t)
)B(a) + {—y, sin 8) [_dt_ + 5 C08 9]

+ (y, cos 6) [—fﬂ‘é——i—‘)— sin 9] (267)

The velocity at the boundary may be found from this equation, and,
on substitution into Eq. (265),

Ouy .
i Vo 5in 8 [l -I- log

| i
R(i, t)] dfi(:) + e L%dfx (268)
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Strain rates are determined from ¥ = V(0uy/0t), and along the line
ahead of the crack this results in

yaal1,0,0) {1 1 log _Rol®) ]‘”(t) dR (‘f)l (269)

ot Cow —I2) L — ) 1 dt dt

where we have written Ry(t) = R(0, #) for the extent of the plastic zone
ahead of the crack. Note that the resulting strain rate is a simple linear
combination of the steady-state solution (compare Eq. (259) for 6 = 0
with the terms multiplying dJ/d?) and the monotonic loading solution.
An explicit formula for the strain is obtained by integrating from
the first time #*(x;) at which the point with coordinate x; enters the
plastic zone to the current time ¢ ' |
R R~ (270)
where I(t¥) 4+ Ry(t*) = %, . The path dependence is evident, for both
the integrand and lower limit depend on the previous hlstory of crack
length and plastic zone size.
We now employ the fracture criterion of a critical plastic strain at
- distance p, ahead of the crack, yg,[l(2) | ps, 0, t] = v, + ¥/ to deter-
mine how the plastic zone size would have to vary with increasing crack
length to maintain a quasistatic extension of the crack. From Eq. (270),

! Ayaall(t) + ps 5 0, 7]
Po— a d 271
v f #[2(8)+0,] or _ ’ ( ; )

As clear from the time-independent nature of plastic stress-strain
relations, natural time may be replaced with any monotonically increasing
parameter. We choose crack length as the’ parameter and measure [
(Fig. 28) from zero at the initial crack length before extension begins,
so that [ is the quasistatic change in length of the crack due to plastic
deformation. Also, the notation Ry(I) will indicate the plastic zone size
when the crack has extended by a distance /, and we define R /(0) as
the zone size for initiation of Eq. (263)

Ry (0) = po1 + v/lve) (272)

Then, after replacmg natural time by crack extension in Eq. (271) and
integrating by parts to remove the derivative of plastic zone size in
Eq. (269), the resulting zone size required to quasistatically extend
the crack a distance / satisfies the integral equation

RAD) (O Ry () dx

(273)
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where
=0 if p,+1<R/0)
and
* + Rof(l*) =ps + l if ps T I = Rﬂf(o)

The nonlinearity has prohlblted exact solutions, but it is an easy matter
to show that the initial slope is

[dRef(z)] _ ROy, RI(O)
=0 Ps

dl Py - 1'= 'yfof/')’() - IOg(l + 'yﬂfh’ﬁ) (274)

and when [ — oo the solution is asymptotic to the plastic zone size of
Eq. (262) for the steady-state problem.

3. Fracture Instability

- The plastic zone size for monotonic loading has been determined
for edge and internal cracks in finite or infinite width planes at all stress
levels up to general yielding (Sect.IV,B, Fig. 14, and Rice, 1966b).
Also, for small-scale yielding, the plastic zone size may be expressed
in terms of the elastic stress intensity factor as in Eq. (181). Let us
generally denote these solutions as |

R, = Ry(0, a) @75)

where Q denotes the applied load and a denotes crack length. While
the form of strain singularities may be determined for extending cracks
as above, no complete solutions have been obtained and it is an easy
matter to show that the elastic-plastic boundary for monotonic loading
cannot be the boundary for an extending crack under the same load
and at the same crack length. The difficulty is that the plastic work
rate would turn negative at values of the angle 6 in Fig. 12 around 45°.
Nevertheless, overall equilibrium considerations would suggest that
monotonic loading solutions are reasonable estimates of the extent
of yielding in front of an extending crack, and we here use Eq. (275)
for this purpose. Let @, be the initial crack length. Then, crack extension
is initiated at a value of the applied load satisfying

R(Q, 3,) = Ry(0) (276)

as defined by Eq. (272). Stable crack extension under increasing load
then begins, such that when the crack has extended an amount [ the
load is given by

Ry(Q, a4y + 1) = Ry(I) (277)
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the right side being the solution of the integral Eq. (273). Differentiation
of both sides with respect to / leads to

0ROy a+1) dQ | OR(Q, a0+ 1) _ dRY(])
20 dl da -

+

(278)

and the ‘instability point is reached when no further load increase is
required to maintain quasistatic crack extension, dQ/dl = 0

0RO, ay +1) _ dRJ(])

oa o dl . (279)

Thus, the load at ,'instability and the amount of prior stable crack exten-
sion are given by the simultaneous solution of this equation and Eq. (277).
The procedure is shown in Fig. 29 where the plastic zone size R/({)

plastic

: Family of curves
Zone. Size - . :
b direction of 4 ( ROIRG{Q";) ‘at J”‘e_d
increosing Q values oOT 1000 Q@ '
RE (@) . L2 .
(steody :
state) Instability
Plastic zone size required
for quasistatic. crack
- rbo extension: Rgs RE(S) _
(Itri‘g::?- Crack length

a,, initial 0 or o+t
crack length

Fic. 29. Graphical representation of conditions determining fracture instability
The point of tangency indicates the load, and corresponding amount of stable growth
beyond which a ioad drop would be required to maintain quasistatic crack extension.

for quasistatic extension, a universal curve for a given material and
condition, is shown by the heavy line with initiation and steady-state
extension values labeled. The family of light lines originating at the
origin represent the variation of plastic zone size with crack length at
fixed values of the applied load Q. It is seen that the instability load,
simultaneously satisfying Eqgs. (277) and (279), corresponds to the
member of this family which tangentially touches the plastic zone size
curve for quasistatic extension, and the amount of stable crack growth
is determined by the point of tangential contact, |
The curve family for plastic zone size at constant load is a family of
straight lines for a crack in an infinite body, but has curvature of the
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type shown in Fig. 29 for the edge of central crack in a finite-width plane.
A few observations on fracture strength may be made immediately
from this figure. For a given initial crack length, the plastic zone size
(or stress-intensity factor for small-scale yielding) at fracture depends
on plane width ['ecause the curvature does. For a given plane width,
the zone size (o1 stress-intensity factor) is larger at fracture for the
longer initial crack lengths, and more stable growth occurs for the
longer lengths. A similar analysis of crack instability has been employed
in elastic fracture mechanics, as discussed in the work of Krafft et
al. (1961) and Srawley and Brown (1965). These writers employ a
figure identical to Fig. 29, but plot a family of Irwin energy-release
rates at constant loads (replacing the family R, at constant loads) and
introduce a ‘‘resistance curve” which varies with crack extension
(replacing the Ry curve). Since R, is proportional to K2, for small-scale
yielding and thus to the energy rate, this method is equivalent to the
analysis of instability based on the elastic-plastic- extending crack
solutions. This equivalence has apparently never been noted in the
literature, possibly because our presentation of the elastic-plastic
instability criterion here and its representation in Fig. 29 differs markedly
from the way it was introduced and employed by McClintock.
Analytical representations of stable growth and instability are quite
difficult, but a simple approximation may be employed to predict
instability. First note that, when expressed in terms of the plastic zone

size Ry(Q, a) for a specific crack configuration, the fracture criterion
of Eq. (271) is

ORy[O(x), x]

i ¢ §OR[Q(x), x] dQ(x)
yf/yo_fa*t oaQ ;PR ox
4 log Ro[Q(x),_ xl e E_er:_% (280)

where a* + Ry[Q(a*), a*] = a + p,. Here, we have replaced time by
crack length, and have written a forinula valid when the currently
fracturing point is outside the plastic zone for initiation of extension.
The first two terms in the integrand come from the total time derivative
of plastic zone size in Eq. (269), and the notation Q(x) denotes the
unknown applied load as a function of crack length. This equation,
together with a similar equation for the fracturing point inside the
plastic zone, form a nonlinear integral equation for the applied load
required for extension. Now let @ denote the crack length at instability.
Then dQ/dx vanishes at the upper limit. Since almost the entire contribu-
tion to the integral comes from values of x near the upper limit for any
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reasonable ductility, we can neglect the first term of the integrand
and everywhere replace the plastic zone size by its value at instability,
Ry(0, a), where here O denotes the load at instability. Thus

R e R Peer

dx
ps'i_a_x

v’

~

- (281)

| +1
atpy~Re(Q.a)

and the resulting relation between load and crack length at instability
is

Ry(0, a) ~ py exp 3(2% + [1 L OR(! EJR(,(Q a)] )1/2 . [1 X @%@“ (282)

This equation was first given by McClintock and Irwin (1965) for
the special case of an edge crack in a semi-infinite plane, in which case
0R,/0a depends only on the remotely applied stress, Eq. (186). Its use
is limited in that it depends on the crack length at instability which
may not be found in terms of the initial crack length unless the quasistatic
extension zone Ry(/) is known or, equivalently, the integral Eq. (280)
is solved.

The three dashed curves in Fig. 30 show resultlng fracture stresses
as a function of crack length at instability for values of fracture ductility
y/® equal to vy, 10y,, and 100y, . These are plots of Eq.(282) for
the edge crack in an infinite body, and 7.//7, is given in terms of a/p,
on a log-log scale so that the minus one-half slope at low stress levels
corresponds to the result anticipated from elastic fracture mechanics.
The solid curves show computations by MecClintock of slow growth
to instability from various initial crack lengths. Equation (282) is seen
to be highly accurate in locating the instabilities.

= 11 i | IR [ || T T'TT T 11T

° I'O-E“---.._ | --7'-“"'—';*1-4100‘
S ke Tl |
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" ~ ~ /10 7
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’ 00t 1 Pyl 1 11 1 1 11 1 111 i 1 1]
10 10? i03 104 10° 0%

Crack length {(a/pg)

Fi1c. 30. Instability fracture critertion for edge crack of depth a4 in a half plane. Solid
lines show growth from initial crack length to instability. Dashed lines represent approxi-
mate relation between load and crack length at 1nstabihty, as developed in text (McChntock
and Irwin, 1965)
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4. Steady-State Crack Extension in Plane Strain

The form of the crack tip singularity for steady-state crack extension
in perfectly plastic plane strain may be deduced just as for antiplane
strain. Let x;, x, be a moving system of coordinates always at the
crack tip, as in Fig. 23. The deviatoric stress diadic s in the centered
fan is

s = 7o(i g + isi,) (283)

and incremental stress-strain relations for an incompressible elastic-
plastic material are .

1 os

E=S/2G+AS= —2—GE+AS

sin 6

" (igly — i,i,) + Ary(idy 4 1ei,) (284)

= %o

where the dot denotes differentiation with respect to crack length and
thus —0/dx; in the steady-state solution, & is the symmetric part of Va,
where the velocity vector is

ao_m_ om i
T ox, lox 1o 0%,
Oug . Ouy

=1, 87 — iy == 7, (by incompressibility)
1 8u2 ; Ouy

= T X Vi =i g~y

(289)
The strain rate in polar coordinates may be computed in terms of

the polar velocity representation above. Then equating either 77 or 66
components in Eq. (284) leads to the single equation

0 [1 8u2] _ _yosinﬂ

&, = —&y) = — |—
” " orLr 00 r

(286)

Integrating twice subject to the conditions #, = 0 and &u,/&r bounded
at r = 0 and 8§ = x/4 (since strains are nonsingular in the constant
state region ahead of the crack tip) leads to

uy = yo(27Y% — cos 8) r log(Ryfr) + rF(0) + G(r) (287)

Here, R, is a pertinent constant with length dimensions, say, the
maximum size of the plastic zone. F(8) and G(r) are undetermined
functions from the integration, with G(0) = G’(0) = 0. The displace-
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ment component #, may be obtained from incompressibility. Limiting
attention to terms which will result in nonvanishing strains near the
crack tip (that s, neglecting G(r) in Eq. (287), and requiring u, = 0
and 8u,/8r bounded at 6 = w/4 and r = 0, the resulting expression
has the form

— Yo
| ul——\/zsmﬁlog[

¢ R :
T

H(#) is given by a very lengthy expression in terms of () above and 6
after writing the incompressibility condition in polar coordinates.

We shall not here pursue the solution beyond this point, but some
of its principal features are clear. Strain components very near the
crack tip in the centered fan exhibit a logarlthmlc smgulanty of the
form

€5 = f1;(0) log(Rofr) + £:5(0) (289)

in the steady-state extension solution, as compared with a 1/r singularty
for monotonic loading of a stationary crack. This same difference
resulted in the antiplane strain case. Also, the displacements are zero
at the crack tip, so that the. discrete opening. displacement of the
monotonic solution no longer results. Nevertheless, the 7 log » dependence
would create a blunted tip since du,/or is infinite at & = 3»/4. While
the general features of the antiplane strain problem are seen to be also
present in the plane strain case, it is not clear that stable growth actually
occurs (prior to pop-in) in this case. McClintock and Irwin (1965)
note the detection of slow growth by recording ink, but stress corrosion
may well be the cause. Results by Broek (1967) on aluminum alloys
and some as yet unpublished work on silicon iron and a medium-
strength steel by W. G. Clark and E.T. Wessel of Westinghouse
Electric Corporation suggest that slow growth prior to pop-in diminishes
to an -undetectable amount as idealized plane strain conditions are
increasingly approached. These latter workers failed to detect growth
through an acoustical technique sensitive to 0.001 inch for cases of
large plate thickness relative to plastic zone size, so it may be presumed
that growth is limited to the rather small extension involved in the
blunting of the crack tip by plastlc deformation.

5. Stable Crack Extension under Tensile Loadings

Stable crack extension under tensile loadings is observed when plane
stress conditions prevail, and after a plane strain pop-in when the
first crack extension under constrained conditions does not mark an
instability. In addition to the growth effects anticipated from the
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incremental nature of plastic stress-strain relations, the situation is
further complicated by a geometry change of the fracture surface with
the development of partial or complete shear lips corresponding to a
through-the-thickness slip mode of deformation. No analysis of growing
cracks in plane stress has yet been attempted.

Essentially, growth effects occur because of the advance of a crack
into plastically deformed material. The effect is most easily seen in
the fully plastic deformation of a rigid-plastic (or nearly so) material
under imposed boundary displacements. The small further advance
of a crack results in no additional deformation in this extreme case,
and the new crack tip region may be strained only by the further imposi-
tion of boundary displacements. This may be contrasted with a nonlinear
elastic material having similar uniaxial monotonic tension behavior,
for which the advance of a crack would cause the strain field to readjust
so that a large concentration remains at the tip. The important feature
in elastic-plastic problems would appear to be a plastic strain concentra-
tion directly ahead of the tip with progressively larger strains as the
tip is approached. This is a feature of the antiplane strain problem
where growth effects have been seen to be important; it is not a feature
of the plane strain problem, and perhaps this is the reason for limited
observed stable growth in this case. Two-dimensional plane stress
solutions, as by Swedlow et al. (1966) and Hutchinson (1968), do reveal
a highly strained region extending in front of the crack tip, so that
growth effects may be anticipated from a proper analysis of this case.

E. EvrasTic-PLasTIC STRAIN CONCENTRATIONS AT SMOOTH-ENDED
NoTcHES

Strain concentrations at smooth-ended notch tips serve to initiate
cracking and subsequent extension. Elastic stress concentrations are
discussed in Sect. II1,G, and elastic-plastic problems are taken up here.

1. Antiplane Strain

Smooth-ended notches as well as cracks are more readily analyzed
for antiplane strain loadings. In fact, as Neuber (1961) and Rice (1967b)
have noted, the crack solution also generates the solution for a family
of smooth-ended notches. The tractionfree notch surface boundary
condition is that the stress vector * = o041, -+ o1, be tangent to the
boundary, so that stress trajectories of the crack solution locate notch
boundaries. Letting ¢ be the contraclockwise angle between the x,
axis and the stress vector, trajectories are given by (Figs. 10 and 19a)

dxy, + tan § dx, = O (290)
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Recalling from Egs. (195) that physical coordinates are expressed
in terms of the principal shear strain ¢ and direction ¢ in the strain-
hardening crack solution, this becomes a differential equation for v

as a function of ¢ along a trajectory, and, after employing the differential
Eq. (196),

( ) azﬁl’('}’: ?S)
&y _ (291)
dé ( )2 [1 3‘#(% ?5)]

Gy o

Initial conditions may be written as y = y,,,. When ¢ = 0, so that
Y meax 18 the maximum concentrated strain at the tip of a notch formed
by a trajectory. Once y is determined as a function of ¢, physical
coordinates of the notch boundary are given parametrically in terms
of the shear angle by Eqgs. (195). The resulting notch root radius of
curvature, #,(0) in the notation of Fig. 10, is then '

e 1o '
0= oty =5 o 2

Employing the small-scale yielding crack solut10n of Egs. (199)
one finds that trajectories are governed by

dyldp = —ytang, Of ¥ = Ymax COS¢ (293)

independently of the stress-strain relation, and that the notch root
radius is

2 : . .
r{0) = i __ %o (294)

7"‘702 '}’max”'(‘}’max)

Thus, for a given root radius, the product of stress and strain and
the tip does not depend on the form of the stress-strain relation in
the strain hardening range (Neuber, 1961). It must be remembered,
however, that the result applies only for small-scale yielding and also
that the detailed shape of the notches under consideration does depend
on the stress-strain relation. For example, from Egs. (201) and (293),
stress trajectories of the small-scale yielding crack solution are parabolas
for a linear elastic material, and are arcs of circles when passing through
the -yield zone of a perfectly plastic material, connecting to parabolas
at the elastic-plastic boundary. A more complicated dependence between
root radius and maximum strain results for large-scale yielding, and
there is a strong dependence on the stress-strain relation,
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2. Smooth-Ended Notches in Tension

Considering a flat-surfaced notch in a two-dimensional deformation
field (Figs. 2 and 10) and employing a deformation plasticity theory so
that an energy density may be defined, the path-independent integral [
of Sect. IL,E may be evaluated along the curved notch tip I’ '

=], W= [ s I 7d9) coses (295)
Here, e(¢) is the surface extensional strain at a tangent angle ¢ in Fig. 10.
Recall that [ has its linear elastic value for small-scale yielding and
also that narrow notches lead to expressions for [ differing negligibly
from those for cracks. We shall subsequently give approximations for
the large-scale yielding range. Following Rice (1967a), approximations
to the maximum concentrated strain are obtained by assuming a
dependence of surface strain on ¢, containing an unknown constant,
and finding the constant through the above equality. Let us assume
that surface strains on the notch tip are compatible with the homo-
geneous deformation of an imagined inclusion with zero elastic modulus,
as in Sect. II,G. When the notch is narrow, only the €}, component
of the void strain is expected to be large and surface strains are then
approximated as in Eq. (160). Thus

I~ T W emax c0s%) r.(d) cos b deb (29%)
—7/2

For perfectly plastic behavior, surface stress-strain relations may. be
idealized to

o == (Gyey) € for 0<e<g and o = o, for € >¢, (297)

with o, , ¢, the yield stress and initial yield strain. Computing the
associated energy density W(e) and evaluating Eq. (296) for the special
case of a semicircular tip, r(¢) = 7, = a constant, there results

(Emax )2_( & )1/2 (fmax ~-1)5/2 o 157 _ 15K (298)

€g £max €y 80’060"’1} 80’021’,5

whenever the maximum strain computed by this formula exceeds the
initial yield strain. The expression of [ in terms of the stress-intensity
factor applies for small-scale yielding in either plane stress or plane
strain (with ¢, = (1 — ¥®)oo/E in the latter case). This result is shown
by the solid curve in Fig. 31, with e, /e, plotted in terms of the square
root of the terms on the right. Note that the dimensionless loading
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Fic. 31. Approximate estimate and lower bound to strain concentration at the tip
of a flat surfaced notch with semicircular tip in an elastic perfectly plastic material (Rice,

1967a).

is linear with the applied load on the notched body for small-scale
yielding, and that it has the value unity at initial yield, connecting
with the linear elastic result of Eq. (161). Expanding the above equation
in a series and neglecting all terms which vanish for €,,,. /e, > 1, there
results

emax ~ Se[l + (Jlooer)li  emax ~ Sl + (Ke2fodr)]  (299)
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This equation predicts a maximum concentrated strain 159 too high,
in comparison to Eq. {298), at initial yield, but the discrepancy becomes
imperceptible at loads greater than three times the initial yield load.

Strain hardening poses no fundamental difficulty with our present
method; one simply enters the appropriate form of the energy density
into Eq. (296). For example, with a power law stress-strain relation
on the notch surface in the hardening range,

6 = oy{efeg)™ for e > ¢ (300)
the insertion of the associated energy density into Eq. (296) leads to

A [(N +HIN+HON LD ] e
€max A € I'(%—) I''N+1) Go€o”s

(301)

Here, terms of order oue, have been neglected in the energy density,
as appropriate for €, /e, >> 1. The equality between [ and the integrated
energy density also leads to a lower bound on the maximum concentrated
strain at a flat surfaced notch tip

] == de2 g W(Gmax) dxg == ZkW(Gma,x) (302)
r, Iy

where 2% 1s the notch thickness, as in Fig. 10. For a perfectly plastic
material and semicircular root, this becomes

emax = o[l + (J/ogers)] (303)

whenever the right side of the inequality exceeds ¢, . This lower bound,
along with the lower bound in the preyield region (Eq. (163)) is shown
by the dashed curve in Fig. 31. _ _

Perfectly plastic yielding in plane strain results in an exponential
spiral slip line field ahead of a semicircular notch tip (much as in
Fig. 24b), but this slip line field will not, in general, make up the
entire plastic zone, nor will it necessarily encompass the entire semi-
circular tip. Stresses acting within the spiral region are

Gop = Oy - 2rg = o[l L log(rfr)l, oy = O (304)

where 7 is measured from the notch tip center of curvature. The
maximum normal stress which may be achieved is (1 + #/2)(27,), and
this results at » = 7r,¢"/* when the spiral region completely envelopes
the semicircular tip, as in Fig. 24b. Equation (295) applies also to a
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V notch with a semicircular tip, but now the maximum stress achievable
in the spiral region is

omax = (1 + Ir — a)(27) | (305)
where 2u is the angle of the V notch.

3. Path-Independent Integral for Large-Scale Yielding

Many of the approximate or exact results on elastic-plastic problems
have been given in terms of the path-independent energy integral J.
Its value is known exactly only in the small-scale yielding limit
(Sect. IV,A), in which case it has the same value as for the corresponding
linear elastic problem. The interpretation of J in terms of an overall
energy comparison for notches of neighboring size, as in Sect. ILE,
suggests a method for approximating its value in the large-scale yielding
range. For example, suppose a simplified elastic-plastic model is analyzed
for yielding near a notch. Even though the solution may be wrong
in detail, we may confidently expect the model to predict a gross feature
of the solution such as the energy variation. Thus, large-scale yielding
range estimates of [ may be obtained from simplified models which
can be analyzed, and then we may ignore the model and go on to use
the approximate value of J in the various formulas of this and prior
sections. - |

One such approximate estimate of [ is obtainable from the perfectly
plastic Dugdale-Barenblatt model. The crack opening displacement is
given by Eq. (226) for the crack of length 24 in an infinite plane subjected
to the remote tensile stress o, . But [ is expressible directly in terms
of the opening displacement, as in Eq. (219). Thus

Jo e d e (5] o

On the other hand, the linear elastic.(or small-scale yielding) value of
J for this configuration is

x4+ 1 Kk + 1) o 2a
Jun = g e =Tt (307)
Thus

] 2log[sec(mran/20,)]
Jin — (70n[200)?

(308)

This ratio is shown as a function of the applied stress by the solid line
in Fig. 32. Large-scale yielding estimates: may also-be based on the
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Fic. 32.. The path-independent energy line integral differs significantly from its
linear elastic value in the large-scale yielding range. Approximate estimates of the deviation
may be obtained from simple models, as shown. ,

antiplane strain solutions. For this mode of deformation, Eq. (60)
defining | becomes

i=] { Il : (#) du] dv, — yr(y) sin § [cos b dn, + sing dxg]]  (309)

Here, the notation of the strain-hardening formulation in Sect.IV,B
has been adopted; ¢ is the principal shear angle as measured contra-
clockwise from the x, direction. The path I' may be chosen at will
as any surrounding the crack tip. We take it to coincide with the elastic-
plastic boundary. Since y = y, = constant on I', the first term in
the integrand is a constant times dx,, and thus contributes zero to
the integral. Now &, and x, may be expressed parametrically in terms
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of the shear angle from Egs. (195), and the variable of integration
may be chosen as ¢, resulting in

= | ing [ EHRA L HOD) gy i)

Substituting for ¢ from the series solution of Egs. (212) and (213),
one finds that only the first term of the series contributes as all other
terms contain trigonometric functions orthogonal to sin ¢, and

= on [y

D, (which is always negative) has been given in series form by Rice.
(1967c) for the crack of length 24 in an infinite plane subjected to a
remote antiplane shear stress 7, (or equivalently, the edge crack of
length a@). The result for J then becomes

(311)

1 1 1/3
J = Jin ;1 -I“Eclsz + ZC1234 - 3 (‘_1 C, + C13-) 56

13 1 /5 5
+ 16 (i G0 + 014) 8+ EY) (1 C; + a Gyl + 015) 10 + g (312)

where
]lln _ Wfooza Two Ck _ (‘?’k — 1) +f?::(y0)

26 T M ST @I -0

The functions f,(y) are solutions to Egs. (213). Resulting values of
J/ Jin are shown by the dashed curves of Fig. 32 for the special case
of power law hardening, with N = 0 (perfect plasticity), N = 0.1,
N = 0.3, and N = 1 (linear elasticity, for which C;, = Oand | = Ji;,).
Here the shear stress ratio 7,/7, has been replaced by o/, , and
computations were performed after adding four more terms to the
above series, according to the recursive formulas of Rice (1967c), so
that the error is order s*. The perfectly plastic result appears not to
differ significantly from the Dugdale result in tension. But a small
amount of strain hardening (N = 0.1) greatly alters | near the general
yielding level and removes the singularity at limit load in the perfectly
plastic cases. Within an order of accuracy probably comparable to the
difference between the Dugdale and antiplane perfect plasticity results,
these curves (and similar results for other stress-strain relations and
other crack configurations) may be employed to appr0x1mate J in the
large-scale yielding range.
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F. Limir ANaLysis oF NoTcHED BODIES

Small-scale yielding near cracks and notches allows the simplicity
of a one-parameter representation of local deformation fields. No
similar single parameter exists in the large-scale yielding range for
nonhardening materials. This is readily seen by a perusal of perfectly
plastic limit load solutions.for notched bodies as discussed by Mc¢Clintock
and Irwin (1965) and Drucker (1963). The governing theorems are
discussed in Sect. II,D. Single edge notched and internally notched
bodies in plane strain (Fig. 33) result in no hydrostatic stress elevation
at limit load. Flow fields consisting of sliding off at 45° result in a
net section stress of 27, the simple tension yield stress under plane
strain conditions. Ev1dently, this stress field can be extended in the
internal notch case in a manner which does not violate equilibrium or
yield, and also in the single edge notch case with appropriate remote
loadings, so that the actual net stress at limit load is 27, .

*
Za >‘K
4+ vNeck
t
l,__.—.--—-———"-‘*—\—-.J T et N ]
{c) (d)

Fic. 33. Limit fields for notched bodies. Internal notch (a) and single edge notch (b}
in plane strain or in plane stress of a Tresca material, onet = 27, . For Mises material in
plane stress, onet = V'3 7 and flow field consists of local necks at +35° with notch line.
Deep double edge notches (¢) in plane strain, onet = (2 + 7 — 20} 7y . Double edge
notches (d) in plane stress, onet = 27, for either Tresca or Mises material.
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An entirely different field results for the double edge notch case.
‘The flow field consisting of constant stress regions joined by centered
fans leads to a net stress of (2 + 7« — 2a}r, , where 2« is the total angle
of the notch. An equilibrium stress field may be found for sufficiently
large ratios of notch depth to unnotched thickness, completing this
solution. The great differences in local stress and strain state show
that no single parameter can replace the stress-intensity factor to correlate
fracture in the large-scale yielding range. The form of large-scale
elastic-plastic’ yielding near a crack has been conjectured in Fig. 24a
for situations before intersection of the boundary and a free surface
or specimen centerline in the double edge notch case. For consistency
with 45° slip in the single edge or internal notch cases, the initially
vertical slip line would have a radius of curvature that decreased toward
zero as the boundary approached the free surface. This means that
unloading must occur at points near the tip as limit conditions are
approached.

Plane stress conditions lead to no significant hydrostatic stress
elevations, For example, the plane stress double edge notch specimen
in Fig. 33 carries a net stress of 27, when a flow field involving through
the thickness necking is assumed. This is only slightly above the uniaxial
yield of 4/3r, for a Mises material, and is equal to the uniaxial yield
for a Tresca material.

G. FracTture MECHANISMS IN DUCTILE MATERIALS

Thus far, we have dealt with the analysis of fracture at the usual
continuum level. Excepting the case of elastic brittle fracture (Sect. II1,E),
specific fracture mechanisms have not yet been considered. We deal
here with the analysis of some microstructural mechanisms of separatlon
in ductile materials.

1. Dislocation Pileups and Blocked Slkp Bands

The inhomogeneity of plastic flow at the dislocation level can result
in severe stress concentrations even though macroscopic averages of
. stress over several dislocation arrays are limited to a value in the neigh-
borhood of the yield stress or somewhat higher by geometric constraint
and strain hardening. Several dislocation models for the nucleation
of cracks are reviewed by Low (1963), who also cites evidence for
plastic deformation as a precursor to fracture in even the most brittle
of cleavage failures. Following Eshelby et al. (1951), we consider here
the pileup of # edge dislocations on a common slip plane, the first
. dislocation. being locked at a barrier, such as a grain boundary or hard
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inclusion. Suppose the pileup is along the negative x; axis, with #, = £,
%5 5e.., I, denoting positions of the # cores, and that the locked dislocation
is at the origin so that ¢, = 0. The array is subjected to a remote
- uniform shear stress (0y5)., = 7o . The stress field of an isolated disloca-
tion is given by the first of Egs. (112), and, for plane strain conditions,
the shear stress at points along the slip plane is

B &1
)

- ope(t,0) = 70, + 4n(l —1»?) St — ¢

(313)

Supposing that, for equilibrium, the shear stress (in addition to the
symmetric self stress) on each dislocation is equal to a friction stress 7, ,
locations £, , #3 ,..., £, of the n — 1 free dislocations are given by

nunﬁ]ﬂllﬂz_ i =230 (314)
e

The stress on the locked dislocation at #, = 0 is found by a simple
~ calculation ,
o BB~
(A ;e Pl

=2

= T %a—ﬂéz
i5td

— (= Dy = 7)
therefore ' '
™ = Ty -+ (1w — Tp) (315)

so that the stress tending to move the locked dislocation is concentrated
in proportion to the number of dislocations in the pileup. The direct
solution of the equilibrium Egs. (314) has been carried out by Eshelby
et al. (1951) who also gave asymptotic results for large =.

Large » results may be obtained directly by introducing a continuous
dislocation array and writing Eq. (314) as a singular integral equation
with Cauchy kernel and solving according to the methods of Sect. II,C.
It is simpler, however, to note that the continuous dislocation array
may be represented as a crack subjected to inplane shear loadings.
To conform with the notation of Sect.III,B on plane elastic crack
problems, consider the pileup to extend from —a to +a on the x, axis.
An applied shear stress oy; = 7, acts at infinity and a friction stress
oy = T, acts along the slit. In addition to satisfying stress boundary
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conditions and the condition of zero normal displacement discontinuity
across the slit, the net Burgers vector of the slip band is specified as B.
For example, B = nb for the array of z dislocations considered above.
Then the complex stress functions of Egs. (21), (22), and (70) which
solve the problem are given through a modification of Eq. (94) to
account for the Burgers vector. There results

$E = 2@ = 5[ — )% + o] (& — 5,

(316)

Resulting stresses near the end of the pileup at x; = a are the same
as for mode II crack problems [Eqgs. (80) and (81)] with

EB

K= [ =0+ g =)

(ma) ’? (317)
Not all the parameters entering this equation are independent. For
the pileup of # dislocations considered above, the stress must be bounded

at the far end x; = —a in the continuous distribution representation.
Thus | '

2 . )
Be—nb— ﬂl_J_EL)(Tw —r)a,  and Ky = 2re —r)(maj?  (318)

Solving for the number of dislocations accompanying a pileup of total
length 2a and inserting into Eq. (315), one may show that the stress
on the locked dislocation is given by

70 = (1 — v2) KIZI/E _ (319)

It is interesting to note that the right-hand side is the energy release
rate for the equivalent elastic crack problem.

Equations (316) and (317) also solve the problem of a slip band
blocked at both ends with zero net Burgers vector

B=0 and Ky =(r,— n)ma)? (320)

While the connection with a linear dislocation array is clear, these
results may also be taken as a general model of stress concentration
at the end of any inhomogenous band of slip deformation, even though
the geometry of participating dislocations is much more complicated
than the simple linear array. Identifying the slip band length as pro-
portional to a mean grain diameter ‘d in polycrystalline materials,
one is then led to Petch-type relations of the form

Te = T + (constant/d*/%) (321)
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for either crack nucleation or continued slip in neighboring grains.
Adopting the linear dislocation array viewpoint, Stroh (1957) has
suggested a value of the constant descriptive of crack nucleation, basing
his calculations on a Griffith-type energy balance. Although the concept
of inhomogeneous plastic deformation on the microscale serving as
a source of stress concentration is general, the specific type of analysis
considered here is most appropriate for very low temperature cleavage
initiated in the beginning stages of plastic deformation.

2. Ductile Void Growth and Coalescence

A common fracture mechanism in materials which do not cleave is
the ductile growth and coalescence of holes, as shown by the studies
of Gurland and Plateau (1963), Rogers (1960), and Puttick (1959). The
early cracking of impurity inclusions can serve as the origin of these
voids, but it is not known if all such voids originate from inclusions.
Some understanding of the role of stress state in void growth is gained
through the analysis of simple models. Following McClintock and
Argon (1966), we consider here an infinitely long circular cylindrical
hole of radius 7, and with axis in the x, direction. The material is
idealized as rigid-perfectly plastic and of the Mises type. A uniform
strain rate €5, is imposed on the material and we seek an expression
for the rate of hole growth 7, as a function of the current radius 7,
and the stress state at infinity. Introducing polar coordinates 7, § in
the x,x, plane and letting #%, be the radial velocity, incompressibility
requires that '

(8 f0r) - (dnfr) + égy = O (322)

Thus, in terms of the rate of hole growth 7,

2
Uy = —’Eess(r—‘rT) + o(:,o)
_?ﬁ“
72 o (323)
1'02
r?.

: 7
N . 1. . . [1]
€pp = g€ (%533 + _r“ )
. 7o
€pg — 2533 + (2633 + )
€9 = €3 = €g3 = 0

The stress equilibrium equation for the radial direction 1s

do 4, Gper — Tgg __ . : |
B A (324)
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and from the Mises flow rule (Sect. II,D)

r— €8

Opp — Ugg = 8pp — 399 = '\/270 (—G—g—)_lj—z : (325)
€4

where 7, is the yield stress in shear. Integrating the equilibrium equation
from the hole boundary to infinity and letting (o,,), be the remotely
applied stress in the radial direction,

(aﬂ)m VI, N (Eweu)f:‘; dr (326)

After substituting from the expressions for strain rates above and
integrating, one obtains for the rate of growth

Fofto = bégg{/3 sinh[(0,,)nfre] — 1} (327)

The hyperbolic sine leads to an exponential amplification of the void
strain rate #o/r, over the imposed strain rate éy, for large values of
the remote stress. For example, taking (o,,)., = (1 + 7)7, (the average
principal stress directly ahead of a crack in plane strain, Sect. IV,C)

Folte = 26.6€33 | y | (328)

which would suggest a very rapid enlargement of voids ahead of a crack.

Strain hardening undoubtedly has a strong influence in reducing
growth under given stress ratios, as McClintock and Argon (1966) have
suggested. At the same time, the hydrostatic-to-deviatoric stress ratio
ahead of a crack increases rapidly with hardening (Rice and Rosengren,
1968), so a resolution of the effect of hardening in ductile crack extension
requires more study. Blunting further 'complicates the situation, as the
most highly strained region is also the region where geometry changes
modify the stress state (Fig. 24b).

V. Recommended Research

As concerns static elasticity, two-dimensional plane problems appear
to be well enough understood and standardized-so as not to require
a great deal of further research. Some studies on convergence and
accuracy of boundary collocation (described in Sect. 1I[,C) would,
however, be useful, as this method appears to be the most versatile
of approximate techniques. A more challenging: class of problems
includes cracks in thin-walled plate and shell structures, and three-
dimensional problems such as the part-through crack in a pressure



302 ' JAMES R, RICE

vessel wall. Also of interest is a clarification of the actual three-dimen-
sional stress state near a crack in a flat plate subjected to stretching
or bending. A plasticity analysis would undoubtedly be more revealing,
but such an elastic solution should aid in the interpretation of plane
stress and plate bending solutions and should help in extrapolating
fracture data from one configuration to others in brittle materials.

Dynamic elastic crack problems require further study. In particular,
solutions for stress-wave-type loadings would be useful in the analysis
of materials with a rate-dependent fracture toughness. Interactions
of cracks with resonant vibrations of structures and dynamic amplifica-
tion of stress concentrations also merit study, especially in relation
to fatigue. Constant-velocity, running crack problems with rather special
starting conditions have been analyzed (Sect. IILF), but more general
problems involving acceleration from rest, and also arrest, should be
attempted. Such solutions would enable a complete formulation of
elastic brittle fracture and should also aid the interpretation of running
crack results in other brittle materials.

Progress has been made in the understanding of contained plasticity,
particularly as involves near crack tip plane strain fields and fully
developed plane stress yielding of the Dugdale type, as discussed in
Sect. I'V,C. Still, no complete and nonapproximate plane strain solutions
have been obtained. Also, as has been noted, finite geometry changes
at the crack tip must be considered if an accurate description of local
conditions is to be available for connection with studies on micro-
structural mechanisms. The three-dimensional character of “plane
stress’ yielding in plates poses one of the most important plasticity
problems in need of resolution. These three-dimensional features must
govern the variation in fracture toughness with sheet thickness and
the fraction of shear lip appearing on the fractured surface; loss of
transverse constraint, the changing mode of plastic flow from inplane
~ to through-the-thickness slip, and possibilities for localized necking
are all involved. Three-dimensional aspects might be responsible for
localized Dugdale plane stress plastic zones in some materials and
more diffuse patterns of flow in others, although differing yield conditions
may also be involved. For example, the stress state in the Dugdale zone
turns out to be equal biaxial tension, at least for small-scale yielding,
as may be verified from the solutions of Sect. IV,C. A necking type
normal displacement discontinuity is admissible with this stress state
for a Tresca material, but not for a Mises material.

Stable crack extension preceding instability is to be expected from
the incremental and path-dependent nature of plastic stress-strain
relations. Such stable growth becomes particularly significant in the
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plane stress range, and an analysis paralleling the work by McClintock
on antiplane strain would be useful. An additional feature which must be
considered here is the changing geometry of the fracture surface.
Aside from perfectly plastic limit load calculations, little is known
on strain concentrations at cracks or notches in the general yielding
range. Such analysis is important for correlating small laboratory
spectmens with larger structures, since general yielding conditions will
often prevail at fracture in the former case. Service failures in the tougher
metals may also involve general yielding, and yielding near intersections
or other structural discontinuities over regions large compared to flaw
sizes 1s not uncommon.

Time dependence of inelastic behavior is an important feature which-
must be included in the analysis of fracture for a complete description
of transitional and running crack -behavior. Mild steel, for example,
is known to allow very brittle crack propagation through strain rate:
elevation of the local flow stress so as to promote cleavage, particularly
if plane strain constraint can be achieved. At the same time, localized
heating results from plastic flow as near adiabatic conditions are
approached at ‘fast rates. An analysis of the combined role of these
two. features, and possibly inertial considerations, in determining
minimum toughness levels for running cracks would be extremely
valuable. This would allow determination of conditions for crack arrest,
a perhaps more pertinent problem than that of initiation for highly -
rate-sensitive materials, in view of possibilities for initiation of a running
crack in localized regions inadvertently embrittied through fabrication
or welding (Mylonas, 1964). .

Studies on microstructural mechanisms are necessary to provide.
fracture criteria for inclusion in continuum solutions. This is particularly
so when no single parameter serves to characterize local deformations, :
as in the large-scale yielding range or when varying transverse constraint
is involved, as in plane stress. These studies may concentrate on brittle
mechanisms, such as cleavage microcrack  initiation and joining, or
more ductile mechanisms, such as void initiation and plastic enlargement.
Ultimately, a fracture criterion in terms of local average stress and
strain history over a small region with characteristic microstructural
dimensions is desired.: This approach presumes no significant coupling -
between separation mechanisms and continuum solutions, in the sense -
that fracture processes will not greatly alter predicted stress and strain
fields in regions larger than the characteristic microstructural size.
Exceptions will undoubtedly exist, and more complete descriptions of
fracture with significant interactions between. mechanisms and local
deformation fields should be attempted.
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VIi. Summary

Section II begins with a review of topics in elasticity and plasticity,
as well as associated mathematical methods, which are pertinent to
later analyses of crack and notch problems. The last section of this
part introduced the unifying theme of energy comparisons for neigh-
boring geometries, and led to the path-independent energy line integral.
This path independence, and sometimes the relation to energy rates,
permitted a variety of subsequent results on notches in linear and
nonlinear materials. ‘

The basic results of linear elastic fracture mechanics are outlined
in the first section of Section III. All crack problems lead to characteristic
inverse square root stress singularities, and the load transmitted to
the crack tip region may be conveniently characterized by an Irwin
stress-intensity factor when inelastic behavior is confined to a small
region near the crack tip. Presuming all other material and environmental
variables held constant, low stress fracture behavior may then be
correlated in terms of the stress-intensity factor. Some of the simpler
two-dimensional elastic crack.problems are solved and methods are
presented for approximate analysis of the more complicated cases.
These include the boundary collocation of stress functions expressed
so as to automatically insure stressfree crack surfaces, approximate
conformal transformations by polynomials or ratios of polynomials,
and  representation of cracks as continuous dislocation arrays with
subsequent reduction from singular to regular integral equation.

The rate of equilibrium potential energy variation with respect to
crack length is directly related to the stress-intensity factor(s). This
permits compliance testing, and sometimes simple “strength of mate-
rials” style calculations, for determination of stress-intensity factors.
Energy variation rates for narrow smooth-ended notches differ negligibly-
from those for cracks and may be related to surface stresses in a manner
permitting approximate estimates of stress-concentration factors.

Two different approaches to elastic-brittle fracture are investigated:
and are seen to lead to identical predictions of equilibrium crack length
and stability behavior. These include the Griffith energy balance and
the Barenblatt-type cohesive forces theories. Characteristic dynamic
stress singularities are established for constant velocity crack motion.
These show the stress field bifurcation noted by Yoffé at speeds in
the terminal range observed in brittle materials.

Plasticity effects in fracture are taken up in Section IV. Small-scale
yielding notch- and crack problems may be formulated in a boundary
layer style involving an asymptotic approach to the characteristic
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elastic singularity at large distances from the tip. Perfectly plastic and
strain hardening crack solutions for the simpler antiplane mode are
reviewed first. These shed little light on detailed strain distributions
for tensile problems, but some important gross features do appear
reasonably in accord with tensile behavior, as McClintock has em-
phasized. Perfectly plastic plane strain conditions lead to a large hydro-
static stress elevation ahead of a crack and to strain singularities above
and below the tip but not directly ahead. Blunting of the tip by plastic
deformation is required for large straining directly ahead of the tip,
contrary to usual notions. Approximate estimates of opening displace-
ment and plastic zone size are given through application of the energy
line integral. Another application of the energy integral suggests a
variation of stress times strain inversely proportional to distance from
the crack tip, independently of the stress-strain relation. The form
of near crack tip plane strain singularities is established for materials
hardening according to a power law, and a rapid rise of stress triaxiality
with hardening exponent results.

Fully developed plane stress conditions, involving through-the-
thickness slip and possible necking, may be analyzed through a Dugdale-

-type model which envisions yielding confined to a narrow region ahead
- of crack. More diffuse patterns of plastic flow result from two-dimen-

sional generalized plane stress formulations for Mises materials. One
useful application of such simple plasticity models is in clarifying
geometry-dependent transitions in fracture.strength; plane strain con-

straint in cracked plates and accompanying stress elevations will be

lost when plastic zone dimensions become comparable to or greater

- than thickness dimensions.

Plastic stress-strain relations are incremental in nature and path
dependent. Thus, solutions for advancing cracks may differ significantly
from those for stationary cracks. The effect is seen clearly in the antiplane
case where continued crack advance is predicted under increasing load,
and fracture appears as an instability in the process. It is shown that
this instability behavior from McClintock’s antiplane analysis can be
formulated in terms of a universal resistance curve, much as proposed
by Krafft and co-workers. Little progress has been made with analysis
of elastic-plastic growth effects in temsion; the form of plane strain
singularities is established here, but practical problems involving stable
growth appear limited to plane stress or mixed mode conditions, and
are further complicated by a change in fracture geometry with complete
ot partial shear lips. | '

Plastic strain concentrations at smooth-ended notch tips are estimated
through the path-independent energy line integral. The integral has
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the same value as for linear elasticity when yielding is confined to a
- small region near a notch tip; its value in the large-scale yielding range
.may be estimated from simple models, and some examples are given.
Perfectly plastic limit analyses indicate the loss of unique crack tip
stress-and-strain distributions in the general yielding range, at least
for lightly hardening materials. Hydrostatic stress elevations may persist
to limit load in configurations such as deep double edge notches in
plane strain; they are lost, in many cases, and the deformation field
consists of sliding off in shear bands. This suggests that no single
parameter can replace the stress-intensity factor as uniquely charac-
terizing local conditions in the large-scale elastic-plastic and general
yielding ranges. Specific fracture mechanisms must be considered.
Brief treatments are given of mechanisms, including dislocation pileups
and blocked slip bands as sources of microcracks, and the large plastic
growth of voids. Hydrostatic stress elevation, as in plane strain, is seen
to greatly accelerate growth in the latter case.

Some of the more important areas in need of further research include
a clarification of three-dimensional features of near crack tip deformations
and accompanying plane strain-plane stress transitions, an analysis of
dynamic and running crack behavior in rate-sensitive materials, and
the combined analysis of near crack tip deformation fields and micro-
structural separation mechanisms.

It has been learned, since completion of the manuscript, that Dr.
J. D. Eshelby has previously discovered an energy line integral identical
in special cases to the one introduced here. He refers to it as the energy-
- momentum tensor, and employs the integral to identify generalized
forces on point singularities and inhomogeneities in elastic fields.
The work is summarized in the interesting article, The Continuum
Theory of Lattice Defects (in “Solid State Physics,” Volume III,
Academic Press, 1956).

Symbols
A Area of integration C . Closed curve in complex plane
a Crack length or half length; Cyp Elastic moduli
ellipse or ellipsoid semi- ¢ Intermediate axis of ellipsoid
major axis; point in com- ¢, Dilatational wave speed
plex plane : s Shear wave speed
b Ellipse or ellipsoid semiminor . E Young’s modulus
axis; point in complex F; Body force ‘
plane; closed curve in  F(£) Analytic function of dimen-
complex plane ' ' sionless complex stress

b, by Dislocation Burgers vector f(=) Analytic function of z
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7y

rd{$)

" Distance to

Shear modulus

Energy release rate

Analytic function of 2

Imaginary part of

Unit imaginary number

Unit vector associated with
direction j

Value of path-independent
energy line integral

Linear elastic value of J

Stress-intensity factors

Dynamic stress-intensity

~ factor

Arc in complex plane

Crack length; change in crack
length

Strain-hardening exponent

Components of unit outward
normal to yield surface in
stress space

Unit normal vector to line or
surface

Potential energy

Polynomial in 2

‘Mean normal stress

Prescribed traction along
crack surface

Generalized force

Generalized displacement

Maximum plastic zone di-
mension

elastic-plastic
boundary

Plastic zone size required for
quasistatic crack extension /

Coordinate giving radius of
constant shear lines

Real part of

Polar coordinate

Position vector

Notch rootradius of curvature

" Radius of curvature along

notch surface
Surface of region;

energy
Dimensionless applied stress
Deviatoric stress

surface

- Surface tractions
Time; variable of integration

Airy stress function

u, u;
14
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Displacement
Volume of region; velocity of
crack

W, W(enys), W(€) Strain energy density

X,
X(y)
X

X1, Xp , X3
Ya,Vs

z(8)

Oig , Oy

| FACD!

Y Ys:
Yo

Ys®
By

3;.

€, €5

€max
€9

i)

P

Coordinate with origin
moving with crack tip

Coordinate describing center
of constant shear lines

Coordinate with origin
moving with crack tip

Cartesian coordinates

Coordinates employed in dy-
namic crack solution

Complex variable x; + ix,

Conformal mapping function

Functions of crack velocity
and wave speeds

Path surrounding notch tip in
energy line integral J

Curved tip of a flat surfaced
notch

Gamma function

Principal shear strain; Mises
equivalent shear strain

Antiplane shear strain vector

Initial yield strain in shear

Plastic shear strain at fracture

Kronecker delta

Crack opening displacement
at tip

Strain

Maximum strain at notch root

Initial yield strain in tension

Polar coordinate

3 —4v for plane strain;
(3 — /(1 + ») for plane
stress

Proportionality parameter in
perfectly plastic stress-
strain increment relations

Dislocation density for con-
tinuous distribution on a

plane

Poissons ratio

Complex variable; dimen-
sionless complex antiplane
shear stress _

Mass density T

Characteristicmicrostructural
dimension
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G, oy Stress &(=z) Complex stress function in
ay Yield stress in tension plane elasticity
a(8) Restraining stress opposing  x(2) Homogeneous solution - to
separation of surfaces by Hilbert arc equation
_ distance & b3 Shear wave function
T Principal shear stress; Mises ¢ Potential function of anti-
equivalent shear stress plane strains
To Yield stress in shear; friction  ¢(2) Complex stress function in
stress plane elasticity
™ Shear stress on locked dis- £(2) 29'(=) + $(2)
location W, wy Rotation
1] Dilatational wave function w(z) Complex stress function in
¢ Principal shear direction; tan- antiplane elasticity

gent angle to notch surface
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