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Abstract

J integral based criterion is widely used in elastic-plastic fracture mechanics.
However, it is not rigorously applicable when plastic unloading appears during crack
propagation. One difficulty is that the energy density with plastic unloading in J
integral cannot be defined unambiguously. In this paper, we alternatively start from
the analysis on the power balance, and propose a surface-forming energy release rate
(ERR), which represents the energy directly dissipated on the surface-forming during
the crack propagation and excludes the loading-mode-dependent plastic dissipation.
Therefore the surface-forming ERR based fracture criterion has wider applicability,
including elastic-plastic crack propagation problems. Several formulae have been
derived for calculating the surface-forming ERR. From the most concise formula, it is
interesting to note that the surface-forming ERR can be computed only by the stress
and deformation of the current moment, and the definition of the energy density or
work density is avoided. When an infinitesimal contour is chosen, the expression can
be further simplified. For any fracture behaviors, the surface-forming ERR is proven
to be path-independent, and the path-independence of its constituent term, so-called

JS integral, is also investigated. The physical meanings and applicability of the

proposed surface-forming ERR, traditional ERR, Js integral and J integral are
compared and discussed.
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1. Introduction

Fracture is a very important problem in engineering applications. Currently,
fracture mechanics has been developed relatively successfully for cracks in brittle
materials (Griffith 1921, 1924; Irwin 1948; Orowan 1949; Irwin 1958) or ductile
materials with only small scale plastic yielding region near a crack tip (Irwin 1958).



When the yielding region is not small, the path-independent J integral (Rice et al.
1967) can be used as a character parameter in a fracture criterion. But it is only valid
when a crack does not propagate or propagates just a small amount such that no
material point experiences unloading and the material can be treated as hyperelastic
materials. As the crack propagates further, plastic unloading region appearing at the
crack wake (as shown in Fig. 1) should not be ignored. Therefore, the J integral based
criterion is no longer applicable to elastic-plastic crack propagation. Some scholars

have measured a series of metals' fracture resistance curves J. at various situations.

Cotterell and Atkins (1996) found that the J. curves differ from each other and are

affected by constraint boundaries, because the plastic zone related to the energy
dissipation is influenced by constraint boundaries. Hutchinson (1974) suggested to
change the strain energy density defined in J integral to the internal energy density,
and assumed that the behavior of the material is time-independent and not limited to a
deformation theory of plasticity. The interpretation of J integral based on energy
balance concept in the presence of irreversible plastic deformation was appraised by
Sumpter and Turner (1976). Brust and Atluri (1986) adopted an incremental theory of
plasticity and introduced the total accumulated increments of stress working density,

then defined a path-independent integral, i.e. T  integral. They investigated the
difference between Jand T~ resistance curves during crack initiation and after some

amount of growth. When the crack finally propagates in steady-state way, T levels

out to a constant value and J continues to rise. In addition, Simba et al. (2008)
discussed the J-integral and crack driving force in elastic-plastic materials, with
particular emphasis on incremental plasticity. These revisions on J integral included
more influence factors, but have not been widely used to predict the elastic-plastic
crack propagation.

Broberg (1968) proposed another type of fracture criterion for elastic-plastic crack
propagation, i.e. the essential work of fracture (EWF). According to this theory, only
the work performed at the fracture process zone is a material constant, and is called

the specific essential work of fracture (W,) (also refer to Cotterell and Reddelt, 1976;

Whnuk and Read, 1986). In addition, the specific work of fracture represents the work
done in local straining, necking, and material separation near the plane of the
propagating crack, and is considered to be consistent with the critical J-integral for
initiation of tearing (Wnuk and Read, 1986). However, the EWF approach is not

applicable to some experiments, in which unreasonable negative values of w, are

obtained (Vu-Khanh, 1994).

Therefore, up to now, a widely accepted fracture criterion for elastic-plastic crack
propagation still lacks. The motivation of this study is to rigorously derive a criterion
which is in integral form as J integral, but only extracts the surface-forming energy
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release rate (not a total energy release rate) similar to the EWF criterion. The paper is
structured as follows. In Section 2, starting from the balance of the power, we derive
several different formulae for computing the surface-forming energy release rate
under different conditions. The path-independence of the surface-forming energy
release rate and its constituent terms is investigated in Section 3. In Section 4, we
present the physical interpretation and advantages of the proposed fracture criterion
and discuss other related issues. Main conclusions are summarized in Section 5.

2. The surface-forming energy release rate

Considering that the plastic unloading appears during the elastic-plastic crack
propagation, the strain energy density used in traditional J integral is not clearly
defined any more. Since the power always has the unambiguous meaning for any
constitutive behaviors, we start our derivation from the balance of the power, which
differs from previous studies.

2.1 The power balance for crack propagation

We study the power balance of an area (denoted by A) within a curve
surrounding the crack tip (denoted by I') as shown in Fig. 2. The power used to

separate the crack surface W, can be expressed as
W, = jr n;o; uidF —Iqu & dA 1)

where the first part of the right-hand-side, ,[rniaii u.idl“ , represents the power of the

external force, and the second part, _[Aaij g; dA, is the power of the internal force. n,

represents the unit external normal vectorof ', o, ¢

i €;,and u; are stress, strain
and displacement components, respectively. ( ) represents the temporal derivative.

We define the surface-forming energy release rate (ERR) G, by

w, =G a )

where a is the crack length. G, represents the energy directly dissipated on the

surface-forming during the crack propagation and the energy dissipation due to the
plastic deformation away the surfaces is excluded. We then obtain a G, based

fracture criterion

G, > G, crack grows
G, <G,., no crack growth

©)

where G represents the corresponding resistance and sometimes can be regarded as

a material constant, such as twice the surface energy 2y . Obviously, this criterion is
suitable for elastic-plastic crack propagation and other situations.



In order to compute the surface-forming ERR G, easily, an integral form similar

to J integral is needed. We introduce an accumulated work density as

~ t * N
W(X, X, 1) :Lef oy &07 + Wiy (%1, %;) (4)

where t represents the time momentand t, (x,X,) isthe reference moment for the
point with the coordinates (X,,X,), W (X.X,) isthe corresponding accumulated
work density at t. (X, X,). Obviously, the temporal derivative of W is

?j_\f[v = Ojj &jj (5)
It should be noted that Eq. (5) holds for any selection of t. (x,X,) and W, (x,X,).
In the later derivation, there are two special ways to select t. (x,x,) and
Weer (X%, ) :

(1) t. =—oo Iis chosen as the moment at which material points have no stress and
have not experienced any plastic deformation, and W, (x,,x,)=0. The accumulated

work density W under this condition is denoted as:

A~ t ®

W—oo(xllXth) :JLOOU”- gijdf (6)
If the material is hyperelastic, W degenerates to the strain energy density w.
(2) Take t,, asthe current moment t,,and W, (x,X,)=0,then W(x,x,,t,)=0.

In addition, if there is no special notification in later derivation, the symbol w
means the arbitrary selection of t. (x,X,) and W, (x,x,).

2.2 Formulae of the surface-forming energy release rate for general situations

To study the change of energy during crack propagation, a moving coordinate
system (x,, x,) as shown in Fig. 3 is also used in our derivations, and its origin is

always located on the moving crack tip. Correspondingly, there is a moving contour
enclosing an area A, besides a stationary contour enclosing an area A,,. They are

both traversed in the counterclockwise sense. At the current moment t,, the
stationary coordinate system (X, X,) and the moving coordinate system (x,,X,)
coincide, and the crack length is denoted by a,. In this paper, only mode I crack is

studied to ensure its propagation along a straight line.
At a later moment t, we have the relationship

X (1) =% ~[at)-a,], %) =%, (7)
where a(t) is the corresponding crack length.

For an arbitrary physical quantity @ there exist the following relations between
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the two coordinate systems

D = D(x, X,,t) = D (% —[at) —a, ], x,,t) (8)
o 0% _0® 2 00 9)
at X, %o at X1 %o axl Xyt
Considering
ool _od| ox| _od (10)
aX]’_ Xp,t axl Xp,t axl Xp,t axl X ,t
we obtain
o2 @ (11)
at X1 Xp axl Xyt
and
00| _ov| 0| (12)
aa |><1,>(2 aa |x{,x2 aXl Xt

Therefore, u.i in the first part of the right-hand side of Eq. (1) can be expressed as

8u
axl

* oy
U =—-

13
“F (13)

Xyt

Using Eqg. (5) and the Reynolds transport theorem, the second part of the right-hand
side in Eq. (1) becomes

[ oye;dA= Wi 8 wdA_—j dA- af wndr (14)
AUl A dt dt Asta

The proof of the Reynolds transport theorem can be found in Appendix A.
Combining Egs. (1) (2) (13) and (14), the power balance for crack propagation
can be rewritten as

G.a= [ nioy Ml g F——j wdA+a.[ Wn,dT
ot X% 6)(1
(15)
:éj wn —no, M lgrs J'n-a & dF——I A
r 1 uaxltx r 7o ix
Therefore, the surface-forming ERR is
N , d N
GS:J'F(wnl—nj ELJ [f n,o; at F_EIAWWdA] (16)

Rewriting Eq. (16), we can obtain the first formula of the surface-forming EER G



Formulal: G, J.F(Wnl—njaij% Jdr+[ rnjo'ij%
X1 t, %y aly

X1, X9

de .
dr_@ L\W WdAJ (17)

We define the first part in Eq. (17) as the crack surface J , integral, i.e.

i ou.
3, =] (dn,—njo, a_xll)dr (18)
and the second part is denoted by
Diunjau% | dl“—(;j—a N vT/dAJ (19)

We call D the " derivative term", for it contains the derivatives with respect to the
crack length.

It should be pointed out that the traditional J integral is only a special case of
the proposed general surface-forming ERR G,. Because if W is taken as W._,
defined in Eq. (6), W will become the strain energy density for hyperelastic
materials, and the derivative term D will be zero. The surface-forming ERR G,

the JS integral and the traditional J integral are then identical. The related proofs

can be found in Appendix B.
We note with interest that the second term D of the general surface-forming

ERR GS in Eq. (17) contains the derivative with respect to the crack length, which
apparently implies that G, depends on the deformation and stress status of the next

moment after a tiny crack propagation Aa. Therefore, it seems that G, in general
condition is loading mode dependent, i.e. displacement-controlled and
force-controlled loading lead to different G,. In the following, we will prove that this
isonly an illusion and G, is loading mode independent.

Picking a finite contour I' surrounding the crack tip and an infinitesimal contour
I'y, asin Fig. 4, they are both traversed in the counterclockwise sense. The reverse

of I' . in the clockwise sense is denoted by F;p . Connecting T" and r by two

tip
auxiliary contours which are tight around the crack surfaces, as denoted by I", and
I'_. A is the enclosed area surrounded by I, and A, s surrounded by the

infinitesimal contour Ty, .

The expression of derivative term D in Eg. (19) can then be expressed as:

D= njaij%
r oa

d o .
dr- EL\W WdA

X %o

_J' oy,
C+T, +T_ +T, g o

dr (20)

dr - n.o, —-

X1, X

noy 2 ar- 41 da- O vda
oa a - a

I tip

X1, X2



It is assumed that no external force is applied on the crack surfaces within the contour,
then n;o; =0 onthe contour I', and I',so

dl' =0 (21)

X1 Xp

ou;

[ noS

r,+T_ oa

For an observer moving with the crack tip, there should be no very dramatic change

during the crack propagation of Aa. Also considering oyu; is on the order of r°

(r isthe distance to the crack tip), for an infinitesimal contour T, , we have

ou,
[ o,
o 1Y da

.[;\mov wdA should also tend to zero for an infinitesimal contour T, , otherwise there
ip

tip ?

dr =0 (22)

X 1 Xp

will be infinite average accumulated work density which is physically unreasonable.
For example, the singularity of the strain energy density (i.e. the special case of W)

for HRR field and K field is on the order of r™* such that Alm‘iJvrnO . wdA — 0.

Noting that the area AJ” and the crack extension Aa are two independent
infinitesimal quantities, we then obtain
d

—| . WIA=0 (23)
da Atip

As aresult, the derivative term Eq. (20) becomes

D= i njaij% dr—i NVAA (24)
T+, +T_+Tg, oa X%, da JA™ -AL
Utilizing the Gauss formula,
o¢. iy
_ % M A
Ay, Y . AAp 0al,
v (25)
o€, A
= j o 1 I dA
A=Ay, oa ‘x aaly
According to Eq. (12),
os;: os&; 0g;;
A T § L — (26)
' da i ' fa - ' ox, ot
3A(xl',xz,a):@ Al (27)
oa oa %% X, ot

Substituting these two equations into Eq. (25) yields



oW

X, ,t axi

&9”-
D= O —
A= A\ip aa.

Using Eq. (5) we can simplify
0¢;
0__ —
' da

] &9”-
+| oy —
X, X2 axl

_ow

", oa

_dt 0g; oW

o, — —— =0
Tdal oot e Ol

Substituting Eqg. (28) and Eq. (29) into Eq. (17), the second formula of the
surface-forming ERR can be obtained,

: o€, N
Formula I1: GS:L(V‘an -n,o; %Jdl‘ |, R (aij ;” —2—WjdA (30)
X, ~Mip X X,

JdA (28)
Xt

(29)

X1, %

X1, %y

We can clearly see that G, is expressed only by the current state and deformation

history, and does not contain the derivative with respect to the crack length.
Therefore, the surface-forming ERR is independent on the loading mode.
Brust and Atluri (1986) have proposed a similar path-independent integral

T =] Wnl—n.ai.% dr-| ai.%—aﬂ dA (31)
r U %, ] G )4

where W is the total accumulated increments of stress working density and satisfies

W . . : : .
opt :z— as in the traditional J integral. We notice that the sign of the second
E..

ij
integral is in contrast to our formula, which is a mistake in our opinion and will be
explained as follows. We rewrite Eq. (30) and Eqg. (31)

[J' Wn,dI™ — I w7 ] Urnja”a—dl“—j/“\“p ”aa_x:dA] (32)

T —UWndnj J Una—dm O'ij%dAJ (33)
Aip 8x r A-Aip 8X1

If there is no singular point in the enclosed contour, both bracket terms in Eq. (32)
become zero according to the Gauss formula, and this is reasonable, while those in

T" do not vanish.
The accumulated work density w in Formula Il of G, (Eq. (30)) depends on

the deformation history, which is not convenient for use. Considering that the former
derivation process is applicable to arbitrary selection of w, we can intentionally
choose the current moment t; as t. , and set W, (x,x,)=0. Then the accumulated

work density Ww(x,x,,t,) =0 for the current moment. Applying it to Eq. (30) , the
third formula of the surface-forming ERR G, can be obtained



Oc.
Formula I11: G, j nja“—dl“+ aijjdA (34)
6 A-Aip 8X1

Formula 111 is more concise, and is only expressed in terms of the deformation and
stress status at the current moment. Therefore, we recommend using this formula to

compute the surface-forming ERR G, , and it is applicable for any material

constitutive behaviors, such as loading/unloading in elastic-plastic crack propagation.

By comparing Eqg. (30) and Eq. (34) and noting that the surface-forming ERR G

is an objective quantity, we can know that the following relationship should be met
for arbitrary w

jwn dF+_[ —dA 0 (35)
l

Further simplifying this equation yields
jwn dl“+_[ —%A

X
= ) vAvnldl“+I ——dA+ wn,dI
[+, +T_+Ty, A-Ap  OX, T (36)
[ Maay —%A+j WndT
A‘A\ian1 A=Ay 6X1 Tip
= [, Wndr=0

It should be pointed out that the derivation of this interesting equation does not
include any assumption and is rigorously valid. To demonstrate its correctness, the
stress distribution near a crack tip of linear elastic material is used as a testing
example (refer to Appendix C).

Infinitesimal contour case

If an infinitesimal contour I', is adopted, we can further simplify the expression

tip
of G,.Using Eg. (36) and noting that A coincides with A, , Eq. (30) becomes

Formula IV: G =[ -no,Mdr (37)
Lip aXl

which is the fourth formula of the surface-forming ERR G,. We also recommend

using this formula if an infinitesimal contour is adopted.



2.3 Formula of the surface-forming energy release rate for steady crack

propagation

Steady crack propagation is a special case of elastic-plastic crack propagation. We
can use its distinctive feature to simplify the general analysis. In Formula I, we adopt

the accumulated work density w__ to ensure that all material points have a unified

reference state independent on the crack propagation. Steady crack propagation means
that an observer moving with the crack tip cannot detect any change of physical

and i w _dA in Formula I vanish. Then we can

guantities, so both y
da /A

oa X, %o

obtain the fifth formula of the surface-forming ERR for steady-state crack
propagation

Formula V: G, =J, :L_ (anl —N;o;; %jdr (38)

It is easy to know that Formula V is also applicable to hyperelastic case and plastic

case when unloading is absent, since w__ degenerates into the strain energy density

w . We recommend this formula for these situations as well.

All the formulae of the surface-forming ERR G, can be summarized in Table 1.

>
Once G, is calculated by one of these formulae, G, G, can be used as the
<

criterion for crack growth.

Table 1 Summary on all formulae of the surface-forming ERR GS .

Formula Information needed Applicability
Formula I: )
@ Stress and deformation of
G, = L[\fvnl -n,o; — Jdl“ current moment
e Deformation history no limitation
ou, d "
no, — r-—| wlA ;
( i%ii 2 da s A ] @ Subsequent loading mode
Formula Il
@ Stress and deformation of
G, J -njoy; —- dr current moment S
% ) ] no limitation
o¢, aw e Deformation history
j oy — dA
A=A Eﬂx1 ax
Formula 11l (recommended)
G, I ( ;o —]dl" o Stress and deformation of s
no limitation
current moment
+ ep —”dA
A=A axl
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Formula VI (recommended)

ou @ Stress and deformation of mrilrzlitti\ S’cli?r?i)zor?]tz;z:iélno
G = S| - dr current moment
tip

Op — .
7 ox, behaviors

Formula V (recommended) Hyperelastic materials,

o Stress and deformation of

au materials without plastic
G,=J, ZJ'F Wﬂq_njaij_i r current moment unloading
x o Stress and deformation of

propagation

@ Deformation history

3. The path-independence of G, and its constituent terms

Through the definition of the surface-forming ERR, Eq. (1) and Eq. (2), it is easy
to know that G, is an objective quantity with clear physical meaning, and should not

depend on the contour selection by different researchers. Therefore, the
path-independence of G, can be understood. In this section, we will directly prove

this feature, and investigate the path-independence of J, integral and the derivative
term D.

3.1 Proof for the path-independence of G, under general situations

For general elastic-plastic crack propagation problems, we investigate Formula 11
as an example to illustrate the path-independence of G,. Consider the enclosed
contour '=T,; +T", +T; +T"_ surrounding the crack tip in Fig. 5. T'; is the reverse
curve of T,. I', and I'_ are tight around the crack surfaces. The area surrounded
by I and I';, are A and A, respectively. The surface-forming ERR of I', and
I, can be given in Formula Il as

_ . . os; N
G;:I Wnl—njo-ij% dl"+j aijj—a—w dA (39)
r; OX, A= App oX,  0X
) ~ . os;; N
GS“:J‘ Wnl_njaij% dI” + Uijj_a_w dA (40)
Iy X, Ai = Aip 0%, OX

The crack surfaces are assumed traction free, so n,o; =0 and n,=0 on the curve

[,, T_.Thedifference between G! and G! is
. . " . 0 . ~
GS"—GS'=.[ _ Wnl—n_o-i_% dr+j o-i_i_a_w dA
I+, +0 +T = axl A A j aXl aXl

. og; N
:J. Wnl—njaij% dF+J. O'iji—a—w dA (41)
r 00X, A=A oX, 0%

There is no singular point in the area A, — A, then we can use the Gauss formula to
11



obtain

Fwnldl“ =) w,dA (42)
and
ou. - ou.
njaijidl“ = O'iji dA
r 0%, CAIA X, ).
']
. ) ou. .
= o, ou +o, — |dA (43)
“ai-al 1 ox " ox,
ou. . oe..
=[ oy—LdA =] o;—"dA
SAi-A Y ox A ox
In the above derivation, no body force is assumed, i.e., o. . =0.

11,]

Substituting Eqgs. 4&iRIARIREI5I FHIR. and (43) into Eq. (41) yields

N ) OE.. OE.. A
G:_ngh A[Wl—aij%}dA+ \ A(o-ija_g”_;ﬂjdA:O (44)
Al X X OX

The path-independence of G, is then directly proven.

3.2 Investigation on the path-independence of J, integraland D

In Formula | and Formula I, G, =J, + D . Here we further investigate whether

JS integral and D are path-independent or not. It is found that under general

situations, their path-independence cannot be proven analytically. As we have known
that G, is path-independent, so JS and D can only be path dependent or
path-independent at the same time. Here we use the following example to demonstrate
that JS is path dependent under elastic-plastic unsteady-state crack growth.

As shown in Fig. 6, there exists a crack in the middle of a strip, whose upper and

lower boundaries are subjected to constant displacement loadings. For the two regions

R' and R" far ahead of the crack tip, we may artificially make them have different
plastic deformation histories by pre-loading and unloading while keeping their final

stress and deformation state the same as neighboring regions, such that the W in

these two regions are different. We choose two contours, T, =T, +T, +T,+T, +T,
and T, =T,+T,+T"+T,+T,. T, goes through the region R' and 1“2 goes
through the region R" as in Fig. 6.

12



We then calculate the difference between J! and J!. As the upper and lower

boundaries T',, I', are fixed, n, =0, %zo, so they have no contribution to the

value of J.. The integral J! and J!' have the same value on T, T, so we only

focus on the curves T' and I'". Assuming they are far away from the crack tip, then

n, =1 and A =0 hold for these two curves. We can have

3 =30 +30 [ T (45)
3 =30+ 37 + [ WdT (46)

Considering that the accumulated work density w are different on 1“‘3 and F‘;
due to the artificially preloading, as mentioned above, we obtain

Ji# ! (47)

Therefore, J, integral and D are usually path dependent. However, for a crack in

hyperelastic materials, or a steady-state propagating crack and a non-propagating

crack in elastic-plastic materials, J, possesses the path-independence since G, =J

as discussed above.

4. Physical interpretations and discussions

4.1 The accumulated work density vs. the strain energy density
In traditional J integral, the strain energy density

w(z,) = [ " oyds, (48)

is used for hyperelastic materials or elastic-plastic materials without plastic unloading,
and is a single valued function of the strain. It has a clear physical meaning,
representing the underneath area of the stress-strain curve ( as shown in Fig. 7a) or the
stored energy. However, once plastic unloading appears, this definition of the strain
energy density is not a single valued function of the strain any more, and also depends
on the loading paths. Therefore, the J integral loses its applicability as presented in
Appendix B. In addition, since the strain ¢; is an integration variable in Eq. (48) , it

is supposed to increase monotonically, which makes this definition unable to reflect
irreversible loading and unloading process.

The accumulated work density w_ (t) = j_[ oy €;d7 , defined as the accumulation

of the power by the internal force, however, always has a clear and physically
reasonable definition for complicated loading/unloading process, since the
monotonically increasing time is used as the integration variable. The physical
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meaning of w__ can also be shown by the area under the stress-strain curve ( see Fig.

7b and c).
Obviously, the strain energy density w is a special case of the accumulated work

density w__, therefore the latter has wider applicability.

42 G, vs. G for steady-state crack propagation in elastic-plastic materials

In this subsection, we will explain with examples why the surface-forming ERR

G, is superior to the traditional ERR G . Figure 8a shows an infinite strip of height

S

h with a straight crack located in the middle. The upper and lower surfaces of the
strip are clamped so that the displacement is constant on these two boundaries.

=r,+I,+I,+I,+I denoted by the dashed line is taken as the integral contour.

I', and I, are far behind of the crack tip and I', is far ahead of the crack tip. For

steady-state crack propagation in elastic-plastic materials, one of the widely accepted
method to calculate the energy release rate G is subtracting the energy density of

I, and I'; from that of I';. Here the energy is defined as the ability to do external

work. Since I', and I'; are approximately stress free, it is usually considered that

their energy density is zero. The entire contributionto G comes only from I', and
G=w.h (49)

where w;. is the constant strain energy density at I';. Obviously, the traditional

energy release rate G includes both the energy used to separate the crack surfaces
(or surface-forming energy) and the accompanying plastic dissipation away the crack
surfaces. In elastic-plastic crack propagation, the plastic strain and yielding zone
usually depend on the loading conditions. For example, steady-state crack propagation
can be realized in a strip specimen by applying displacement loading as shown in Fig.
8a or moments at the left ends as shown in Fig. 8b, but their plastic zones and plastic

dissipation energy should be different. Therefore, the corresponding critical ERR G,

for steady-state crack propagation is loading mode dependent and is not a material
constant.
However, by computing the difference between the accumulated work density

w_ at I, and w_ at I, and T, as shown in Fig. 8a, the surface-forming ERR

G, excludes the loading-mode-dependent plastic dissipation, and the corresponding
14



fracture criterion G, > G, has wider applicability.

4.3 The surface-forming ERR G, for the cases with crack surface tractions

In previous sections, it is assumed the crack surfaces within the contour are
traction free. If there are tractions, we may extend the contour towards the crack tip

along the crack surfaces, as shown in Fig. 9. Then the surface-forming ERR G,

(Formula I11) for arbitrary contour becomes

G, = [—n-a.—i F+J. o —LdA
r+r, +I_ A=A
_ de. _ (50)
r axl APy, axl I+ axl

5. Conclusions

In this paper, through the analysis on the power balance during the crack
propagation, we propose a surface-forming energy release rate G, which represents

the energy directly dissipated on the surface-forming during the crack propagation
and excludes the loading-mode-dependent plastic dissipation. The surface-forming
ERR based fracture criterion has no limitation on the constitutive behaviors of
materials, so its applicability is wider. Several formulae in integration form have been
derived to calculate G, under different conditions, and the following conclusions are

drawn:

» For the general elastic-plastic crack propagation cases, we recommend Formula
I11, which only depends on the stress and deformation of the current moment and
the definition of the energy is avoided. When an infinitesimal contour is chosen,
the formula becomes more concise.

> A new JS integral is also derived, and the traditional J integral is only a
special case of the Js integral. However, we recommend using the Gs based

fracture criterion, rather than the Js integral (or J integral) based fracture
criterion. Because the surface-forming energy release rate G, is always path
independent but J, is not.

» For hyperelastic materials and steady-state crack propagation, the
surface-forming ERR G, and the Js integral are identical.

» The physical meanings and applicability of the proposed surface-forming ERR,
the traditional ERR, JS integral and J integral are compared and discussed. It
has been illustrated that the surface-forming ERR G, based criterion is more
applicable than others.
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Appendix A

As shown in Fig. Al, A,, represents the area surrounded by a stationary contour
and A, represents the area surrounded by a moving contour. At the current moment,
A, and A, coincide. After a period time At, A, deviates from A, , and
there are three regions: I, Il, and I1l. A, is always composed of region | and region
Il, but A, consists of different regions---region | and Il at the current moment t,

region Il and 11l at the moment t + At.
Define the accumulated work of the area A enclosed by a closed contour T" as:

U =jAWdA (Al)

Then the accumulated work of A,, atthe moment t and t+At are

Usa(t)=U1 (1) +Un (1) (A2)

A

Usa (t+At) = U (t+ At)+ U (t+ At) (A3)
The difference between them is

AN

AU s =lj1(t+At)—ljl(t)+[ljn(t+At)—ljn(t)} (A4)

The accumulated work of A, atthe moment t and t+At are

U () =U1 () + U (t) (A5)
Unou (t+ A) =U y (t+ At) +U i (t+ At) (A6)

Then their difference is
Alj mov = [LAJ I (t + At) —lj I (t)} —lj I (t) +0 i (t + At) (A7)

Subtracting Eq. (A7) from Eq. (A4) yields

AU sa=AU oy =U, (t+At)=Unu (t +At)

. . . (A8)

=-Ata [ indl - Ata [ indTl" = -Ata [ Wndl
I

I
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The integrations in the equation above can be easily understood from Fig. Al.
Dividing both sides of Eqg. (A8) by At, the following Reynolds transport theorem can
be obtained

AVsa=AUmow _dp gy @ dA=a [ indr (A9)
At dt As‘la dt ATTDV F

Appendix B

For materials without plastic unloading, W becomes the strain energy density w
as stated before and satisfies

o =— (B1)

Consider an enclosed contour I'=T", +IT" +TI,+I", as shown in Fig. 5, the

enclosed area A=A, —-A. I, is the reverse curve of I',, and I',,I"_ are tight

around the crack surfaces. Because there is no singular point in the area, according to
the Gauss formula, the first term of the right hand side in Eq. (19) becomes

Injaij% dF=J. (O‘ij% j dA
r ot |, . A ot . )
11 A2 11 A2 N (Bz)
ou, 0&; (X{,%,,1)
I i ) dl' = aij’4dA
A ot A ot
The second term becomes
d A 0
— WdA = — ' X,,t)dA
dt ? Aver Avor O (X, %)
, oW agi.(xl’,xz,t)
: Awaw(gi,-(xl,xz,t),xz)dAzj%v 2 B dA (B3)
- Gi,-—agij(xl,’xz't)dA
Amv 81:

Substituting Eq. (B2) and Eq. (B3) into Eg. (19), D=0 is proven. Therefore, for
materials without plastic unloading, the surface-forming ERR G, equalsto J, orJ

integrals.

However, for a propagating crack with plastic unloading, the strain energy density
is not a single valued function of the strain any more, and the following relation in the
derivation of Eq. (B3)
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0 , 0 ’
J‘Amvaw(xl,xz,t)dA= IAWEW(%,- (X%, t), %, )dA

, , B4
) awfieij(xl,xz,t)dA_J. om () (B4)

= Anov aglj 8t Anov 1 8t
cannot be obtained. Then the derivative term D cannot vanish, and the J integral

neither represents the surface-forming ERR G, nor possesses other clear physical

meaning.

Appendix C

For linear elastic materials, the strain energy density can be expressed as
" 1

The stress field in plane stress condition is (Anderson, 2005)

. 0 . 30
1-sin—sin—
2 2

611

Oy = K, cosg SingCOSB—e (C2)
2rr 2 2 2

O

. 0 . 30
1+sin—sin—
2 2

The corresponding strain field can be calculated by the following constitutive

equations,
& 1 Oy — U0y,
&y = E 21+v)o, (C3)
&y O, — U0y,

From Egs. (C2) and (C3), the strain energy density in Eq. (C1) becomes

.6 . 30Y 0. 30Y
K2 0 1—S|nES|n? + 1+S|n§sm7
e IIE COSZE (C4)
7Er
+4(1—u)sin2§cosz%—20(1—sinzgsin2%]

Substituting the above equation into Eq. (36) yields

18



_[F wn,dT =lim 2”vAvnlrdH

r—040

2+2sin® Qsinz %+ 4(1—:))sin2€cos2 30
2 2 2

=1im 02” K| cochosZQ 0 20 2 2 do (C5)
- ArE 2 —20(1—sin255in27j

=0

For a plane strain case (i.e. &;,=const), o, =v(oy,+0,), and the elastic

modulus E changestobe E =

. BT
> We can similarly obtain lim | “n,rdr =0.
- r—04J0

19



References

Anderson, T. L., 2005. Fracture Mechanics: Fundamentals and Applications, Third
Edition. CRC Press, USA 2005.

Barenblatt, G 1. , 1962. The mathematical theory of equilibrium cracks in brittle
fracture. Adv. Appl. Mech. ,VV.7. New York: Academic Press,55~129.

Broberg, KB., 1968 Critical review of some theories in fracture mechanics. Int J
Fracture, 4:11-8.

Brust, F. W., Atluri, S. N., 1986. A combined numerical/experimental study of ductile

crack growth after a lerge unloading, using T~,J and COTA criteria. Eng Fract Mech.
Vol. 23, No.3. pp. 537-550.

Brust, F. W., Atluri, S. N., 1986. Studies on creep crack growth using the T -integral.
Eng Fract Mech. Vol. 23, No.3. pp. 537-550.

Cotterell, B., Atkins, A. G., 1996. A review of the J and | integrals and their
implications for crack growth resistance and toughness in ductile fracture. Int J
Fracture. 81:357-372.

Cotterell, B., Reddelt, J. K., 1976. The essential work of plane stress ductile fracture.
Int J Fracture. 13: 267-277.

Dugdale, D S., 1960. Yielding in steel sheet containing slits. J. Mech. Phys. Solids,
8:100~108.

Griffith, A.A., 1921. The phenomena of rupture and flow in solids. Philos. Trans. R.
Soc. London A 221, 163-198.

Griffith, A.A., 1924. The theory of rupture. Proc. of the First Int. Congr. for Appl.
Mech. Delft, 55~63.

Hutchinson, J. W., 1974 On steady quasi-static crack growth. J. Mech. Phys. Division
of Applied Sciences. DEAP S-8 .

Irwin, G R., 1948. Fracture Dynamics. Fracturing of Metals. Cleveland: Am. Soc.
Metals, 147~166.

Irwin, G R., 1958. Fracture. Encyclopedia of Physics, Vol. VI. New York:
Springer-Verlag, 551~590.

20



Orowan, E., 1949. Fracture and Strength of solids. Reports on Progress in Physics ,
12(1),185.

Rice, J. R., 1967. A path independence integral and the approximate analysis of strain
concentration by notches and cracks. Advanced Research Projects Agency. SD-86.

Simha, N. K., Fischer, F. D., Shan, G. X., Chen, C. R., Kolednik, O., 2008. J-integral
and crack driving force in elastic-plastic materials. J. Mech. Phys. Solids,
56:2876~2895.

Sumpter, J. D. G., Turner, C. E., 1976. Use of the J contour integral in elastic-plastic
fracture studies by finite-element methods. J. Mech. Eng. Sci. Dol: 10. 1243

Wells, A A., 1963. Application of fracture mechanics at and beyond general yielding.
British Welding J. 10:563~570.

Wnuk, M. P., READ, D. T., 1986. Essential work of fracture (\We) versus energy
dissipation rate (Jc) in plane stress ductile fracture. Int J Fracture. 31:161-171.

Vu-Khanh, T., 1994. Impact fracture characterization of polymer with ductile
behavior. Theor Appl Fract Mech. 21:83-90.

21



Figure captions

Figure 1 Schematics of a propagating crack in elastic-plastic materials: (a) plastic
yielding near a crack tip before the initiation, (b) the growth of the plastic zone
accompanying the crack propagation, (c) steady-state crack propagation.

Figure 2 Schematic of a stationary contour surrounding the crack tip.

Figure 3 Stationary and moving coordinate systems and corresponding contours.

Figure 4 Schematic diagram of an enclosed integral contour including an outer
contour and an infinitesimal contour closely surrounding the crack tip.
Figure 5 Schematic diagram of an enclosed contour including two different contours,

[yand T,

Figure 6 A cracked strip with constant displacement loading on upper and lower
boundaries.

Figure 7 Schematics of the strain energy density of (a) hyperelastic materials, and the
accumulated work density of elastic-plastic materials in (b) loading stage and (c)
unloading stage.

Figure 8 Schematics of steady-state crack propagation in a strip under (a) constant
displacement loadings and (b) constant moment loadings at the left ends.

Figure 9 Integral contour for the cases with traction on the crack surfaces.

Figure Al Areas surrounded by a stationary contour and a moving contour.
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Fig. 1. Schematics of a propagating crack in elastic-plastic materials: (a) plastic yielding near a crack

tip before the initiation, (b) the growth of the plastic zone accompanying the crack propagation, (c)
steady-state crack propagation.
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Fig. 2. Schematic of a stationary contour surrounding the crack tip

\ 4

Fig. 3. Stationary and moving coordinate systems and corresponding contours
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Crack length a

v

Fig. 4. Schematic diagram of an enclosed integral contour including an outer contour and an
infinitesimal contour closely surrounding the crack tip
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Fig. 5. Schematic diagram of an enclosed contour including two different contours, I'; and I';;
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Constant displacement loadings
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Fig. 6. A cracked strip with constant displacement loading on upper and lower boundaries

elastic-plastic elastic-plastic
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Fig. 7 Schematics of the strain energy density of (a) hyperelastic materials, and the accumulated work
density of elastic-plastic materials in (b) loading stage and (c) unloading stage

26



Constant displacement loadings
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Fig. 8. Schematics of steady-state crack propagation in a strip under (a) constant displacement loadings
and (b) constant moment loadings at the left ends.
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Fig. 9. Integral contour for the cases with traction on the crack surfaces

Fig. Al. Areas surrounded by a stationary contour and a moving contour
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