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Abstract—The steady-state dynamic fields near a rapidly propagating crack tip in an elastic perfectly-plastic
material have been investigated for the case of Mode-III fracture. For arbitrary values of the dimensionless
crack-tip speed (M) the inner solution consists of a central-fan field ahead of the crack tip and a uniform
field in its wake. It is shown that the inner solution is valid in a “boundary layer™ which shrinks on the
crack tip in the limit of vanishing M. For small M the outer solution was found as a regular perturbation
expansion in M, with the quasi-static solution as its first term. A uniform expansion over the polar angle 8
measured from the plane of the crack was also obtained; its first term displays the connection between the
inner and outer solutions. The expansion has also been used to obtain an exact solution for the shear strain
in the plastic zone in the plane of the crack ahead of the crack tip.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a recent paper the authors have investigated dynamic effects on the fields of stress and strain
near a rapidly propagating crack tip in an elastic perfectly-plastic material[1]. For the steady-
state case it was found that the dynamic near-tip fields can be expressed as simple-wave
golutions of the governing system of hyperbolic partial differential equations. These solutions
are independent of the dimensionless distance to the crack tip, r/r,, but they do depend
specifically on the dimensionless crack-tip speed M. For Mode-III crack propagation the
simple-wave solution in the near-tip field is a combination of a centered-fan field and a uniform
field. Explicit expressions have been presented in Refs.[1] and [2].

The solutions that were obtained in Ref.[1] show some anomalies in the transition from the
dynamic to the quasi-static solution. As the crack-tip speed, M, decreases the expressions for
the stresses reduce to the ones for the corresponding quasi-static solution, as might be expected
on the basis of intuitive reasoning. This is however not true for the strains, which become
unbounded in the limit of vanishing M. In Ref.[1] it was speculated that the transition from
dynamic to quasi-static conditions with decreasing crack-tip speed is effected because the
dynamic solution is asymptotically valid in a small edge zone, which shrinks on the crack tip in
the limit of vanishing crack-tip speed.

In this paper this non-uniform transition has been investigated in detail in the plane of the
crack for the case of crack propagation in anti-plane strain (Mode-III). It is shown that for small
crack-tip speeds the complete near-tip solution consists of the outer solution, which is a regular
perturbation expansion in M, with the quasi-static solution as the first term, and the inner
solution, which is of completely different nature with a strong influence of dynamic effects. The
inner solution is valid in an edge-zone which is analogous to a boundary layer. The first term in
a uniform expansion over the polar angle 8 measured from the plane of the crack displays the
connection between the inner and outer solutions.

The governing equations and the boundary conditions are stated in Section 2. The outer
solution, its relation to the quasi-static solution, as well as its inadequacy in the immediate
vicinity of the crack tip have been discussed in Section 3. The results for the inner solution
have been summarized in Section 4. It is shown in Section 5, that certain functions which define
the fields for small polar angle from the plane of the crack, satisfy a system of coupled ordinary
differential equations. An investigation of the critical points in the phase plane and an
inspection of the trajectories of the solutions of these equations as the distance to the crack tip
decreases, reveals that the expressions of Section 4 do indeed provide the solution in an edge
zone. Exact solutions in implicit form for the coupled ordinary differential equations mentioned
above have also been obtained in Section 5, and these solutions reproduce the inner solution as
well as the outer solution.
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Finally, the system of ordinary differential equations has been solved numerically, to yield
exact solutions for the shear strains in the zone of plastic deformation ahead of the crack tip, in
and near the plane of the crack. The results, which have been plotted vs the distance from the
crack tip, for various values of the crack-tip speed, show the influence of dynamic effects.

2. GOVERNING EQUATIONS
A coodinate system (x, y, z) is attached to the moving crack tip as shown in Fig. 1. The
assumption that a steady-state has been established relative to the moving crack tip, implies
that absolute time derivatives take the following forms relative to the moving coordinate
system:

a()=—v3,(); ()= vzaxx( ). (2.1a,b)
In the moving coordinate system steady-state deformation in anti-plane strain is defined by a
displacement in the z-direction, which is denoted by w(x, y). The corresponding stress com-
ponents are oy (x, ¥) and oy,(x, y).
In view of (2.1b) the equation of motion becomes
305, + 940y, = pvzauw. 2.2)
The Mises yield condition is

ol + o‘ﬁz = k2, 2.3)

where k is the yield stress in shear. By virtue of (2.1a), the Prandtl-Reuss equations for an
elastic perfectly-plastic solid reduce to the forms

deeW = 10,0, — Ao, (2.4)
deyW = 78,0y, — Aay,, A0 2.5
Here u is the elastic shear modulus, and A is a non-negative proportionality factor, which may
vary in space.
In the region of plastic deformation the yield condition is identically satisfied by

dyw=—ksinw, o, =kcosw. (2.6a,b)

Elimination of A from (2.4) and (2.5), and the use of (2.2) and (2.6a,b) then yields the following
system of equations

oS wd,w + Sin wd,w + Mz% 3y =0 .7
COS wdyy, * Sin wd, Y, +£ A =0 (2.8)
where
Yx = O:W (2.9)
M = o/(u/p)'”. (2.10)
y

&
= x

v

Fig. 1. Propagating crack tip (velocity v) with moving coordinate system.
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The condition of vanishing oy, on the crack faces yields by virtue of (2.6b)
y=0,x<0: =2 2.11)

Displacement anti-symmetry relative to y =0 implies that w=0 for y =0, x >0. By virtue of
(2.6a) we then have

y=0,x>0: w=0. (2.12)
The strain component v,, where
vy = 3,W, (2.13)

does not enter in the governing eqns (2.7) and (2.8). Once v, has been obtained, we can,
however, compute vy, from the relation

3y, = dyYe @.14)

In the polar coordinate system shown in Fig. 1, (2.7) and (2.8) have the forms

2
cos (w — 8)dw +% sin (w — )30 +&2—l- (cos 83,7y, -% sin 6d,y,) =0 2.15)
1. k 1.
c0s (v — 0)d,7: +; sin (w — 6)dgy: + ; (cos 03w — 7 sin oa,w) =0. (2.16)

At the elastic-plastic boundary the displacement is continuous, and hence dw/ds is con-
tinuous, where s is a variable along the elastic-plastic boundary. This condition may be

expressed in the form
w]__[2w], L[2w], -
[24]=-] ] +[ ay]n, 0. @.17)

Here [ ] denotes a discontinuity across the elastic-plastic boundary, and n,n, are the
components of the outer normal n.

A second condition follows from the impulse-momentum relation at the elastic-plastic
boundary, which states [o]n; = — pc[i:], where c is the velocity in the direction of ». For the
present steady-state case we find

[ox]n: + [ayz]ny = F-Mz[‘)'x]- (2.18)
Let us define

(7§0a 0'?10) = y=0,l,i‘,-13r,zo ('vi o'yz) 2.19)

where x =, defines the elastic-plastic boundary for y =0, x>0. For y =0, x 20, we have
w =0, It then follows from (2.17) that

Yy = Yo (2.20)

Since the yield condition (2.3) holds at the elastic-plastic boundary, and since o,, =0 for y =0,
x>0, we have

oy0=0ln=k 2.21)
From v;0 = o},0/1, and (2.20)~(2.21) we subsequently obtain

Y50 = klp. 2.22)
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3. FAR-FIELD SOLUTION
Let us consider regular series expansions for w and vy, with respect to the “Mach number”

M defined by (2.10)
w=wy+ Mo+ - 3.1
Yx = ’;’x0+ M';'xl + e (32)

For the leading terms @ and .0 we obtain the following equations

cos (@0 — 0)3,30 + % sin (@ — 8)3ed0 = 0 (3.3)

cos (@~ 0)d7x0 +% sin (@0 — 8)deFso+ ﬁ (cos 09,0 —% sin oa,ao) =0. (.4)

These equations govern the quasi-static problem, which was discussed by Chitaley and
McClintock [3]. For small values of r/r, (where r, defines the boundary of the plastic domain)
we obtain (see Ref. 3)

@y =0 (35)

- _k . r
Y= -sin 0 In (r,,) +£(6) (3.6)

where f(8) is an arbitrary function of 6. In the plane of the crack, the first term in a
cerresponding expansion for vy, follows from (2.14) and (3.6) as

N A EYiAE r) ]
Yyo = " [2 In (-—rp) In (_r,, +1 (3.7)
where the condition (2.22) has been used.

It is of interest to examine the magnitude of the inertia term, M243w = M ?4,7,, which would
correspond to the quasi-static solution. By the use of (3.5) and (3.6) we find

2 ~_‘<__M_z[ _ (_f_)_f'(e)] :
Ma,y,~2u = 1-1n r) " cos sin 26. (3.8)

On the other hand, if the stress derivatives appearing in eqn (2.2) are computed on the basis of
(3.5) and (3.6), it is found that they vanish identically. Equation (3.8) then suggests that the
quasi-static approximation is not valid in a small neighborhood of the crack-tip defined by
rir, ~ O(M?) (we shall make a more accurate estimate in a later Section). The subsequent terms
in the series (3.1) and (3.2) do not remove this nonuniformity of the approximation. Thus the
regular expansion with respect to M cannot be accepted in the immediate vicinity of the
crack-tip. It appears that this solution represents an outer or “far-field” expansion.

4. NEAR-FIELD SOLUTION
In a recent paper Achenbach and Dunayevsky([1] have shown that the solution (w, v,) to
eqns (2.7) and (2.8) is either singular near the crack tip, or it is represented by a centered
fan-field in combination with a uniform field. Since it was not possible to obtain a singular
solution, the centered fan + uniform field solution was considered in some detail. The solution
was obtained in the following form{1, see also 2]:

0<9=<6*
e = -;kM- cos™' [M sin® § + (1 — M?sin 8)'” cos 6] .1
0 = — k{(1— M?*sin? 8)'>— M cos 8] sin 8 (4.2)
oy = k[(1 - M?sin® §)"? cos 6 + M sin ] (4.3)
*<b6=<nm

0= —k 0y =0, yo = — kmf2uM (4.4a,b)
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where
6* =tan"' (1/M). 4.5)

The corresponding strains v, follow from (2.14) as:

0<f=<o*
‘y,"l‘—{ M In[1- M sin? 8 — (1 - M*sin® 8)"” cos 6]
1+Ml 2 2 12
M n[1+ M?sin? 0 + (1 - M?sin® §) cosf)]}+dl(y) (4.6)
*<bsn

= ¥(y). @7

Here ¢(y) is an unknown function.

In the limit M -0 the stress fields reduce to the corresponding quasistatic fields. This is,
however, not true for the strains, which become unbounded as M —0. Difficulties of this kind
in the transition from the dynamic to the quasi-static solution as M =0 could have been
anticipated from the structure of the governing equations. As M — 0 the two distinct families of
characteristic curves of eqns (2.6) and (2.7), which are defined by

dx M
a; =Cotw = m (4.8)

merge into one family, defined by
dx _
0y cot w. 4.9

Such a degeneracy usually leads to a non-uniform transition, and the appearance of a
“boundary layer”. Some examples are given by Cole(4].

Another indication of a non-uniform transition is given by the form of the equations in the
hodograph plane. To transform (2.7) and (2.8) to the hodograph plane we introduce the
following changes of variables[5].

-9 By j 9%
aw 3y "0 -J I (4.10a,b)
Ix e &y _-de
Iw, J ay aw, ax (4.11a,0)
where J is the Jacobian
=903y 3y dw
ax dy ax 3y’ 4.12)
In the hodograph plane eqns (2.7) and (2.8) take the form
ay ax 2k dy _
cos w 3y, sin w — P -M 2 0 =0 4.13)
- 9 L sine X koY _
cos @ = +sin w 7o +p. oy, 0. 4.149)

This linear system of equations can be reduced to a single equation of the second order

k)’a2 ,8° ) 1 ay
(“ M3 Mot 6w o0 4.15)
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when M -0 the second order derivative 3’y/dw? disappears, which indicates that an asymptotic
expansion with respect to M cannot be uniform.

On the basis of the foregoing observations it may be assumed that the field near the crack
tip is of different forms in two zones. The outer solution in the “far field” is a regular expansion
in M as given by (3.1) and (3.2), where the leading term represents the quasi-static solution. The
effect of inertia is relatively small in this far-field. Inertia is, however, important in the inner
solution in the near field, represented by (4.1)-(4.5). The near-field can be thought of as a
“boundary layer”. In the present geometry the terminology ‘‘edge zone™ is, however, more
appropriate. In the edge-zone the inertia effects appear to remove the singularity of the
quasi-static strain component v,. The strain component vy, remains, however, singular.

In the next section we consider the matching of the inner solution and the outer solution,
and the shrinking of the edge-zone on the crack tip as M - 0.

S. SOLUTION IN THE PLANE OF THE CRACK
Matching of the far-field and near-field solutions has not been accomplished for arbitrary
values of the polar angle 6. It is, however, possible to investigate the matching for small values
of 6, by seeking a solution in the following form

=8 +w(re’+:-- (5.1
Yo = Yaa(P)B 4 yos(r)0 + - - - (5.2

Substitution of (5.1) into (2.15) and (2.16) and collecting the terms of equal powers of 4, gives
for the first approximation the following equations
’

dwl wl(wl 1) E d‘Yxl _¥a)_
rT r k ( dr r )_0 -3
z (o) ) k gﬂ_ﬂ —
a2l D)y (dr r)—o. (5.4)

]+—MY kw JV—MY ku) (558‘))
xi s x1 1. - il

Inserting (5.5) into (5.3) and (5.4) we arrive at

daJ,

(1+M) +(1+M)J - ,(J;-]_)L=0 (5.6)

(l—M)gd—J—_+(l—M)J- (J+—]_)J_=0 (5.7)

where the following change of variables has been used
a=-In(rr,). (5.8)

Let us consider the solutions to eqns (5.6) and (5.7) in the phase plane (J,,J_). The critical points
are the solutions to the following equations

(1+ M)J, - ﬁ J,-I)1.=0 (5.9)

- -2 S =
(1-M)J- Zk(L J)J-=0. (5.10)
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Equations (5.9) and (5.10) define three critical points, whose position and character are given by
by

mJ,=J-=0 stable node (5.11)
2k
2)J-=0; J,=(1+ M)—#—; unstable node (5.12)
2k .
3)L=06J=-(1-M) —l;; saddle point. (5.13)

The nature of the critical points given by (5.11)-(5.13) determines the phase flow pattern, i.e.
the trajectories of the solutions as a varies, shown in Fig. 2 (see e.g. Ref.[6]).

Since no limit cycle or center point exists, the trajectories beneath the separatrix line AA’
run towards infinity as a —» = (r—0). Along these lines J, and J_, and consequently w, and v,
become unbounded. However infinite growth of w, leads to an oscillation of the stress field
(with increasing frequency) which is not admissible from the physical point of view. Thus this
domain of the phase plane falls outside our consideration.

The phase flow above the separatrix line AA’ tends to the origin J, =J_ =0 so that for
a->» (r-0) we have J.,->0, J_-0, and consequently w,—>0, y,,=0. This result would
correspond to a uniform zero field ahead of the crack tip. The hyperbolicity of the governing eqns
(2.7)and (2.8) then would imply a zero field for the whole loading domain, which does, however, not
satisfy the boundary condition on the crack faces and therefore has to be rejected.

Thus we have no other alternative but the trajectory along the separatrix AA'. There is
however a “forbidden” region in the phase plane which is defined by the condition A=0. It
follows from (2.4), (2.5) and (5.1), (5.2) that

kA~ - Yr—' (5.14)
The requirement A = 0 leads to the inequality
— =53 e +1)20 (5.15)

which implies that we have to consider the part of the separatrix which lies on the left of the
bisector J, =—J_.
Thus, when a »x (r—0) the solution moves along the line AA' toward the point 3. Let

Fig. 2. Phase plane with critical points, for egns (5.6) and (5.7).
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us now find the solution in the neighborhood of the point 3. Linearization of eqns (5.6) and (5.7)
near this point leads to the following equations

dl. __ 2M
Frai e i (5.16)

—d—J—=—J sl +0-m2k, (5.17)
u

In terms of the variable r the solution has the form

1+3M IMK1+M)
Jo=C =37 (lr,) (5.18)
Jo=-(1- M)Zf+ C(r[r, 2 MIO+M) (5.19)

where C is an arbitrary constant and (5.8) has been used. Hence by virtue of (5.5) we obtain

1+5M IMII+ M)

k
Ya =3 — M)+ C =y (rlry) (5.20)
= 1= M+ C L L (g yomaaan (5.21)
Hence we have
= 0,6 = (1~ M)B +0[(r/r,) 14 (5.22)
o % 16 = = (1= M)B -+ 0(rly PO (5.23)

The dominant terms of the expressions (5.22) and (5.23) coincide with those of the expansion of
the near field, (4.1) and (4.4), for small 6. This result confirms the validity of the simple wave
solution near the crack tip.

Equations (5.6) and (5.7) can be integrated to yield the following solution in implicit form

J+ = A(r/rp)ZM/(HM)'J_‘(I+M)I(I+M) (524)

YA S S -
|J_|-2mi ’“’)- e+ B (r,,) .

h’ } h, 2MI(1+M)
P

M VP

(5.25)

Here A and B are constants of integration and F(p, q, 1, 5) is the hypergeometrical function.
The trajectory along the separatrix AA’ corresponds to B =0. This follows from the obser-
vation that the separatrix crosses the line J. = 0 at the point 3, which is defined by (5.13).

It can now be verified that for (r/r,)—0, (5.24) and (5.25) yield J. =0 and J_ - (2k/u X1 — M),
which correspond to w;— 1 —M and y,1—= ~ (k/uM)(1 — M). These results agree with (5.20) and
(5.21).

Next we consider (5.24) and (5.25) in the limit M —-0. It is noted from (5.5) that for M =0
we have J, = — J_. Since J_ <0, the constant A in (5.24) must equal unity: A = 1. For M # 0, the
combination of (5.5a,b) and (5.24) then yields

k \_ 2M r _k
ln(My,,+;w)-l+Mln( ) HMln‘My,1 “w‘ﬂnA (5.26)
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To expand (5.26) for small M we require r/r, > & where 8 is such that

~In (—r-';) ~ o(ﬁ)‘ (5.27)

Equation (5.26) then yields

y,,=-§w[in (rp)—m ("‘ ) T lnA]Jre(M) (5.28)

In deriving this expression, it was taken into account that J. <0.
For the hypergeometrical function in egn (5.25) we find for small M

I+M . 1+M ..(I.)zmhm ~wm+m)
F(l’ M 14 M’ Ay, U—l
~ 1+M . 1+M N
~F(1, w3 )+0(M)

Here B(x) is the B-function

1+ M B(‘ZJ'MM ) +O(M?). (5.29)

n!

1S L
BO=3 2 T IR (530

By virtue of (5.29), (5.30) and (5.25) we obtain for M =0

1 = & _k

3000 ==+ M & (Mya- o) (531
For (r/r,) > & the formulas (5.26) and (5.31) imply

~ ~£ M
Lya In {— )+ In(const.), A = {const.) (5.32)
rp

This result agrees with the quasi-static given by (3.5)~(3.6), which coincides with the dominant
terms of the outer solution for small 4, as given by (3.1)-(3.2).

In summary, for small values of the angle @ the solution given by (5.24) and (5.25) matches
the near field (4.1) and (4.3) to the far field (3.5)~(3.6) for small values of the angle 6. The region
defined by In (r/r,) ~ (M ") can be identified as an edge zone.

To follow in some detail the phase flow when M —0 it is convenient to consider the (y,, @)
phase plane. The point of intersection of the separatrix AA’ with the w-axis should be located
between 1 - M and ! + M. The angle x of intersection of the J, and J_ lines, is given by

x =m-2tan"'(1/M),

which tends to zero when M —0. The abscissa of the saddle point 3 is w;=1-M and the
abscissa of the node 2 is w, = 1+ M, which both tend to 1 as M —=0. Thus the critical points 2
and 3 shift to infinity as M - 0. For M =0 the phase flow has degenerated in that the separatrix
has turned into a straightline which is parallel to the v,-axis and has the abscissa @ = 1. The
magnitude vy, has become unbounded along this line.

From the point of view of fracture mechanics it is of interest to compute the strain
¥y = dw/dy in the plane of the crack. Analogously to (5.1) and .(5.2) we may consider the
expansion

Ty = Yool 1) + Yy2(r) 82 (5.33)

Equation (2.14) then yields

dyyoldr = yulr. (5.34)
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By employing (5.5a,b) to express v,; in terms of J, and J_, we obtain from (5.34)
1 _
Yyo=m-j riJ. 4+ J)dr {5.35)

To evaluate (5.35) we first substitute (5.24) into (5.6), and we reintroduce r by the use of
(5.8) to obtain

daJ.

~r L + T W3~ G AY 04y 2040 = g, (5.36)

By defining the new variable I, by
J.=7l,, where 7= rr, (5.37)

Equation (5.36) can be rewritten as
dr———(1+M) — oo (5.38)

Substitution of (5.24) into (5.35), and subsequent substitution of (5.37) and (5.38) in the resulting
integral yields

k 1-M 1+A—(I+M)l(l M)I 2MI(1- M)
" ]1 R M)Izm(rm] dr.. (5.39)

0...

This integral can be evaluated to yield the following result

2MI(1-M) M ]
+ (1+M)I(1-M)| _ s
( r ) A ! v ( 4 )}

(5.40)

2
-M {l 2+;:+MlnA+l

Fwo=D- M’ M

where D is a constant. The constant D can be obtained by applying the condition (2.22) at 7 = 1.
The result is

2M/(1-M) (1+M)I(1-M) +
Il y,(,—l+l—-ﬁ¥—ln %‘g)‘}mrm—:ﬁmml ! MlnlL/] Fl (5.41)
where
J¥=Jifs-. (5.42)

For 7= rir, -0, J, is given by (5.18). Substitution of this result in (5.41) gives

B yo=- ! MM In ( )+ o). (5.43)

By using (5.32), we find for M -0 outside of the edge zone
e -1 2(’ - .
L yo=31n r,,) ln(p)+1+0(M) (5.44)

This expression agrees with (3.7).

6. FURTHER EVALUATION OF EXACT SOLUTIONS
Equations (5.24) and (5.25), together with (5.5a,b) and (5.41) provide exact solutions for ,,
vx1 and 7y,0. Equations (5.24) and (5.25) still contain, however, one as yet unknown constant A.
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This constant can be determined by a further consideration of the condition on the elastic-

plastic boundary given by eqn (2.18). Upon substitution of the expansion (5.1) into (2.6a,b), and
the subsequent substitution of the result as well as (5.2) into (2.18), together with

ot =0 +0°), 6.1)

where 05,1 = pyr, wefindatr=r,
M+ o =-La- Mo, 62)
N B
The + notation has been defined by (2.19). By the use of (5.5a,b) this condition can be rewritten
in the form

A+MIJt-(1-M)J*= —ﬁﬂ - Mot 6.3)

Two other boundary conditions follow from (5.24) and (5.25) as

]:=AIJYI(I-M)I(I+M) (64)
1+M  1+M :—zM/u»em)-_ 1 B o
F(l, S 1+ Al =i 6.5)

Thus J¥%, J* and A can be solved from (6.3)-(6.5), in terms of the elastic stress component o' ;,..
Once A is known, eqns (5.24) and (5.25) can be solved for J. and J_.
The problem simplifies considerably if it is assumed that [y,,]} = 0. Equation (6.2) then yields

1-M
I+M

(k/lp)w; = =y at r = r,, which gives the condition J¥ =~ J* (6.6)

It is noted that the elastic field no longer appears in (6.4)~(6.6), except implicitly in the length of
the plastic zone r,.

As an alternative to solving the implicit forms (5.24) and (5.25), eqns (5.6) and (5.7) may be
solved numerically. This has actually been done in this paper, with the simplified condition
(6.6). The function y,; = (J, + J-)/2M has been plotted in Fig. 3. The corresponding quasi-static
solution, which is indicated by M =0, has also been plotted. The quasi-static solution for v, is
singular at r/r, =0, while the dynamic solution remains bounded. The curve for M =0.01 is
very close to the one for M =0, i.e. to In (r/r,), in the region r/r, > &, where § is the “length” of

-20

| mz01
| { M:09
o041 o . , - .
o] 002 0.04 0.06 008 [+ X} o] 02 04 0.6 0.8 1
r/rp r/ry
Fig. 3. Fig. 4.

Fig. 3. Shear strain, (u/k)yz1 vs rir, for various crack tip speeds, with an estimate of the edge zone.
Fig. 4. Shear strain v, in the plane of the crack (y =0, x >0) vs r/r, for various crack-tip speeds.
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the edge zone in the plane of the crack. An estimate of the length of the edge zone is indicated
in Fig. 3.

Curves for vy,o have been computed by substituting the numerical solution for v, in (5.34)
and integrating numerically, using the condition (2.22) at r = r,. The curves have been plotted in
Fig. 4. Substantial differences are noted between the quasi-static (M = 0) and the dynamic shear
strains.
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