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Abstract—In this paper the problem of an elastic half plane containing a crack and stiffened by a cover
plate is considered. First, the asymptotic nature of the stress state in the half plane around an end point of
the stiffner is studied in order to determine the likely orientation of a possible fracture initiation and growth.
The problem is then formulated for an arbitrarily oriented radial crack in terms of a system of singular
integral equations. For an internal crack and for an edge crack, the problem is solved and the stress
intensity factors at the crack tips and the interface stress are calculated. The case of a cracked half plane
for two symmetrically localted cover plates is then considered. From a fracture viewpoint, the case of two
stiffeners appears to be more severe than that of a single stiffner.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the relatively recent past, there has been considerable interest in the analysis of “‘cover
plates” as a problem in structural mechanics. This is primarily due to the fact that the structural
components with a variety of bonded or welded stiffeners and the solid state devices containing
elastic wafers fuse-bonded to elastic substrates may be approximated by a cover plate bonded
to an elastic solid. In most cases, since the stiffner is relatively very thin compared to the
remaining dimensions of the structure, it is approximated by an elastic ‘“membrane™ neglecting
the normal stress along the interface. Typical examples for such studies may be found in [1-3].
The primary interest in these and similar studies has been in the evaluation of the contact shear
along the interface. The results given in [3] for various elastic and inextensible cover plate
geometries show that, at the end points of the stiffener, not only the contact shear stress but
also the stress state in the substrate has a ™'/ singularity. This suggests that such points of
stress singularity are locations of potential failure initiation. Furthermore, if the bond is
sufficiently strong, the most likely failure mechanism would be the initiation and propagation of
a crack in the substrate along the weakest cleavage plane emanating from the singular point. To
study the related failure problem, one needs to determine the weakest cleavage plane in the
elastic half plane and to solve the corresponding crack problem by placing a crack of arbitrary
length along this plane.

A problem similar to that described above was considered in a recent paper (4], where it was
assumed that the stiffener is perfectly rigid and the crack is perpendicular to the boundary.
Aside from the assumption regarding the stiffness of the cover plate which may not be very
realistic for most practical applications, in [4] it is found that the nature of the stress
singularities at both ends of the cover plate are identical to that of stiffened uncracked elastic
half plane where the power of singularity is complex. This is clearly incorrect as the zero
traction-zero displacement mixed boundary conditions which prevails in the half plane near the
end points are for a wedge of angle 7 at one end and #/2 at the other.t At the crack end of the
stiffener, that is, for the 90° wedge, the power of the singularity is less than one half and is
real [5].

The general formulation given in this paper may be used to reduce a number of crack-
stiffner or crack-contact problems (including that discussed in [4]) to a system of integral
equations. Since the kernels in these integral equations are known in closed form and are
relatively simple functions, quite accurate solutions to the problem may be obtained with a
minimal computational effort.

1This work was supported by NASA-Langley under the grant NGR-39-007-011 and by NSF under the grant
CME-78-09737.

1This is due to “‘rounding” the corners by approximating the mapping function by a rational function used in{4} for mapping
the cracked half plane into a circle.
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2. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

The problem under consideration is that of an elastic half plane { —® < x <w, y <0) which
contains an arbitrarily oriented crack and is subjected to a given set of external loads. Along the
boundary y =0 the plane may contain a bonded stiffener or may be loaded through a stamp.
Perhaps the simplest way to solve the problem would be to reduce it to a system of integral
equations in which the crack surface displacements and the contact stresses on the boundary
are the unknown functions. To derive the integral equations, in addition to the solution of the
problem for the half plane under the given applied loads but without the crack and the stiffener,
it is sufficient to obtain the solution for a dislocation in the plane and a concentrated force on
the boundary.

Consider a half plane (— < x <®, —o< y < () with the elastic constants «,, py(x; =341
for plane strain and «; = (3~ »)/(1 + 1) for plane stress) which contains a dislocation at the
point (x,, y,) having a Burger's vector b. Let the components of the Burger’s vector be b, = f;
and b, = f,. Referring to [6] the stress state in the half plane due to f; and f, may be expressed
as

2,
(1 + ky)

T1xx(x, y) = [Kulx, y, x1, y)fi + Kialx, y, xp, y0f2],

2p,

;5%7{)“(“("’ ¥, X, yofi + Kofx, y, xi, yf)

ley(x; )’) =

2
Utyy(xs )’} = ;H%S{Kn(xs ¥, Xy, yl)fl + KSZ(xs ¥ Xy .Vs)fﬁ (La‘c)

where the functions Kj; are given in Appendix A.
The second basic solution needed to formulate the problem is that of a half plane under

concentrated forces f, and f, acting on the boundary at (x = x,, y =0) in x and y directions,
respectively. This solution is given by

Ore(X, ¥) =~ ;Zrz{(x = X' fy + (x = %oV ¥fal,
02 (1) = =l = 3oPofs + (x = YAl
Oay(X, y}=— ;%{Yz(x - xo)f3+ )’3f4}’ (2a—c)

where

P ={(x—x)f+y. &

For this loading condition, the displacement derivatives on the boundary y=0 may be
expressed as

-i&-'iuz{x, 0= LI + f'z:"l‘f@(x - Xp),
X + }

1+ Ky 0x A~ X
4p, 3 __k—l _ R 4
l + K2 axvz(xs 0) K2+ 1f38(x x0)+ ‘}Txo“.x’ ( a, b)

The third problem is the determination of the stress state in the half plane having no crack
and no stiffener and subjected to the actual applied loads. This stress state will be designated by
0.ii(x, ¥), (i, j = x, y). For example, in a plane under uniform tension p, in x-direction, we have

Coxx(X, ¥) = Do, Oary(X, ) =0, 0ay(x,¥)=0. (Sa~c)

Consider now the problem described in Fig. 1. If the cover plate is approximated by a
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Fig. 1. Geometry of the stiffened elastic half plane containing a crack.
membrane, o,, = 0 and the equilibrium condition in x-direction gives
Suy 3wy, j *
T+x il . fi(x)dxo+ P, ®

where u; and «, are the elastic constants, h the thickness, u, the displacement, 24 the length of
the stiffener, P, and P, the additional forces which may be acting on the stiffener, and
fx(xo) = o, the shear stress acting on the contact region (Fig. 1). Note that

i)
[ o dto= Py P, ™

If we assume that the half plane contains a crack along the line L, the Burger’s vector
b(f, f} would be a continuously distributed function with the coordinates x, and y, on L.
Clearly, fi{xi, »1), fo{x1, y1) and fi(x,) are the unknown functions of the problem which may be
determined from the traction boundary conditions on the crack surface and the displacement
continuity along the contact area. Anticipating the crack initiation at an end region of the
stiffener, consider the specific radial crack geometry shown in Fig. 1. The boundary conditions
on the crack surface may be expressed as

Tnn(5) = 0, COS* 0+ 0, sin* 0+ 0,,5in20=0, c<s<d,

On(s)=(o,—0,)sinfcos 8—0o,,co520=0, c<s<d, (8a,b)
where (see egns 1,2 and 5)
o= oyt oyt aap (L)) =(x ®)
On the line of the crack note that
x=gsin@, y=-—s5cosé, (10)
and we let
x=tsinf, yy=~tcosh (c<t<d). an

Now, observing that f,, f, and f; are distributed functions, substituting from (1), (2), (5), (9) and
S8 Vol. 18, No. 58
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(10) into (8) we obtain the following two integral equations:
d d 0

f ki(s, t)fl(t)dt+f kix(s, 1‘)fz(1)dl+j2 ki3(s, Xo)f3(xo) dxg

=-pycos’ 8, (c<s<d),

d d {1
I ky(s, fi(n)dt + I ka(s, t)f(t)ydt + f—z Kas(s, Xo)f+(xo) dxo
=—pesin@cos b, (c<s<d), (12a,b)

where the kernels k; (i=1,2; j=1,2,3) are given in Appendix B. Since the crack is an
embedded crack, from the condition of single-valuedness of displacements it follows that

d d
jf,(t)dr=0, Ifz(r)dt=0. (13a,b)

The third integral equation is obtained by expressing the condition of continuity of Jufdx
along the interface y =0, —2a < x <0, namely

210 =Lt 0) (14

The strain du,/dx is given by (6). du,/ax is obtained by adding the strains given by the stress
states (1), (2) (which is given by eqn 4a), and (5), and again keeping in mind that f,, f, and f, are
distributed functions. Thus, for the crack geometry and the applied loads given in Fig. 1 we
obtain

d d 0
f kzl(X,l)fl(f)dH‘f k3x(x, f)fz(t)dt*'f_z kax(x, xo)f3(xo) dxg

SR L]
8u, 0 8hu,

P, (-2a<x<0), (15)
where the kernels &y, (j = 1,2, 3) are aiso given in Appendix B,

3. THEUNCRACKEDPLANE
To determine the direction of crack initiation in the plane, the asymptotic stress state near
the end points of the stiffener needs to be analyzed. In the uncracked plane, the external loads
are the actual applied loads (e.g. o,,(, y) = po) and the contact stresses on the stiffener-half
plane interface. If the stiffener is approximated by a membrane, the contact stress o,,(x,0) =
fi(x) is zero and referring to the insert in Fig. 2, for P, = P, =0, a,,(x,0) = fy(x) is determined
from (see eqn 15)

1 foxg) ;o 1 gz(1+K1)r _
7 %o x T3 (1% xy) J, D40 == pol2, (0<x <), (16)
subject to
b
[ s an=o an
Defining
- _ _ b&z(l + K])
x=(1+0bl2, xo=(1+1)b[2, fi(xe)=f(1), A (18)

T hu(1+ 1)’
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Fig. 2. Angular distribution of the cleavage stress o, in the half plane around the end point of the stiffener.
eqns (16) and (17) may be expressed as
] ¢ 1
%f I—T"’t d‘r—%f f(ndr=-pyf2, (-1<t<1), f findr=0  (19,b)
-1 T -1 -1

which are solved numerically.
Once fy(xo) is determined, by substituting from (2) into the transformation formulas (8) and
integrating in xo, one may easily obtain the cleavage stress o,, along n =0 as follows:

1
ldn..(r. 0)= —lf {[rsin 8+ (1= 7)/2] cos? 6+ [rsin @
Do K |

+(1 - )2} sin® 8 cos® 8 — 2r{r sin 6
+ (1= 7)/2F% sin 6 cos® 8H{r* cos® @+ [rsin 8
+(1-)2*f(r)dr+cos? 6, (0<r<w), (20)

where r = s/b. Also, on the boundary y = 0 the stress component o,, may be obtained from (2a)
as follows:

1 2r
Ea,,<x,o>=1+;j_l;f‘_—'l,df, x=b(t+ D)2, (~o<t<) 1)

Note that the solution of (19a) is of the form
f()=F@I(1-A(-1<r<1), 22)

F(7) being a bounded function. Thus, after determining F(r) from (19), o.(7, 6) and o, (x, 0)
may be obtained from (20) and (21) by using the standard Gaussian integration formulas{7].
Figure 2 shows the variation of the cleavage stress o,, with the angle 8 for a fixed value of
r = s/b. The value of r seems to affect primarily the magnitude rather than the angular variation
of o,. The angle at which o,, is maximum is approximately 3°. By changing A it was also
observed that this angle does not seem to vary significantly with material constants. Therefore,
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for the remainder of this study, it will be assumed that the weak cleavage plane in the elastic
half space is § =0. This way the integral equations and the subsequent asymptotic analysis are
simplified quite considerably without significantly altering the qualitative behavior of the
results. Along the plane 8 = 0, the variation of the cleavage stress a,,(s, 0) = g, (b, v) is shown
in Fig. 3. From (20) it can be shown that @,, has a singularity of the form s '? in the
neighborhood of the end points of the stiffener. Thus, o,, becomes unbounded as s—0.
By substituting from (22) into (21) and by using the properties of the Cauchy-type integrals
or that of the Chebishev polynomials, it may easily be shown that 7] the function o,,(x,0)
defined by (21) is bounded in — 1<t <1, (or in 0 < x < b) and has a square-root singularity at
=7F] (or at x=0, x=>) for |t|>1. That is, as may be seen from Fig. 4, 0..(x,0) is
discontinuous and is unbounded at the end points of the stiffener.

4. THECRACK-STIFFENER PROBLEM—THE INTERNAL CRACK

For uniform tension py, P,= P, =0, and ¢ =0 from (12) and (15) the integral equations of
the problem shown in Fig. 1 may be obtained as follows:

2u, d[_ | T 48 ]
(1l + ky) t—s t+s (t+s)7+(t+s)3 fi()dt
2[2 xzx?(iozd)xo o (c<s<d), o

2u, "[ | sz—t2+4ts] _zf’ $X' f(xg) dxg _ 4
Tty ). i=st Taasy SO Toiesy DO (e<s<d. @4

1 [/ - 2_3x? 2
[t2+tx2+ t((:7+xf)2)]fl(’)d’ ] ‘T-‘ﬂfz(l)dt

2n).
1+k [° filx) 1+ * 1+«
+ Xo— Xo) dxo = — s (=2a<x<0). (25)
4y J 2 Xo—x 0 8hu, Joa, filxa) d% 8u. Por
Tyx/Po
0 | 2 3
I T T _I T
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1§ ]
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| Po
®
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Fig. 3. Variation of the cleavage stress a,, with the radial distance from an end point of the stiffener for
6=0.
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Fig. 4. Variation of the normal stress o, on the surface of the stiffened half plane.

The solution of (23)-(25) is to be obtained under the following conditions:
d d 0
[[rwa=o. [‘rwar=o. [ fuman=o (26s-c)

For ¢ >0 the integral equations (23)-(25) have simple Cauchy-type kernels. Consequently,
the functions f, (i =1, 2, 3) have square root singularities and are of the form shown by (22).
These equations may easily be solved by using a Gaussian quadrature formula[7]. From the
viewpoint of fracture analysis, the quantities which are of primary interest are the stress
intensity factors which may be obtained as follows:t

k(c) =1lim V(2(c - 5)ou(5,0), klc)=lim VQ(c - 5))ay,(s,0), (27a,b)
ky(d)= lin; V(s - d))au(s,0), k(d)= Iin‘; V(s = d))ay,(s,0), (28a,b)

k(-2a)= lim V20a+x)oy(x0), kO)= lim V(-20a,(x0.  (a,b)

x-2a

5. THEEDGE CRACK

The integral equations (23)-(25) are valid for all cracks perpendicular to the boundary,
including the physically important case of an edge crack for which ¢ = 0. It may be observed
that for ¢ = 0 the kernels of the integral equations are of the generalized Cauchy type; that is, in
addition to simple Cauchy singularities, the kernels contain terms which become unbounded at
the end point x =0 = 5. Consequently, at the end point x = 0= s the functions f, (i=1,2,3)
would not have the standard square-root singularity.

First, we note that for a sectionally holomorphic function F(z) defined by

_1 1 fnde
Fa)=1 [ 004 (30)
where
fiy=r—88  (C1<Re(a,B)<1) )
T=ar®-1F A<D,

tNote that for the geometry under consideration

I.(y)=f;[u:(+0, y— i~ 0, y)) and fo(y) =‘§;[l’2(*0- )= =0, ),

§ ==, 0, = = 0y, and in transforming the coordinates the notation fi(s)= i ¥(s)], (i = 1,2) is used.
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one may express the following asymptotic relation([7, 8}:

Flz)= $la) e°" 1 o) 1 1

“(-aPsinan(z-a’ (b-a) sinBr(z-b)F Fy(2), (32)

where ¢(¢) is a bounded function and F; is either bounded or has singularities of order lower than
that of F(z)[8]. Also note that

1% f(n) 2 f(t) d?
p f -7 dt— F(z), f d—,F(z) (33)

By observing that for a < x < b F(z) is homolorphic at z = 2a — x, one could write

lﬂf ___L(L)d‘_)“,_—_nl 4 p2a-x), (a<x<b). (34)

(t+x-2a

Thus, for ¢ = 0 the asymptotic values of all the integrals in (23)-(25) may be expressed in terms
of the corresponding holomophic functions by using the general relations (32) and (33) and
specific expressions of the form (34). For this, it is sufficient to expand the kernels into simple
fractions. For example,

xt2=i1_i1+£1+51
(EF+x) 4(t+ix) 4(t-ix) 4(t+ix) 4(t-ix)”

35)

for which the related function Fy(z) would be holomorphic at z = ¥ ix if —2a <x <0 (see eqn
25).
We now let the unknown functions f, (i = 1,2, 3) in (23)~(25) be defined by

2u, __ &

1+ Kzfl(t)_ tﬂ(d__ t)uv (36)

24y _ &)
] + Ksz(t) - tﬁ(d_ t)ys (0< t< d)’ (37)

- (1) _
f;(l)-(_t 1 +2a)" (-2a<t<0), 0<Re(a,B, v,0)<l. (38)
Also let

d o
Fo=Fa- L [ Mg =12, (9)
F(a=— {“”d: (40)

-2a

By substituting from (36)-(38) into (23)~(25) and by using the function-theoretic method
described above, the following characteristic equations may be obtained to determine the
constants a, B, vy and w:

JTd’;d)cotww:O, —#}glcotm@(l, %TZAF—)CO‘ ma =0, (41a-c)

_ - 2,610 - 78 $:(0) =

prmgar [(l cos mp—4B +28 ’L_:i" +(B—2)cos 5 (2a)"] 0, 42)
- 2).‘?2__ ._E_J__. = 4

sn ﬁ[(cos mp-1+48-28 +(B—1)sip 2 Qa )a] 0, (43)
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L 2B HO) 51 _ gy gin B 2240 _ 40
sinqrﬁ[ 2B cos > ge +2(1 B)smr!zﬁ ' cos'rrﬁ(za).] , (44)

At the end points, the functions ¢;(?), (i =1,2,3) are bounded and nonzero. Hence, eqns
(41) give the following expected resuits corresponding to square-root singularities:

w=12, y=1{2, a=1/2. (45)
Since it is assumed that ¢,(0)# 0, (i = 1,2,3), the coefficient determinant of the linear homo-

geneous system (42)-(44) must vanish, giving the fourth characteristic equation to determine g
as follows:

cos _ 0 _
——-,é—sm {cos WB—1+4B8-28} = (46)

It may be observed that (46) has no root for which 0 <Re(8)<1. For the sectionally
holomorphic function F(2) given by (30), if we now assume that the density function f(¢) is
bounded at ¢ = b and let

fo =—L‘m(,-(;)) ’ "
the asymptotic expression of F(z) near the point z = b becomes [8)
Fy=2iog (- ) + Fya), (48)

where, near and at z = b, F, is bounded. With the behavior at the end points known, the density
functions f; may now be expressed as

2m Gt) 2w, _ G .. Gl)
HO=gEgm A0 =m0 =g (49ac)

The functions G, and G; at t = d and G, at £ =~ 2a are bounded and nonzero. However, their
behavior at t =0 is as yet unknown. By using (48) and substituting from (49) into the integral
equations (23) and (25), we obtain

——— ({0} log x <™, ——auxe(G;(0)log s <, (50a,b)

\/(26) N(Za}

In the third integral equation (24) the coefficients of the logarithmic terms cancel out. At the end
point, we have x =0~ and s =0". Hence, from (50) it follows that

G5(0)=0. n
Therefore, the characteristic equation (46) found by assuming that ¢-(0) # 0 (which means that

f(0) # 0 or G5(0) # 0) would not be valid. Going back now to the system of equations (42)—(44),
if we let ¢5(0) = 0, and assume that ¢,(0) # 0 and ¢,(0) # 0 (42) and (43) gives

———-—(1 cos 7~ 4B +28%) =0, (52)

sin B

and from (44) we obtain

¢,(0>=-’2-’-¢2<0). (53)
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It should be pointed out that (52) is the characteristic equation corresponding to a 90° elastic
wedge for which the tractions in the neighborhood of the apex are zero. In the problem under
consideration, since o,,(x,0)=0 and ¢4(0) = 0 implies that o,,( = 0,0) =0, this result is expec-
ted.t The relation (53) indicates that even though bounded and nonzero, at (x =0, y =0) the
displacement derivatives 2(u," — u, )/ 3y and 3(v," — v,7)/ 3y are not independent. In passing one
may also remark that at y = 0, if one forces the crack to close (i.e. if $;(0) = 0and ¢,(0) = 0)and lets
$3(0) # 0, from (44) one may easily recover the standard characteristic equation, namely cot
o = 0.

6. SYMMETRIC COVERPLATES

The formulation of the stiffener-crack probiem described in the previous sections may be
applied to a cracked half plane containing any number of stiffeniers without any difficulty. In
particular, the problem is considerably simplified if there are two identical cover plates located
symmetrically with respect to the x = 0 plane and if the crack is oriented along the plane of
symmetry. In this case, f,(t) = 0 and the system of integral equations (23)}-(25) reduces to

2#’2 d[__ i _ i _ 2 47 ]

a4kl L 1=s t+s G+s) (t+sy file) dt

4 7
i . e +S)fs(t)dt=~p0, (c<s<d), (54)

il [ o [ o

m(l+ k) t—-x t+x
_l.i_'f,l_&z_r S _
TR ET _zafg(t)dt— > (-2a<x<-b), (55)

where it is assumed that the stiffeners are located on (—2a+« x<—-b,y=0)and (b<x<
2a, y =0), and the crack on (x =0, —d <y < —¢). The equilibr um and the single-valuedness
conditions under which (54) and (55) must be solved are

d ~b
[ fi(yde =0, ] AHlyde=0. (56a,b)
¢ ~2a

In this problem, too, the interesting case is that of ¢ =0, & = 0 corresponding to the crack
initiation and growth from a broken cover plate. In the case of a single cover plate ~2a<x <
2a, in the absence of any cracks in the elastic half plane, the max mum tensile stress o, in the
cover plate would be at x = 0. If the cover plate fails at this point then the problem reduces to
that discussed in [3], where it was shown that the stress state (i1 the half plane} at the point
(x=0, y=0) has a strong singularity. This would greatly enha ice the possibility of crack
initiation in the elastic half plane around this point. For b =0 and ¢ = 0 the asymptotic behavior
of the solution of (54) and (55) may again be examined by definins f. and f; as-in (36)-and (38)
and by using the function-theoretic method described in the previous section. In this case, the
characteristic equations are found to be

i cotmu =0, Etcotma =0 (57a,b)
Lla- - 5810) | 5g 905 TBSLO]
sin me[“ cos mB— 45 +28 )%T*‘“ AB-cos 55 a)a] 0, (58)
L[ _2pcos ™40 _ 0] _
sin wﬁ[ 28 cos 2 d* (1 +cos Wﬁ)(zl—a)?] 0. (59)

+It should be emphasized that the absence of stress singularity at the apex of a 90° elastic wedge stiffencd on. one side is
due to the membrane assumption made for the stiffener. If the stiffener has a finite thickness, then the apex is a point of
stress singularity and the asymptotic behavior of the stress state around this pointis similar to that of two bonded dissimilar 90°

elastic wedges (see, e.g.[5]).
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Equation (57) gives again the standard result = 1/2, a = 1/2 and the coefficient determinant A
of (58) and (59) may be shown to be

2 _
apy =25 Bt 60)

sin® mB

It is again seen that A(8) =0 has no root (for which 0 <Re(8) < 1).

If one now assumes that at the end point £ =0 f, and f, are bounded and are of the form
given by (49a) and (49¢c), by using the procedure of the previous section, it may be shown that
Gy(0) and hence f,(0) is zero. In the asymptotic relation obtained from the second integral
equation, the coefficients of the logarithmic terms cancel out, implying that ¢,(0) is bounded
and (may be) nonzero (see, e.g. [9] for details).

7. RESULTS

The integral equations with a simple Cauchy kernel or with a generalized Cauchy kernel
found in the previous sections are solved by using the numerical integration formulas described,
for example, in (7). The stress intensity factors defined by (27)-(29) for the problem of a
uniformly loaded stiffened cracked elastic half plane are given in Tables 1-6. Tables 1 and 2
show the stress intensity factors for the interface shear stress at the end points x =0 and
= —2a of the stiffener for the case of an internal crack (¢ >0, # =0, Fig. 1). In Table 1, the
length of the crack is fixed and its relative distance to the boundary s, = (d + ¢)/2a is varied. In
Table 2, the crack length is varied for a fixed distance. In the tables the dimensionless constant

A* defined by

a po(l +x;)
B a1+ ) 1)

A=
is a measure of the relative stiffness of the cover plate, smaller A* corresponding to stiffer
cover plates. The tables indicate the expected trends, namely that generally the stress intensity
factors increase with increasing cover plate stiffness. Tables 3 and 4 show the corresponding
stress intensity factors at the ends of the internal crack which are defined by (27) and (28). It
may be seen that the mode II stress intensity factors ky(c) and ky(d) are very small in
comparison with the mode I values ki(c) and k,(d) indicating that a subcritically growing crack

Table 1. Variation of the stress intensity factors ky( —2a) and ky(0) for the interface shear stress with the
crack location, so=(d+c)/(2a)—the case of internal crack, A*=(a/AXulpu X+ x)(1+x3), =
(d-¢)Qa)=1

ko(-22)/p k(0175 72
s~ 0.2 1 4 0.2 1 4
1.1 0.519 0.406 0.237 -1.074 -0.918 -0.633
1.5 0.605 0.488 0.305 -0.642 -0.521 -0.325
2 0.602 0.494 0.321 -0.546 -0.442 -0.279
3 0.541 0.447 0.296 -0.493 -0.402 -0.260
5 0.487 0.401 0.264 -0.474 -0.389 -0.255

Table 2. Variation of ky(-2a) and k,(0) with crack length, [ = (d - c)/2a, 5= (d + c)(2a) =1

ky(-2a)/p /2 k,(0)/p /2
N NEEY 1 4 0.2 1 P
0.1 0.472 0.388 0.254 -0.473 -0.389 -0.255
0.25 0.478 0.391 0.255 -0.486 -0.399 -0.260
0.5 0.496 0.402 0.256 -0.543 -0.445 -0.286
0.75 0.510 0.406 0.248 -0.700 -0.580 -0.375
0.9 0.494 0.387 0.228 -1.015 -0.867 -0.598
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Table 3. Variation of the stress intensity factors at the crack tips s = ¢ and s = 4 with the crack location.
so=(c+d)2a), I =(d ~ c)l(2a) = | (internal crack)

ky(c)/py /02 kp{c)/p 22 ky(d)/p /2 K,(d)/p /2

N EE 1 4 0.2 1 4 0.2 1 4 0.2 1 4

1.1 1.535 ) 1.550 [ 1.592 [|~0.077 [-0.045 |-0.001 | 1.092 | 1.116 | 1.155 | 0.075 | 0.062 | 0.040
1.5 1.055 | 1.088 | 1.140{ 0.042 | 0.035 { 0.021 (| 1.034 | 1,048 | 1.071 | 0.052 | 0.040 | 0.022
2.0 1.010 | 1.030 | 1.059{} 0.051 | 0.039 | 0.024 ¢ 1.023 | 1.030 | 1.041 | 0.035  0.026 | 0.014
3.0 1.011 | 1.017 | 1.025{ 0.029 | 0.022 | 0.011 | 1.015 | 1.017 | 1.021 {j 0.016 | 0.012 | 0.006
5.0 1.008 | 1.009 | 1.010 | 0.008 | 0.006 | 0.003 | 1.008 | 1.008 | 1.009 || 0.005 | 0.004 | 0.002

Table 4. Variation of the stress intensity factors at the crack tips with the crack length, /= (d - ¢)}/(2a),
5o = (¢ + d)/(2a) = 1 (internal crack)

ki (c}/pyria ky(c)/p /28 kq(d)/pyv/2a ky(d)/p, /22

A¥
0.2 1 4 0.2 ] 4 0.2 1 4 0.2 1

0.1 0.913 | 0.935 | 0.967 || 0.035 | 0.027 | 0.015 ]| 0.919 | 0.940 | 0.970 j} 0.039 § 0.030
0.25 | 0.919 | 0.943 | 0.979 0.033 | 0.026 | 0.014 ! 0.932 | 0.952 | 0.982 || 0.042 | 0.032
0.5 0.965 | 0.993 | 1.037 || 0.023 | 0.020 | 0.014 || 0.966 | 0.987 | 1.018 | 0.050 | 0.039
0.75 | 1,130 | 1.160 | 1.212{{-0.008 | 0.001 | 0.010{ 1.021 | 1.084 | 1.08) || 0.062 | 0.050
0.9 1.500 | 1.512 | 1.549{{-0.083 {-0.050 {-0.004 {| 1.080 | 1.105 [ 1.145 0.073 | 0.061

Table 5. Stress intensity factors ky(—2a), k{d). and ky(d) for the case of a single stiffener and an edge
crack (¢ = 0) (see insert in Fig. 5)

ky(-2a)/p /2 ky (d)/p, @72 kp(d)/p /72
N 0.2 1 10 0.2 1 10 0.2 1 10
0.1 0.441 | 0.369 | 0.169 | 2.670 | 2.434 | 1.838 | -0.380 | -0.300 | -0.095
'0.25 | 0.393 | 0.335 | 0.161 | 1.959 | 1.877 | 1.667 | -0.18¢ | -0.143 | -0.039
f0.5 0.308 | 0.269 | 0.138 | 1.687 | 1.667 | 1.606 | -0.071 | -0.055 | -0.075
]‘1 0.152 | 0.138 | 0.081 | 1.591 | 1.589 | 1.586 | -0.010 | -0.008 | -0.002

Table 6. Stress intensity factors ky( — 2a) and ky(d) for two symmetric stiffeners and an edge crack (c = 0)
(see insert in Fig. 6)

kp(-2a)/p ’2 ky(d)/p vl
A'
i/ 0.2 1 10 0.2 1 10
0.1 0.469 0.386 0.171 4.014 3.443 2.110
0.25 0.402 0.341 0.162 2,351 2.183 1.753 |
0.5 0.308 0.269 0.139 1.782 1.750 1.632 '
1 0.152 0.138 0.081 1.601 1.597 1.587 |

generally would remain in the direction approximately perpendicular to the boundary. One may
also observe that the mode I values tend to slightly decrease with increasing cover plate
stiffness or decreasing A¥*.

Table 5 shows the results for the edge crack (i.e. ¢ = 0) in a half plane stiffened by a single
cover plate. Note that in this case, k;(0) for the interface shear is zero. The results are given
only for (d/a) <1 as they appear to remain relatively constant for (d/a)> 1. This may be seen
from Fig. 5 giving the mode I stress intensity factor at the crack tip as a function of d/a. The
asymptotic value of the stress intensity ratio for (d/a)—>=® shown in the figure is that of a
uniformly loaded unstiffened half plane containing an edge crack. The figure shows that as
(d/a)~0 the stress intensity factor becomes unbounded. This is, of course due to the fact that
in this case, the governing stress field itself is singular (see Fig. 3). It may also be seen that as
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Fig. 5. Variation of the mode I crack tip stress intensity factor with the crack length for various stiffness
parameters A* = [au(1 + x)}/[hui(1 + x5)] in a half plane containing an edge crack and a single stiffener.
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Fig. 6. y?rialion of the mode I crack tip stress intensity factor with the crack length in a half plane
containing an edge crack and stiffened by two symmetric cover plates. A* = [apy(1 + k) A (1 + x3)).
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A* decreases, the stress intensity factors tend to increase due to the increase in the “stress
concentration” around the stiffener.

The results for two symmetric cover plates are shown in Tabie 6. In this case, the stress
intensity factor for the contact shear k»(0) and that at the crack tip for mode II k,(d) are zero.
The important stress intensity factor k;(d) is also given in Fig. 6. Again, it may be seen that for
(d/a)> 1, the effect of the cover plates appears to be negigible (this general result may also be
observed from the stress distributions given in Fig. 3 and 4). Comparison of the results given in
Fig. 5 and 6 indicates that the stress intensity factor for the two cover plate case is consistently
greater than that for a single cover plate.
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APPENDIX A
The functions K;; appearing in egns (1):

K Yty _ ¥~ n Ar=x'y+y) Ax-x)y-w)
D e N N N P TR I ey TV o

[6()‘ Xy + y)+ 200+ 0P - 60— xPy(y + y1) - 25 - xy)* (x—x.)z-(y*r}’n)z]
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[y +y P+ (x-x)F (4 nlP+(x-x)F
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K22 =
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APPENDIX B
The kernels k; appearing in eqns (12):

ky(s, )= n(_&iT){ £os a+[2(r s)sin® 6 cos 6— (1 + 5) cos® 8]R?
+[(t = sX5F* - s*)sin? 6 cos® 8- 24(t + 5)* cos® - (1 - 5) cos @sin* G}R™*
+ {423t + 5P cos” 0+86X1+ sK4ts - 2 - s} sin? B cos’ @

1263t - s)*(t + s) sin* 8 cos? G]R*],

k.z(s.t)=F‘2‘E}]—)[ s""w §)sin® 6R~2
2

+5sin 8 cos* 8{(1 + sY£2 - 2~ 81s) +4ts(t - s))R™
+sin® 8 cos? 0(¢ — sX1742 + s>~ 10ts)R™*
+(8 sin 8 cos® 01(¢ — )%t + 5)* - sin® 0 cos® B41(1 — s)°(41 - 35)

+4sin® 0 cos® (12— s2)(s2 - 212 + m)]k"},

kis(s, xg) = ——12;{[(5 sin 8 - xo)° cos? 8+ 5% sin? 8 cos? 8(s sin 6 - xo)

~ 2 sin @ cos? @s(s sin 8 — xpPl[s* cos® 8 + (s sin 6 — xo)’]”}.

_ 2, sin @
ks 0 1r(xz+l){ -5

+{(t+ sX2ts — 52— 5¢%) sin @ cos® 8+ (¢ - s)’(31 - s) sin® G cos B)R™*
+[4e(t+ 5Y(t - sX2¢ — 5) sin 8 cos® @+ 8Bes(t - sX32— s} sin® B cos* @

==— +[(t - sXsin® 8- sin 6 cos? 8) - (¢ + 5) sin 8 cos? §)R?

~4t(1 - 5P(2t + 5)sin’ 0 cos? f cos? O]R"}.

£os 9—(: 5)sin® Bcos G R+ (8t(t - s cos fsin* @

k22(5 n= _2ﬂ_{f-5

n(l+
+cos® @sin? O(t + sHE2 — s - 415) - 2t — sX582 + 5% - 2ts))

+ (145X 52— 12+ 4ts) cos® )R +[41(1 - sXt + sH4r2 - 352 - Tis)
x sin? 8 cos® 6+ 41(1 ~ 51’21 - 5) sin* A cos® 4

- 81(¢- 5)*sin® 6 cos OIR"'}.

k(8. Xo) = —%[s2 c0s? 8+ (s sin 8~ xo)l*] (s sin 8 — xo)’ sin B cos 8
— 5%(s sin @ — xo) cos’ @ sin @ — s(s sin 8 — xo)*(sin® 6 — cos? §) cos 8],
R%=(1+s5)cos? §+(t—s)sin? 6.

kyy(x, 1) = '—“i{ T2+ [ cos? §-3(x - t sin 07| T-Y).

ky(x. =~ %r’(x — tsin f)cos® 6T,

T+l 1 1+

k33(x. xo) = 4# i T

H(x - xp),
T? = £ cos? 8+ (x — ¢ sin 9),

H(x—xo)={;:;::.



