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Abstract

Explicit asymptotic model is presented for a singularly perturbed boundary value problem of the uncoupled
thermo-elasticity. Interaction of a crack and a small inclusion with different elastic and thermo-elastic moduli is
analyzed. Asymptotical formulae are derived for the crack trajectories in terms of Polya-Szegd tensors associated
with the defects. Effect of the temperature on the deflection of the crack is compared with propagation of the crack
in heterogeneous elastic solid with zero temperature increment. © 2000 Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Fracture propagation in inhomogeneous media is one of the subjects which are of the interest in the
research community in the recent years. Extensive work has been published on the fracture of brittle
materials and the crack formation (see monographs by Sih, 1978; Sih and Chen, 1981; Sih, 1991).
Starting from Bueckner (1970) the technique of the weight functions is used to evaluate the stress
intensity factors for the problems with cracks. We would like to refer to the papers by Willis and
Movchan (1995) and Movchan and Willis (1995) who derived the weight functions for 3D cracks and
analyzed three-dimensional propagating crack (Willis and Movchan, 1997). The question of crack
propagation in inhomogeneous elastic media has been studied by Movchan et al. (1991), interaction with
particular inclusions has been considered by Bigoni et al. (1998). Bigoni et al. (1996) compared the
results of asymptotical analysis with the experimental data obtained in Ceramic Center (Bologna). The
crack-inclusion interaction has been studied by Rubinstein (1986) with the use of the integral equation

* Corresponding author. Fax: + 1-801-5814148.
E-mail address: serkov@math.utah.edu (S.K. Serkov).
! This work has been done while S.K.S. was a student at the University of Bath (UK).

0020-7683/00/$ - see front matter © 2000 Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.
PII: S0020-7683(99)00220-6



6606 S.K. Serkov, A.B. Movchan | International Journal of Solids and Structures 37 (2000) 6605-6622

technique. The interaction of a crack with an array of micro-cracks has been analyzed by Rubinstein
and Choi (1988).

In the text below, we address the problem of interaction between defects and a growing crack in the
case of thermo-elastic medium. It is shown that the effect of fracture propagation significantly depends
on the temperature contribution which should be taken into account. Comparison of the crack
propagation in elastic (no thermal stresses) and thermo-elastic media is given. An asymptotic method is
applied to obtain explicit formulae for the stress intensity factors and the crack trajectory. The criterion
of Sih (1991) is used to characterize the direction of the crack propagating in a brittle elastic material.
The Polya-Szegd tensors are employed on the final stage of the algorithm to obtain analytical formulae
for the crack deflection.

The mathematical model presented in this paper uses just one of the well-known criteria for the
orientation of the crack in a brittle material. However, the model allows for straightforward
modifications involving other criteria of fracture. The fracture criterion is used only at the final step of
the asymptotic algorithm (see formula (22) for the crack deflection). Comparison of different fracture
criteria is not covered in the present text.

We consider separately the elastic deflection (deflection corresponding to zero increment of the
temperature) and the thermal deflection (difference between total deflection and the elastic one). In
particular, the conditions are analyzed when the thermal deflection and the elastic deflection compensate
each other and the temperature causes the reduction in the amplitude of the deflection. This problem
can be regarded as the problem of the residual stress effect in the composite medium. Thermal stresses
in the inclusion produce a jump in the displacement field on the interface boundary. Jump conditions of
the same kind correspond to the residual stresses occurring under cooling. The problem can be
reformulated to be a problem of interaction between a crack and an inclusion with non-perfect interface.
The interface is specified by the jump, which is the function of the temperature, either in displacement
or in traction boundary conditions.

2. Mathematical formulation of the problem

Consider an infinite thermoelastic plane with a small inclusion G, and a crack M,. Let the elastic
material of the plane be characterized by the Lamé constants 4 and A and the thermoelastic constant 7.
The inclusion G, is characterized by g, Ao and y,.

On crack faces MOi the tractions are specified, on the boundary dG, the interface boundary conditions
are imposed. We solve the following boundary value problem of the linear uncoupled thermo-elasticity.
The equilibrium equations are specified in the infinite plane with an elastic inclusion:

L(u; x): = uVu+ (o4 VY -ou =yVT(x), x € R2\{G, U M)},

Lo(uo; x): = puoVug + (70 + 1) VV - g = 9,VT(x), x € G,. (1)
An ideal contact is prescribed at the interface between the inclusion and the matrix:
o(")(u;x) —yTn = of)n)(uo;x) —vIn, u=uy, xeciG, )

where
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is the traction vector calculated via the elastic displacements only (no temperature change). The thermal
tractions yTn always act in the direction of normal vector n.

The condition (2) corresponds to the perfect interface boundary conditions in heterogeneous
materials: the ‘thermal’ tractions (elastic and thermal forces both) and the displacement vectors are
continuous through the interface, while the ‘elastic’ tractions (Eq. (3)) have a jump.

On the crack faces the inhomogeneous traction conditions are specified

oV w;x) =p(x)+yTn, xe€ M, 4)
and at infinity
u—0, as|x|—o0.

Under these conditions the crack propagates due to the forces p(x) applied to the crack faces. We can
alternatively modify the conditions at infinity on the square-root grows and put p(x) in Eq. (4) to be
Zero.

u—K2x|'20!,  as Jx|—o0, (5)

where K{° is the stress intensity factor taking into account the effect of all forces on the crack faces and
@' is the Mode-1 Williams vector.
In addition, the following heat conductivity problem is considered for the temperature field 7(x):

kV2T(x) = wx), x e R\G,, koV>To(x)=0, xe€G,
k— = k07, T= T(), X € 3G,;,

T|MO+ =Tl 3nT|M0+ + 0, Ty = 0,

T— Too(x), |x|—00,

where n is a unit outward normal vector, k and k, are the thermal conductivities of both phases, w(x) is
the intensity of the heat sources.

In the text below, the solution of the inverse problem — defining the trajectory of crack propagation
in an inhomogeneous material is presented. We begin with the formal asymptotic procedure where the
solution is specified in terms of series in powers of the parameter ¢ (ratio between the effective radius of
the inclusion and the distance between the crack and the defect). As a result the increment of the stress
intensity factor can be found as a function of the Pdlya-Szegé matrix of the inclusion. Then we apply
the criterion of the quasi-static crack propagation (Sih and Chen, 1981). This criterion has been derived
by Sih from the analysis of the strain energy density around the crack. Of course, it does not take into
account the change in the microstructure of material near the crack tip. The strain gradient effects,
formation of the plastic zones around the crack tip and non-elastic dissipation of the energy are not
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considered. This criterion can be applied to evaluate the integral propagation of the crack when the
deflection angle is much less than the angle associated with the material length scale and the time of
propagation is much bigger then the relaxation time in the current material. The crack is supposed to be
a Mode-I crack (no shear forces on the crack phases). Different criteria can be used (see discussion in
Sih, 1991), but analytical formulae for the crack deflection function become more complicated in that
case.

For illustration we give the contour plot of the typical stress distribution around the crack tip caused
by the presence of inhomogeneity in homogeneous external Mode-I loading (Fig. 1). The finite-element
modelling has been carried out with the use of COSMOS/M finite element package under the license of
the University of Bath (UK).

3. Formal asymptotics

Assuming that diamG, <« dist{G,, M}, we introduce a small parameter as follows

. diamG,
T dist{G,, My}

First, we consider the temperature distribution in a plane with an inclusion. In the case of equal thermal
conductivities (k = ko) the thermal boundary layers do not occur near the inclusion and the temperature
field can be found as a solution of the following problem:

kV2T(x) = w(x), xe R

T—Tn, |x]—o0. (6)

In the case of different thermal conductivities of the inclusion and matrix in the presence of heat
sources, we shall construct the boundary layer and apply the asymptotic series expansion:
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Fig. 1. Mode-I crack in an elastic plane with a circular cavity: distribution of the maximal eigenvalue of the stress tensor.
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Tx) = TOx) +eTV(X) 4 0?), (7)

where 7 (X) is a boundary layer solution which compensates the discrepancy in the interface boundary
conditions produced by T ©(x).

Given the temperature field (Eq. (7)) we seek the displacement vector u as a solution of the boundary
value problem (1)—(4) in the form

u(x) = u(o)(x) +euV(X) + 82u(2)(x) + 0. ®)

3.1. The leading-order term of the displacement field u®

Here, the leading order term u®(x) is a solution of the boundary value problem in R?\M, (without
the defect):

1V2u Q@) + G4+ V- u ) = v TO 4+ vy TV, x e RA\M,,

a(")(u(o); x) =px)+yT(x)n, xe€ Moi. 9)

We introduce the following linearly independent vector functions which satisfy the homogeneous Lamé

system written in the stretched variables X = ¢~ lx

1) _ 1 (2) _ 0
0= (o) v7=(")
o _ (X @ (0 3 _ [ X2 @w _ [ —X>
v=(o) v (%) =) = ()

The leading term u© of the expansion (8) admits the following representation in the vicinity of the
inclusion (coordinates x are the Cartesian coordinates with the origin at the center of the inclusion):

9 0) 9 0)
ux)~u®(0) +8X1u_(x) stm
8x1 0 8x2 0
= 4,UVX) + AH,UPX) + C1eVV(X) 4+ CreVI(X) 4 C3eVOI(X) + CeV P (X), (10)

where A4;, Cj are constants defined in terms of the components of the strain tensor evaluated for the
leading term of the displacement field

(0)
_ ou,
SX]

) ous” © 1
=en@”’), C = 8—)62 =ep@’), C3= 5

Ci

0y oul
8x1 8)(?1

} = en@").

3.2. The boundary layer solution ¢ uV

The second term of the expansion, Eq. (8), can be specified as a solution of the following boundary
value problem written in the stretched coordinates:
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uV2uX) + 4+ VY- uP(X) =0, X € R1\G,

V2 (X) + (o + 1) VV - u’(X) =0, X €G,
a(")(u(l); X) - Gg")(u(ol); X) = 0'81)(1480); X) - a(”)(u(O); X) +@7 - yO)T(X) X € 9G,

uX) = uy(X), xedG, ¢™@V;X)—0, |X|—o0 (11)

where we substitute the expression (10) instead of the leading term u®.

The field ¢ uV(X) is a boundary layer characterizing the changes in the stress components near the
defect. If we look at the interface traction conditions of the problem (11) we can note that the traction
jump is defined by the leading term of the displacement field #® and by the temperature field 7(X).
Since both terms are uncoupled, we can split the jump in the traction boundary conditions (11)
associated with the term u® and with the temperature. The solution #‘" can be represented as a linear
combination of a solution with an elastic jump and a solution due to the temperature.

3.3. Model dipole fields

Note that stresses produced by the rigid body displacement UV, U® and V@ are equal to zero. For
other vector polynomials V), i =1, 2, 3 we construct the field W which compensates the discrepancy
left by V¥ in the interface boundary conditions. At infinity the vector functions W) admit the
asymptotic representation (see Movchan and Serkov, 1997):

3
wox) =Y 2, V1) + 0(1X 7)), (12)
k=1

where 2, are the components of the Polya-Szegdé matrix of the defect, T(X) is the Green’s tensor and
PP = yv®0(5/8X) are vector differential operators associated with vectors V®(X).
The thermo-elastic field W™ solves the problem:

UVEWIX) + G+ VY- WH(X) =0, X e RA\G,

1o VAW (X) + (Jo + o) VV - WP (X) =0, X €G,
s (W@ X) — of)”)(WE)‘”;X) — (=) TP, W9 =W, X caG,
o (W X) =0, 1X|—>o0 (13)
It admits the following asymptotic representation as |X|— 0o
3
wOX) = > 2, D9TX) + 0(1X| 7). (14)

k=1

In Eq. (14) 2, are constants uniquely defined by the thermo-elastic properties and geometry of the
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defect (compare the representation (14) with the asymptotic expansions of the fields W(X), i=1,2, 3
(Eq. (12))).

Using the notations above, the second asymptotic term can be written in the form:

3
uV(X) =Y WX + wHX). (15)
i=1
3.4. The third term of asymptotic expansion &*u'®

The third term &2u®(x) compensates the discrepancy in the boundary conditions on the crack surfaces
Mi .
Pl

1V2u@@) + G+ Vv -u®x) =0, x e RA\M,,

303
o™ (u?;x) = —o(”)<ZZC,~9,-k + @kb(k)T(x);x>, x e My, (16)
k=1 i=1
and can be represented in the form:
3 3
uy= 3" ,%k(T(k’(x) - iD(")T(x)>C,1 + Z@k(T(k)(x) - TD(")T(x)>. (17)
i, k=1 k=1

The field T® can be found as a solution of the Lamé system with the dipole body forces acting at the
center of the small defect and zero tractions on the crack surfaces:

uVATP@) + (4 Vv - TOx) + DXox) =0, x e RA\M,, o™(TW;x) =0, xeMF. (18)

4. The stress intensity factors and the crack trajectory

Following Bueckner (1970) the stress intensity factors can be computed in terms of tractions applied
to the faces of a crack. He introduced the weight functions & &% such that the stress intensity factors
K; and Kjp corresponding to Mode-I and Mode-II loading can be represented via integral identities

Mo Mo
K = %EJ px)&(x)ds, Ky= J?EJ px)E"(x) ds,

where p(x) are tractions applied to crack faces, & is the weight function for Mode-I loading, &" is the
weight function for Mode-II loading. The similar idea has been used by Maz’ya et al. (1992). Their
method uses the Betti’s formula (Timoshenko and Goodier, 1951) to obtain representation for the stress
intensity factor.

In this section our intention is to define the increment of the stress intensity factor due to the presence
of the inclusion. Thus, we apply the Betti’s formula to the weight function & and the second asymptotic
term u®. The leading term u® of the asymptotic expansion, Eq. (8), gives us the stress intensity factor
but not the increment. First asymptotic term #" in Eq. (8) is the boundary layer near the defect and it
vanishes far away from the inclusion (on the crack faces). The next asymptotic term which describes the
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difference in fields with and without inclusion is #‘®. Thus if we would like to obtain the increment of
the stress intensity factor we should take into account #'®. The Betti’s formula is applied in the ring Z¢

={x: 1 % <lx —(/, 0)| < R}. Integration goes along closed contour which includes the circle C; around the
neighborhood of perturbed crack, upper and lower faces of crackM0 and the circle C, with radius R,
which takes into account the far fields. The limit when R tends to infinity is considered only after
integration — we apply the Betti’s formula in the bounded domain.

J {én(x) L@®;x) —u® . L( H;x)} dx

{én(x) 6@ x) —u® . 6™ (£, x)} ds. (19)

JC[UMJUCZ

Here L(-,x) is the Lamé operator of linear elasticity, given in Eq. (1) ¢")(-,x) is the operator of
boundary conditions (3). The Mode-II weight function is given in terms of the angular part of the
Williams Mode-I vector &'

4y

| ( 12g1) 20
&= 1+a&dx; (20)
It is also important to note that while the second term of the asymptotic expansion u® satisfies the
boundary value problem (16) in whole domain Zg, it admits the asymptotic expansion (17) on the
boundary of outer circle C, and the asymptotic expansion given by Eq. (9) from Movchan et al. (1991)
at the vicinity of the crack tip on the boundary C;. The laborious calculations show that left side of the

Eq. (19) can be evaluated by the expression

3
Z @kb(l) (0)(x)D(/s)éH(x)|x_x0 + ngb(k)gn(xﬂx_xo’ u(O)(x) — Klr1/2¢l(¢) (21)
k=

i, 1 k=1

corresponding to the leading term of the asymptotic expansion for the displacement field in the vicinity
of the Mode-I crack.

The right side is correspondingly specified in terms of stress intensity factors Kj and increment of Ky
(note that K for unperturbed crack is supposed to be zero):

%h’(l)KI(l) — k(D).

For further simplifications it is convenient to introduce the auxiliary vector & with the components:

(cos& + Q= — 3)005%)

8,u\/2n
1 ( 5¢ ¢
L= ——| —cos=Z + Q= — l)cos—) ,
8u~/2m 2 2

1 .50 ¢
Sﬂﬁ(SIHT—S]nE)

where ¢ denotes the angle between the x-axis and a line joining the crack tip and the center of the
inclusion. Using the identity D®(r1/2@")|, = #®r=1/2 and also the expression (20) one can show that
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the expression (21) (left-hand side of the Betti’s formula (19)) can be rewritten in following way

2uKi D 0 *) 4u : w1 *)
i I PP P " Ng, LW _ Zgin p ™ ).
(1 +ac)r2i;la¢(cos¢ ‘ )+ a +2£)r3/2k2=1: (o8 P55 FSin ¢

Now we take into account Sih (1991) criterion of the crack propagation (the validity of this criterion is
discussed in 2):

The crack propagates if the stress intensity factor Kj is greater than the critical value K{. It propagates
as pure Mode-I crack, i.e. the stress intensity factor Ky is equal to zero.

The crack path deflection is obtained after the integration of the expression (3) in the following form:

0
4u 3 ; .
W)= ——— cos oLV p, *
(1+)yo i’;l( ¢ ‘ ) 0
TR [N 23:10@ <c0s o2 o® L ¢$"<>>—d¢ (22)
Ki(1 + ) /30 =)o ® d¢ 2 Jsin ¢’

where 6 denotes the angle between the x-axis and the line drawn through the crack tip and the center of
the inclusion, A(/) is the crack deflection about the x-axis. Note that the formula (22) holds for
thermoelastic inhomogeneities of an arbitrary shape.

5. Several examples of fracture propagation

5.1. Interaction between a crack and circular thermoelastic inhomogeneities

The formula (4) can be regarded as the crack deflection for any inclusion or their combination. The
morphology of the defects is specified in terms of the Polya-Szegé matrix &2 and the thermo-elastic
vector &. The only restriction on the application of this formula is the non-interactive behavior of
inclusions. In other words, we suppose that the inclusion is located far away from the crack and its
diameter is small in comparison with the distance to the crack. If there are several inclusions in a plane,
then the dilute limit is required. In this section we consider an interaction of a crack with a circular
inclusion: this is the simplest example, but it allows one the determine the main features of the
interaction mechanism.

In the problem where the inclusion is regarded to be circular we need to know the coefficients of
matrix & and vector &. The complex variables technique developed by Muskhelishvili (1963) can been
used for these purposes. We omit the technical calculations and rewrite the Polya-Szegd matrix for a
circular inclusion as it is given by Zorin et al. (1988). It is convenient to use the normalized form of the
matrix, where R (radius of the inclusion) is supposed to be equal to one:

E+0 E-0 0
P=ur(l+&)| E-0 E+6 0 |, (23)
0 0 20

where
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_ M= h _ 2up(e — 1) — 2p(zo — 1)
&y + p (ae—l)z(,u(aao—l)+2,u0)

53]

To calculate the thermoelastic vector &, we start with the analysis of the boundary conditions of the
problem (13) written in terms of the complex potentials

P(2) +20'(2) + Y(2) = 9o(2) + 20((2) + Wo(2) + (7 — 70)ATz,

[wmw—zE@ﬁ—@Gﬂ%¥=awd@—iaﬁﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁ, (24)

and look for a solution which decays at infinity like O(|z|~!). Due to the Eshelby’s theorem (Eshelby,
1957) the solution is linear inside the inclusion. Note that here and further in the text we write the
increment of temperature AT instead of 7. This value can be either positive or negative and depends on
initial temperature which corresponds to zero thermal stresses. The complex potentials ¢(z) and y(z)
obtained from the analysis of the boundary integral equations based on the boundary conditions (24)
have the following form:

1 (7 —70)ATu(o — 1) 1 < 1 )
2)=0— ), z) = -4+0(— ).
7 <|z|2) TR |21?
The components of the vector & can be found as the coefficients multiplying the derivatives of the
Green’s tensor in the asymptotic expansion (14). After some routine calculations we obtain

_un(y — p)AT(=g — 1)@ + 1) !

7 it - D)e—1 |, 2

Two characteristics of the thermoelastic inclusion (Polya-Szegé matrix 22 and vector &) are necessary to
determine the formula for the crack deviation due to the presence of the thermoelastic circular inclusion.
The last can be written after certain simplifications in the following form

Ah(l) = sZ(Ahg(l) + KiAhsT (1)) + 0(&), (26)
1

where

1 pg—n 3y Lugle —1) — p(eo — 1) 2
u = = _— —_ -
AR(1) e ’u(cos 0 — (cos 0)°) + 3wt~ 1) 1 2 ((cos 0)*+cos 0 — 2),

AR(D) =

. 3¢
127 (7 — 7)AT (g — 1)J9 Sy i
20 + (g — 1) 0 \/sin ¢

or in the dimensional form (when the distance between the center of the inclusion and the unperturbed
crack y¢ is not normalized)

AK(l) = 82<Ah¢;(1)y0 + KiAhgT (z)yg/z) Lo, =X (27)
I o
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5.2. Interaction of a crack with elliptical thermoelastic inclusions

In this section another example is considered: the perturbation of a crack due to an elliptical
thermoelastic inhomogeneity. An elliptical inclusion embedded in the elastic matrix has semi-axes ¢ and
b, with the major axis inclined at an angle f to x-axis. The problem of the crack-inclusion interaction
reduces to finding the trajectory (22) and requires the values of the Polya-Szegdé matrix 22 and the
vector & for a given inclusion. The components of the Podlya-Szegé (symmetric) tensor have been
obtained by Movchan and Serkov (1997) (formulae (3.20) and (3.23) of that paper).

To find the crack trajectory in the closed form the thermo-elastic vector & for the elliptical
inhomogeneity has to be evaluated. The algorithm includes solution of the boundary value problem for
the vector field W (Eq. (13)) and extraction of the components of the vector & from the asymptotic
expansion of the solution at infinity. The following representation for the displacement fields (inside and
outside the defect) is used

W) = W (X) + apATX, WP X) = WD*(X) + aATX, (28)

where W®(X) are the displacement fields inside and outside the defect, o and o« are the coefficients of
the thermal expansions. The fields W®*(X) do not have the meaning of the total displacements, they are
just the remaining terms after subtracting the linear thermal expansion fields. It can be easily checked
that the boundary conditions in Eq. (13) can be rewritten for the fields W**(X) and Wg‘)*(X) in the
form

o (W x) = 007 ),

W (X) = W) = (o — ag)ATx. >

Instead of a jump in the traction conditions (13) we have a jump in the fields W**(X).The coefficients of
the thermal expansion are related by y; = 2(y; + 4:)o;.

The problem we are considering is the boundary value problem (13) and it describes the fields induced
by the defect on the crack faces. The crack propagates under the remote Mode-I loading (5) and the
solution of Egs. (13) and (29) should give the perturbation of the external loading only. Using the
complex potential method the interface conditions (Eq. (29)) can be rewritten in the form:

(&)
(&)

LPM@—MQW@—%ﬂ—J{m%@—

o o) " oD - |

= (0tg — a)w(E)AT,

(&)
w'(&)

where the field

(&)
w'(&)

9() + — =0 () + (D) = o) + — 2 0i(O) + (@, 1¢l =1, (30)
(4)% _i — e (7Y — ()
W) = 7, (®o() — 207E) - V()

satisfies the remote condition
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W(4)*(Z)—> —alATz, z=X,+iX> as |z|>o0.
The function w(£) is the Zukovskij function

=@ =cé+c E7, with ¢ = # and c¢c_; = a;bew. (31)
The function (31) maps conformably the region corresponding to the elliptical inclusion in the z-plane
with a slit along the major axis of the ellipse bet the point —e”’~/a2 — b2 and the point e¥~/a2 — b2,
to a ring in the &-plane of internal radius # = ﬁ and of a unit external radius. So 0<% <1 and the
limit values 0 and 1 correspond to a circular and a line inclusion, respectively. The same function (31)
maps the region external to the ellipse into the region external to the circle of a unit radius. Solving the
system of equation (30) by the Kolosov method the complex potentials outside the defect are found in

the following form

Y 1 (a+b)py—1)AT(=g — DHuR* — D RO (1)
=—IATz— — -
PO = A = o o — Dt 200] + 200 — D — 2] T °\2 )

z

1 (a+b)yy — NAT(=o — Du(2* — 1D — 2%6) 1
W) = 5o I T AT 5. (32)
2z [(@o — Dp+ 20 ] + #*O[ (o — 1t — 2epsy ] z
That leads to the components of the vector & to be given by the following expression:
(a+b)A ) 5 (a+b)A o o
D=1 —2°O(R — (-1 Dy = |1 —R°O% -1
1 2(28— 1)[ ( (= )COS ﬁ)]» 2 2(&_1)[ ( + (= )cos ﬁ)]7
70 — NAT (&g — Dun(R* — 1) 1
gy = WEDVAA g g (0= DAT(R i @+ (33)
2 [(@o — D+ 2u0 | + #*O[ (0 — D — 2y |

As before, we split up the total deflection of a crack on the elastic deflection (deflection under zero
increment of temperature) and the thermal deflection (difference between total and elastic deflection).
The elastic deflection can be specified by the following formula:

AW(D)'= %{Q(l — 20t +12-2) + 2,@zQ@[sin 28(t + 12) (2t — DV1 — 12 — cos 28t — £)(1 + 2:)]
0
o _A3 4 2 _ 2
+ +%4@(z A1+ #*Zcos? 28)(1 — 1)(1 4 21)
+(1 4 Zsin2 28)(1 + )21 — 1) =" Zsin 4pv1 — 12(412 — 1)]} 1 =cos 0 (34)

where
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2((2e — Dy — (o — 1p)
(o — D+ 2p9) + #*O (29 — D — 2p1)”

20(z + 1),“0
(@0 — D+ 2u0) + 20 ((mo — D — 2y

Whereas the thermal deflection is given by

(a+b)A :
AT() = —————— ‘O — DI 20(1 — I
K (1) NI 1)KI{(% 6 — D1I(0) + #2*6(1:(0)sin B — L(0)cos B)}, (35)
where I, I, I5 are the integrals defined below:
0 sin% 6 coS d)sin% + sin% 0 coS d)cos% + cos%
ho) = [ 2. no=| 4. 10O = | a.
1 0 4/sin ¢ ¢ b 0 V/sin ¢ ¢ I 0 J/sin ¢ ¢

One can observe that the elastic deflection of the crack at infinity turns out to be the same as at the
origin, and it can be evaluated using the substitution 6 = = and 0 = =/2 in Eq. (34):

AR = AR0) = 22 o(te — 1) (36)
2y0

The crack in elastic media
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Fig. 2. The crack deviation due to the soft thermoelastic inclusion: y=4-1073, y, =103, AT=100 K, & =2, & =2,
Ho/=0.5(=), po/p = 0.2(==), po/p =0.01(..).
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At the same time, the contribution of the thermal deflection at infinity is always equal to zero:

. (a+b)A
«/27‘()/0(33 + 1)K1

Thus, the thermal deflection has only local effect, it affects the trajectory near the inclusion and does not
affect it at remote points.

ART {6 — Diyx) + 226 (I(mysin  — hm)cos ) | =o.

5.3. Numerical data for the crack trajectories

Crack trajectories in the elastic media have been analyzed previously by Valentini et al. (1999) for
inclusions with ideal interphase contact and by Bigoni et al. (1998) for defects with debonding (imperfect
interphase) conditions. In this section, we describe the numerical results for analysis of the
inhomogeneous medium with a crack under additional heating (or cooling).

At the beginning we recall some results for the inhomogeneous elastic materials (no temperature
drop). Namely, the cavities and soft inclusions attract the crack, and the inclusions, which are more
rigid than the matrix material, repel the crack. If one introduces an additional temperature field, these
statements become no longer valid. Depending on the temperature increment the crack deflection can
either be positive or negative for a range of the elastic parameters of the inclusions.

In numerical experiments the results of which are described below the trajectories of the cracks are

The crack in elastic media
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Fig. 3. The crack deviation due to the rigid thermoelastic inclusion: y = 1073, 39 = 1072, AT = 100 K, & = 2, ® = 2, o/t = 2(—),
Mo/t = 5(==), po/pt = 50(...).
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split into the ‘elastic’ trajectories (trajectories of a crack in a medium with zero increment of a
temperature) and the thermal trajectories (difference between total and elastic deflection functions).

In Fig. 2 (top plot) the crack trajectories in a medium with soft inclusions are given. The deflection
functions correspond to the crack being attracted by the same size inclusions with different shear
moduli. At the infinitely remote point, as well as in all other points of the crack trajectory, the deflection
is positive, it corresponds to an attraction of the crack by the inclusion. However the presence of the
temperature (middle plot) changes the situation. It reduces the deflection of the crack near the inclusion
(bottom plot) and for some parameters the trajectory can be almost a straight line (solid line, bottom
plot). This example shows that the temperature can smooth out the crack path and change the positive
deflection by the negative (at least on the part of the trajectory).

In Fig. 3 (top plot) the crack trajectories caused by rigid inclusions are shown. Negative deflection in
all points of trajectories including the infinite point is the characteristic feature of the rigid defects. Than
more rigid the inclusion is than it repels the crack more. It is important to note that all possible crack
trajectories are in the region bounded by the curve corresponding to py— oo (lower bound) and u =0
(upper bound). Here the temperature acts in a different way, it provides the additional positive
deflection in such a way that the total deflection can be either positive or negative. Again we can see
that under certain values of parameters the amplitude of the deflection nearly vanishes (dashed line,
bottom plot).

In Fig. 4 (top plot) the case of different Poisson’s ratios is considered. Shear moduli of the matrix and
the inclusion are equal, but the parameters @ and &, which characterize the Poisson’s ratios vary. If the

The crack in elastic media
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Fig. 4. The crack deviation due to the thermoelastic inclusions with the same shear modulus: y = 1073, Yo=4- 1073, AT =100 K,
&=2, uo/u=1, =) =2(—), & = 1.5(——), & = 2.5(...).
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Fig. 5. The crack deviation due to the thermoelastic inclusions with the same bulk modulus: y =103, AT=25K, u=1, 2=1,
o =15, 20=0.5,7=2-1073(=), gy = 0.5, Jo = 1.5, yp = 1074(=—), po = 1.95, 49 = 0.05, 3, =3-1073(...).

Poisson’s ratio of the inclusion is less than the Poisson’s ratio of the matrix the crack is attracted by the
inclusion. In contrary, if Poisson ratio of the inclusion is greater the crack is repelled by the inclusion. If
the Poisson’s ratios of the matrix and the inclusion are equal (and there is ideal interface contact on the
border) there is no any crack deflection, the trajectory is a straight line (solid line, top plot). However
that is true for zero temperature drop only. Once the elastic plane is under cooling (heating) the crack
perturbs (solid line, bottom plot). In contrary, the elastic deflection can be non-zero for zero
temperature change (dashed line, top plot) and the trajectory becomes straight if the temperature field is
imposed (dashed line, bottom plot).

In further analysis the cracks with zero deflection at infinity are considered. There are special types of
defects which the macro-crack is not sensitive to. Perturbation caused by these defects has only the local
effect — it occurs near the defect only. Any perturbations vanish when crack propagates further. Such
types of defects have the same bulk modulus as the material of the matrix. In Fig. 5 (top plot) the
illustration of this effect is presented: crack deflection at infinity is zero and there are local perturbations
near the origin. The last are caused by the difference in shear moduli of the matrix and the inclusion.
The perturbation changes sign from positive to negative (or vice versa) depending on either the shear
modulus greater in the inclusion or in the matrix.

The thermal deflection itself (difference between the total deflection and the elastic one) is caused by
the thermal expansion effects only. If, for example, the coefficients of bulk thermal expansion y and v,
are equal then the thermal deflection disappears even for a non-zero temperature increment. The integral
effect of the temperature can be specified by the fact either the inclusion repels the crack or attracts it. It
depends on the difference between the thermal expansion coefficients of the inclusion and the matrix and
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Fig. 6. The crack deviation due to the elliptical thermoelastic inclusions with the same elastic and thermal moduli: y = 1073,
P20=5-10AT=100K, =2, uy =0, u=1, & =2, f =45, a=1,b=1(-), b=0.5(——), b =0(...).

the sign and absolute value of the temperature drop. The inclusion with greater thermal expansion
coefficient then of the matrix repels the crack (the temperature change is positive). In contrary, the
inclusion with a small thermal expansion coefficient attracts the crack. This effect can be formulated in
the following statement:

The sign of the thermal deflection of the crack is the same as the sign of (y, — y)AT.

The fact is illustrated in Figs. 2 and 3. The middle plots show the thermal crack trajectory is the
negative function for any variety of elastic parameters provided y > y,, AT > 0. For y <y, AT > 0 the
thermal deflection is positive at any point of the crack trajectory.

The physical process is described by the total deflection (bottom plot in Figs. 2—5) where the elastic
and temperature effects are taken into account both. One of the results is that there are situations when
the temperature term compensates the influence of the elastic term, and the resulting crack deflection
decreases (or nearly vanishes). The examples are presented in Figs. 2 and 5 (bottom plots).

Despite the fact that the analysis of the crack trajectory for an elliptical inclusion is more complicated
and more parameters involved (eccentricity m, rotation angle f) its integral impact on the crack
trajectory is similar one of the circular defect. In Fig. 6 we give the example of crack deflection due to
the elliptical elastic inclusions of different eccentricities. It shows that crack trajectories can have
different shapes depending on the parameter b, but integral effects (either deflection is positive or
negative or zero) do not depend on elongation of the ellipse. Another interesting observation is that the
rotation of the ellipse does not affect the value of deflection at infinitely remote point (it follows from

Eq. (36)).
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