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Pointwise Energy Release Rate in Delaminated Plates

B. V. Sankar* and V. Sonik!
University of Florida, Gainesville, Florida 32611

A laminated plate theory suitable for analyzing delaminations has been derived. The theory is used to study
the interaction between the top and bottom sublaminates in the intact region of a delaminated plate. Expressions
are derived for the jump in force and moment resultants that occur across the delamination front. Using Irwin’s
crack closure integral, a simple expression for pointwise strain energy release rate G along the delamination front
has been derived. The expression suggests that the G at any point on the delamination front is the difference
between the plate strain energy densities behind and ahead of the delamination front. An estimate of error in
computing G using plate theories is obtained by comparing the J integral obtained using exact stress fields and
plate stresses. The procedure for computing G is first verified by applying it to double cantilever beam specimens
(DCB) and elliptical delaminations in isotropic plates for which solutions are available or can be computed. Then
the method is illustrated for a stitched graphite/epoxy DCB specimen and also for elliptical delaminations in 0-deg
graphite/epoxy plates. The results demonstrate the usefulness of the present method in analyzing delaminated

coupons and structures.

1. Introduction

ELAMINATIONS in composite laminates can occur during

fabrication or service, e.g., low-velocity impact. One way
of avoiding the deleterious effects of delamination is frequent in-
spection and repair/replacement, which is very expensive. On the
other hand the structures can be designed to be damage toler-
ant. Since most of the delaminations propagate in the same plane,
fracture mechanics principles can be successfully applied to de-
termine the loads at which a delamination will begin to grow.
The strain energy release rate G has been widely accepted as the
fracture parameter that characterizes delamination propagation. In
the case of three-dimensional structures, G has to be computed
at every point on the delamination front, i.e., “pointwise G” has
to be evaluated. This strictly requires three-dimensional analysis,
which can be quite expensive for practical problems. However,
in many applications laminated composites are used in the form
of plate-like structures, and we can take advantage of the plate
theories to compute the strain energy release rate distribution
along a delamination front. A similar approach has been used
for beams by various authors.!~® Recently, Sankar and Rao,’
Davidson,? and Davidson and Krafchak® have extended the method
to plate problems. In the present paper we derive simple expres-
sions for the strain energy release rate distribution in terms of the
strain energy density of the sublaminates computed using plate
theories.

The issues involved in computing G from the three-dimensional
analysis have been discussed in detail by Atluri and Nishioka!® and
Shih et al.!! and summarized by Anderson.'2 The G at a point on the
delamination front can be computed by evaluating the J integral on
a vanishingly small contour that lies on the plane perpendicular to
both the plane of delamination and the tangent to the delamination
front at the point in consideration.

In plane problems the difficulties in evaluating the aforemen-
tioned integral can be avoided by taking advantage of the path-
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independent nature of the integral.!* However, this is not possible in
three-dimensional problems. Shih et al.!! suggest a domain integral
representation of the aforementioned integral that is much suited
to finite element analysis. Banks-Sills!* has conducted an extensive
study of use of three-dimensional finite elements in linear elastic
fracture mechanics (LEFM).

In the present study we have focused our attention on issues in-
volved in computing pointwise G using laminated plate theories.
The emphasis is on rigorous derivation of jump conditions across
the delamination front and also the equivalence of the plate models
and three-dimensional analysis. A simple expression for pointwise
G in terms of the plate strain energy densities along the delamination
front has been derived. The method is verified by solving problems
for which solutions are available and then demonstrated for some
complex structures, including laminates with through-the-thickness
reinforcements.

II. Preliminaries

In this section we derive the constitutive relations and equilib-
rium equations for a laminated plate. The treatment is slightly dif-
ferent from the traditional approaches in which the middle plane
of the plate is used as the reference plane for defining the dis-
placement field. In the present approach the top or bottom plane
of the plate is used as the reference x;x, plane. The deriva-
tions will mainly refer to a plate situated just above the reference
plane, i.e., the plate is bounded by the planes x5 = 0 and £ (see
Fig. 1).

The case where the plate surfaces are x; = 0 and —#/ can be
treated in an analogous manner. We will include the transverse shear
deformation as well as the thickness stretch mode introduced by
Whitney."” Both indicial and vector notations are used for stresses,
force resultants, etc., in this paper, depending on the convenience
of presentation. In the following an underscore denotes a matrix,
L-] denotes a row matrix, a superscripted 7 denotes matrix trans-
pose, and a suffix preceded by a comma denotes differentiation. The
displacement field in the plate is approximated by

(i=1273)
M

ui(xy, X2, x3) = Ui (x1, x2) + x36; (x1, x2),

The various U; are displacement of points on the reference plane,
6, and 6, are the rotations, and 05 is the thickness stretch, 65 is set
to zero, and we recover the standard shear deformation theory. The
strain field can be represented as

@

€= €&yt XK
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Fig.1 Crack front in a delaminated plate.
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kKI=1011 62 0 655 631 (Br2+62))] 5

The force and moment resultants are defined as

b
(Nij, My;) = / 0 (1, x3) dxs, Gj=123 (©

0

It should be mentioned that the limits of integration in Eq. (6) are

0 and &, and hence the moment resultants are about an axis on the

reference x; x, plane. It will be sometimes convenient to denote the
stresses and the force and moment resultants as pseudovectors o,
N, and M containing elements o,, N,, and M,, respectively. The
relation between the two sets of notations, e.g., N, and Nj;, is given
by @ =i fori = j, and o = 9-i-j otherwise. In that case the force
and moment resultants are

k
W, M =/ a(l, x3) dx; @)
0

The stress-strain relations are
g=ce (8

Using Egs. (2), (7), and (8), one can derive the laminate constitutive

relations as
NY A Blfg
(M)“[ﬁ 2}(@.) ®

where the various stiffness matrices of the laminate are given by

h
@,g,g):/ (1, x3,x3) dxs (10)
0

By denoting the force and moment resultants as F, the plate defor-
mations as E, and the laminate stiffness as C, Eq. (9) can be written
in a shorthand notation as F = C E.
The stress equilibrium equations (neglecting body forces) are
oy, =0, @ j=12,3) 1
Integrating Eq. (11) through the thickness of the plate we obtain
Nigo +14 =0, (i=123a=12) (12)

where t; are the sum of surface tractions acting on the top and bottom
surfaces of the plate:

t = 03 (x1, X2, h) — 03 (x1, X2, 0) (13)

By multiplying Eq. (11) by x3 throughout and integrating through
the thickness, we obtain

Migo +m; — Nig =0, i=123a=1,2) (14)

X3
X4
Line Tractions
X3 X2
ma -~y
-
X1

Line Couples

Fig. 2 Line tractions and couples on the bottom sublaminate.

where the various moments m; are given by
m; = hoyi (x1, X2, b) (15)

The previous equation derived from the stress equilibrium equations
does not account for distributed couples that can be applied onto a
plate. In fact, there are two sets of couples that can be applied:
1(x1, x2) about the x; axis and p,(x;, x;) about the x; axis. They
can be added to the couples m; and m; in Eq. (14). Because the
sign conventions for the various m and u are different, u, has to
be added to m, and u; to —m,. A couple about the x3 axis cannot
be applied because we do not have rotation about the x; axis as a
degree of freedom (drilling DOF) in the present plate theory. The
plate strain energy density & is defined as the strain energy per unit
area of the plate:

h
® = / (3)ce dxs (16)
0

where the integrand is the strain energy density at a point in the
plate. By substituting from Egs. (2) and (10) into Eq. (16), we can
derive the following two expressions for ®:

b= lFTE 7
=(5)FE

When concentrated forces and couples act on the plate, they lead to
jump in'the force and moment resultants. In the following we derive
a relationship between forces and couples acting along a line and
the jump in force and moment resultants across that line. Consider
that a set of line forces and line couples act along the line x; = 0 as
shown in Fig. 2 such that

5 (x1, X2) = f; (x2)8(x1) (i=123) (18)

m;(x1, x2) = g (x2)8(xy) (i=12 (19)

where § is the Dirac delta function.
Substituting for ; from Eq. (18) into Eq. (12) and integrating from
—Ax; to +Ax; we obtain

+x +Axy +Ax
/ Nip1 dxg +/ Niap dxy + f; f 8(x;) dx; =0,

Ax) Axy —Ax]
@=123) (20)
Taking the limit as Ax; — 0,

{Nu}+ fi =0, (=123 3y

where {-} denotes the jump in the function inside the braces across
the line x; = 0. Similarly, using Egs. (14) and (19), one can show
that

{Mi}+g =0, =12 22

The derivations given thus far pertain to a laminate situated just
above the reference plane. For a laminate situated just below the
reference plane the only change will be in the limits of integration
in Egs. (6), (7), and (10), from —#A to O instead of 0 to A.
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III. Analysis of a Delaminated Plate

We propose to use the plate theory developed herein for the anal-
ysis of delaminated plates, in particular to compute the strain en-
ergy release rate distribution G (s) along the delamination front. We
assume that 1) the delaminated sublaminates and the parent lam-
inate are large enough compared with the plate thickness, 2) the
delamination front is a smooth curve without any sharp corners or
discontinuities, and 3) the distance between any point of application
of external loads and the delamination front is large compared with
the plate thickness. If these assumptions are valid, then the displace-
ment of points away from the delamination front computed using
the plate theory will be sufficiently accurate and hence the estimate
of total strain energy in the entire plate. The delaminated plate can
be considered as consisting of two laminates, the top and bottom,
separated in the region of delamination, and connected to each other
(intact) elsewhere (see Fig. 1). The delamination plane is used as
the reference plane (x;x, plane) for deriving the equations of the
top and bottom sublaminates and also the intact laminate.

Next we look at the nature of interaction between the top and
bottom laminates in the undelaminated (intact) region. Let C* ) and
C® be the stiffnesses of the top and bottom sublaminates, respec-
tively. Then it is obvious from the definition of C in Eq. (10) that
the stiffness of the intact plate C = C 4+ C®. This is because the
limits of integration for the intact plate is from —h, to +k,, which
then represents the sum of integrals for the top and bottom sublam-
inates. Let F, F®, and F® be the force and moment resultants in
the intact, top, and bottom laminates respectively. From the defini-
tion of force and moment resultants in Eq. (7) it can be seen that
F = F" 4+ F® The deformations in the top and bottom plate are
the same and equal to the deformation of the intact plate, i.e., E 0=
E™ = E._From these the reaction between the force resultants in the
top laminate £ and the total force resultants F can be written as

FY=cYc'F 23)

Thus one can see that the force resultants in the top (or bottom)
laminate are a linear combination of the force resultants acting on
the intact plate. Thus, as long as no singular external tractions or
couples act on the plate, the interaction between the top and bot-
tom laminates in the intact region is characterized by smooth and
nonsingular tractions and couples.

Next we will consider the situation near the delamination front.
For the purpose of convenience we will assume that the delamination
front is locally tangential to the x, axis as shown in Fig. 1. Because
the deformations can be different in the top and bottom sublaminates
behind the crack front, there will be discontinuities (jumps) in the
forces at the crack front. These jumps can be related to the line forces
and couples acting between the two sublaminates at the crack front.
Referring to Fig. 3 and Egs. (21) and (22), the jump in the force
resultants can be expressed as

L=V NP =[NP -NP], (=123 @4

4 .
o= [ - P] = MY - MP) =12 09
In deriving the previous two expressions, we have used the equilib-
rium relation

_F_(l) +£(4) —_ E(Z) +£(3) (26)

Next we apply Irwin’s crack closure integral'® to compute the
strain energy release rate. We will allow the crack front to grow
by an arbitrary distance Al(s) along the crack front. Consider a
small portion of the delamination front that is locally tangential
to the x, axis as shown in Fig. 1. Let its length be As. We will
compute the work done in closing this small portion of the crack.
In applying virtual crack closure principle we consider the tractions
acting in between the impending crack surfaces over a small area
ahead of the crack and multiply by the relative crack surface opening
displacements at corresponding points behind the crack, and take
the limit as this area or crack extension tends to zero. In doing so the
work due to the distributed tractions and couples will vanish unless
they exhibit a singular behavior at the crack tip. We have shown

X3

Sublaminate 4 Sublaminate 3

Xq

Sublaminate 2

Sublaminate 1

Fig.3 Zero-area path for computing the J integral.

in the beginning of this section [Eq. (23)] that the tractions and
couples acting between the sublaminates in the intact plate have
regular behavior. Therefore, they will not contribute to the crack
closure virtual work. However, there are line tractions and couples
acting along the crack front, and these will contribute to the virtual
work term. Thus, the work done is given by

3
AW = (%)ASZfi[UiM) (—AlL xp) — U (—AL xz)]

i=1

2
+(1)as) a6 (—AL x) — 6" (AL x)] @7
i=1
By adding and subtracting U; (0, x3) and 6;(0, x;) in Eq. (27), we
obtain

3
AW = ($)asd AU (—Al x)
i=1
—Ui(0, %) = U (AL %) + Ui (0, )]

2
+(4)as Y gi[6? (~AL x2) — 60, x2)
i=1
— 6 (=AL x3) + 6,0, x)] 28)

We define the strain energy release rate computed from the plate
theory G, as

AW
Cr= % Nias @9

Substituting for AW from Eq. (28) into Eq. (29), we obtain

3
6= (3) 2w - 1 [0 - ]

i=1

1 2
(L) Sl ot - 0

i=1
In deriving Eq. (30) we have used Egs. (24) and (25) and also the
definition of the derivative of displacements, e.g.,

y® — jim YO~ UP(=AL xp)
NV Al

@31

We will use the force equilibrium Eq. (26) and also the fact that the
deformations in sublaminates 2 and 3 are the same, i.e., E @ = E 3,
to modify Eq. (30) as follows:

3

6= (5) oM - [t - 0]
i=1
# [N - N[0 - U]
2
o+ (3) 2002 = 7] [ 2]
i=l

+ M) - MP][6) - 0] ¢2)
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In Eq. (32) the sum of the first and third terms on the right-hand side
can be written as [F’ @_F (3)]T [_(4) E (3)] and the sum of the sec-
ond and fourth terms can be written as [F(0 — F@JT [E® — E@,

The explanation for this is as follows. We have a already established
that only N;; and M;; can be discontinuous across the delamination
front. Considering the terms in the deformation vector E, we find U;
and 6; have to be continuous at the delamination front. In the defor-
mation gradients, the derivatives with respect to x; (the delamination
front is assumed to be tangential to x,) have to be unique along the
x; axis and hence continuous across the delamination front. How-
ever, the derivatives with respect to the coordinate normal to the
delamination front (x, in this case) can be discontinuous. Thus U;
and 6, ; can be discontinuous. The terms on the right-hand side of
Eq. (32) represent the product of jumps in the force resultants and
deformations. By adding the jump in the continuous terms (which is
equal to zero) both in the force F and deformation E, we can write
Eq. (32) as follows:

Gy = ([

L
The previous expression can be further simplified by using the equi-
librium condition FO + F® = F@ 4 F® the compatibility con-
dition of the intact laminate, E @ = =K :® and the two reciprocal
relations FV7 E® = pOT E(l) and F(‘M E® = FOT E® [The
reciprocal relations are the direct consequence of symmetry of the
laminate stiffness matrix C and also the fact that C? = C® and
C® = C™]. The simplified version of Eq. (33) is

_ E(3>]T [E“) _ EG)]

_Ez)]T [E® - E@] (33)

G,(s) = D + oW — 0@ — ® (34)

In arriving at Eq. (34) we have used Eq. (17) for the laminate
strain energy density. Stated in words, the strain energy release rate
at a point on the delamination front is equal to the difference in
the strain energy densities behind and ahead of the front at that
point.

Equation (34) represents the pointwise strain energy release
rate in the context of the plate theory. We still have to show un-
der what conditions it is equal to the result obtained via three-
dimensional analysis. Let the actual strain energy release rate dis-
tribution obtained using a three-dimensional analysis be given by
G(s). For an arbitrary infinitesimally small delamination growth
given by Al(s) the change in strain energy of the entire plate @, is
given by

AP, = %G(S)AI(S) ds 3%

s

where the contour integral is taken around the delamination front.
Equation (35) is applicable only for the case where the loads remain
constant during the delamination growth. In the context of plate
theory we can write a similar expression for change in the plate
strain energy as

(A®))pr = f AW (36)

where AW is the crack closure work given by Eq. (27). By mul-
tiplying and dividing by Al(s)As in Eq. (36), taking the limit as
Al(s) — 0, and following the procedures used to derive Eqgs. (27—
34), we obtain

(AD,)pr = 7§ G ,(s)Al(s) ds 37

According to the assumptions we have made in the previous section
regarding the applicability of plate theories for the present problem,
the change in strain energy A®, computed by Egs. (35) and (37)
should be equal for any arbitrary Al(s). This can be true only if
G, (s) is equal to G(s) all along the delamination front.

IV. 1 Integral for Plate Models

In three-dimensional crack problems the J integral is evaluated
around a contour I" that surrounds the crack tip and is vanishingly
small:

J = 11‘1_>H(1)\/1., (w81j - or[jui,l)nj dr (38)

Let the value of the J integral evaluated around an arbitrary path
be denoted by J,. Then J, does not represent the strain energy
release rate. The difference between J, and J can be derived as (see
Appendix)

d(oiu;
]_JazfiwdA (39)
A 3.762

where the previous integral is evaluated over the area enclosed by
the path on the x;x3 plane (Fig. 1). For plane problems the stresses
and strains do not vary along the x,-axis, and the right-hand side
of Eq. (39) will be zero, thus making J, equal to J for all paths of
integration.

It is interesting to note that Sankar and Rao’ evaluated the J
integral around a zero-area path surrounding the crack tip using
the stresses and displacements derived using the plate models and
obtained an expression for J that was identical to that given by Eq.
(34). Let us denote this by J,, to distinguish from the actual J. Now
we can derive the error involved in using plate models for computing
J (or G). Let us denote the error by J,:

Jo=J,—1J (40)

Letus assume that there is a path that is away from the crack tip such
that along this path the value of J,, evaluated using plate theories
is the same as the actual J,. Then we can add and subtract this term
in Eq. (40) to obtain

Joe=(Jp = Jpa) = (J = Jo) (41)

The terms in parentheses are actually the area integral defined in
Eq. (40). Substituting from Eq. (39) into Eq. (41), we obtain

(o d(0iz4;
J, = [f 3(0iatin) dA:| - [f doiati) dA] 42)
A dxa plate A 8x2 actual

Equation (42) provides a measure of error in the J or G computed
using plate theories [Eq. (34)].

Again in the case of plane problems the area integrals in Eq.
(42) vanish and hence the error J,. Thus we are able to obtain the
exact G from beam or one-dimensional plate equations. Thus the
only condition that we need to satisfy while using beam models is
that there should be at least one cross section in each sublaminate
behind and ahead of the crack tip where the stresses match the exact
solution. Beam models have been used for computing G in plane
structures by several authors.>*>17

V. Results and Discussion

Two sets of numerical examples were performed to demonstrate
the efficacy of the present method. The first set consisted of exam-
ples for which solutions are available or can be computed by other
methods, so that the present method of computing G distribution
can be verified. The second set of examples illustrates the useful-
ness of the method in solving some practical delamination problems.
All examples were carried out using nine-noded isoparametric plate
elements. Each node had 5 DOF, viz., three displacements in the
coordinate directions and two rotations derived using the shear de-
formable laminated plate theory. The thickness stretching term was
not included in the examples so as to compare with available results.
If the delaminated plate is modeled by more than two sublaminates,
then there will be muitiple sublaminates above or below the de-
lamination plane. In that case the 6; term must be included in the
formulation.

The strain energy release rate distribution along the crack front
in a 0-deg graphite/epoxy double cantilever beam (DCB) is shown
in Figs. 4 and 5. The dimensions and material properties are shown
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Fig.4 Double cantilever beam subjected to end loads.
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Fig. 5 G distribution aleng the delamination front in DCB specimen.

in the figures. Figure 5 also includes the results for laminates with
through-the-thickness stitching, which will be discussed later. From
the results for the unstitched laminate one can note that the G is
higher at the center of the laminate and drops to a lower value to-
ward the edge. This is similar to the behavior observed by Raju et
al.'® using a three- dimensional finite element analysis. This also ex-
plains the thumbnail shape that a straight delamination acquires in
DCB specimens. It should be mentioned that we have used contact
elements in the vicinity of the specimen edge to avoid interpenetra-
tion of the nodes of top and bottom sublaminates of the DCB, and
this has resulted in a smooth variation of G unlike that in Ref. 7.
The second example is an isotropic square plate containing an
elliptical delamination subjected to a pair of point forces normal to
the plate at the center of the ellipse. The plate size is 75 x 75 x 3.3
mm. The delamination is assumed to be in the midplane of the
plate. The minor axis of the delamination is kept constant at 15 mm,
and the ratio of the major to minor axis varies from 1 to 3. The
G distributions in the first quadrant of the delamination are shown
in Fig. 6 for various aspect ratios. Since no closed-form results for
G are available except for the circular delamination, we used an
indirect method to verify the results. The strain energy in a clamped
elliptical plate subjected to a central point force can be derived as

®, = (3)Puwy 43)

Tablel Comparison of results for elliptical delaminations

Aspect ratio, AR =a/b

1 2 3

Woremy, *107° m 5.75 7.62 7.82
Wogexacy, *107% m 6.08 7.51 7.98
A®EeM), N-m 2,71 3.62 3.81
A®exacy, N-m 3.34 3.93 421

AR = Aspect Ratio = a/b
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Fig.6 G distribution along elliptical delaminations in isotropic plates.

O =

N

o 5
[\

kS

o

where P is the load and wy is the central deflection given by Young'?:

2 2
wo = 220V (034773 —0.1109330)  (44)
ER?

In the previous equation b is the minor axis, @ is the major axis,
a = b/a, his the plate thickness, and E and v are Young’s modulus
and Poisson’s ratio. Let us assume that the delamination grows by
an arbitrary small distance Al as the load P remains constant. (Al is
assumed to be constant along the delamination front). The change in
strain energy of the plate can be computed by two different methods.
The simpler method involves differentiation of the expression for
the strain energy. Thus

Jw dw
a1 0 0
AD, = 2(5)P<%—Az + —8—b-A1) (45)

The factor 2 in the previous equation is to account for the two
sublaminates of the plate. This method can be considered as an exact
one to compute the change in strain energy. The second method of
computing the change in strain energy due to delamination growth
is via fracture mechanics using Eq. (35). Since Al(s) is constant
along the delamination front, it can be taken out of the integral sign
in Eq. (35). By comparing this expression with Eq. (45), we obtain

dwy  dwp
G(s)ds = P 220 4 %0 46
f (s) ds ( 2 + 5 ) (46)

Thus the comparison of the two terms in the previous equation is a
measure of accuracy of the present method for computing G (s). The
results are given for various aspect ratios of the ellipse in Table 1.
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Fig.7 Progressive damage in stitched DCB specimens.
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Fig. 8 G distribution along delaminations with different aspect ratios
in unidirectional graphite/epoxy plates.

From the results it may be seen that the central deflections from the
FEM compare very well with exact solutions, and the comparison
for A®,, is reasonable.

Having verified that the plate models work well for delaminated
plates, we applied the present method of computing G(s) to two

problems: 1) effects of stitches in reducing the strain energy release
rate, and 2) strain energy release rate in orthotropic plates due to
elliptical delaminations. The DCB specimen shown in Fig. 4 was
assumed to have through-the-thickness stitches. The stitches in the
delaminated region were modeled using uniaxial bar elements with
stiffnesses 1000 and 10,000 N/m. The stitch spacing and pitch are
given in Fig. 5. The G(s) was computed using Eq. (34). It may be
seen from Fig. 5 that the stitching has a profound effect on reducing
the strain energy release rate in delaminated specimens. Figure 7
depicts the load-deflection curve of a DCB specimen during pro-
gressive failure of stitches and delamination propagation.

Figure 8 depicts the variation of G in a 0-deg graphite/epoxy lam-
inate due to elliptical delaminations. The delamination is subjected
to a pair of opening forces at the center. The results are shown only
for the first quadrant of the ellipse. It may be noted that for a circular
delamination (aspect ratio AR = 1) the G is much higherat 8 = 0,
and hence there will be a propensity for the crack to propagate
along the 0-deg direction and become an elliptical delamination.
When the aspect ratio a/b is approximately 1.67, the G(s) is almost
constant along the delamination front, and the crack may grow in
a self-similar manner thereafter. In fact, elliptical delamination of
any arbitrary aspect ratio will eventually change shape to attain this
particular aspect ratio.

V1. . Conclusions

A simple expression for the pointwise strain energy release rate
G along the delamination front has been derived using Irwin’s crack
closure technique. The expression suggests that the G at any point
on the delamination front is the difference between the plate strain
energy densities behind and ahead of the crack front. The present
procedure for computing G is first verified by applying to prob-
lems for which solutions are known. The efficiency of the method
is illustrated for stitched double cantilever beam (DCB) specimens
and also for elliptical delaminations in composite plates. The re-
sults demonstrate the validity of the present technique in analyzing
delaminated coupons and structures.

Appendix
In plane solids where the stresses and strains do not vary along
the x, axis, the following integral is equal to zero for any closed
contour on the x;x3 plane:

f(Wnl — Tiuw;)) 4§ =0 (AT)

where W is the strain energy density and 7; are the tractions. How-
ever, the same is not true for three-dimensional states of stress. For
three-dimensional cases we have?

aw _ oW (‘)G[j

3)61 Be,-j Z)x1 i1 ( )

Applying divergence theorem to the previous equation, we can show
that on any closed surface

f(Wnl — T )45 =0 (A3)

Consider a prismatic body enclosed by two identical areas on the
x1x3 plane separated by a small distance Ax,. Applying the surface
integral in Eq. (49) to this prismatic body, we obtain

Ax, ?g(Wn1 — T ) ds — AxZ/ o) g4 o (Ad)
s A axy
The first term on the left-hand side of the previous equation is the
contribution from the lateral surface given by n, = 0. The second
term is from the bases of the prism given by n, = +1. Canceling
Ax; throughout, we obtain

ff(Wnl ~ Tyu; ) ds = f UGV (A5)
5 A

(’)Xz

Now consider the closed contour ABCD shown in Fig. Al. This
closed contour does not include the crack tip, and hence Eq. (A5)
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Fig. A1 The zero-area path and an arbitrary path for computing the
J-integral.

holds good for this contour. The integral on the left-hand side of Eq.
(A5) vanishes along the crack surfaces BC and DA. The integral
along CD can be written as negative of that along DC. We can
recognize the integral along AB as J and that along DC as J,.
Hence Eq. (A5) becomes

J— g, = [ Ak gy (A6)
“ A 8){2

Equation (A6) represents a measure of difference between the zero-
area J integral and that evaluated around an arbitrary path surround-
ing the crack tip. It should be noted that the area integral in Eq. (A6)
does not include the crack tip.

Acknowledgments

This research was supported by the NASA Langley Research Cen-
ter under Grant NAG-1-1226 to the University of Florida. The grant
monitor is Wade Jackson. This support is gratefully acknowledged.

References

lSchapery, R. A., and Davidson, B. D., “Prediction of Energy Release
Rate for Mixed-Mode Delamination Using Classical Plate Theory,” Applied
Mechanics Review, Vol. 43, 1990, pp. S281-S287.

2Sankar, B. V., and Hu, S., “Dynamic Delamination Propagation in Com-
posite Beams,” Journal of Composite Materials, Vol. 25, Nov. 1991, pp.
1414-1426.

3Sankar, B. V., “A Finite Element for Modeling Delaminations in Com-
posite Beams,” Computers and Structures, Vol. 38, No. 2, 1991, pp. 239-246.

“Davidson, B. D., and Krafchak, T., “Mixed Mode Energy Release Rate

Determination for Delamination Buckling Using Crack-Tip Element,” Pro-

ceedings of the AIAA 34th Structures, Structural Dynamics, and Materials
Conference, Pt. 3, AIAA, Washington, DC, 1993, pp. 1302-1309 (AIAA
Paper 93-1453).

5Sankar, B. V., and Pinheiro, M. A., “An Offset Beam Finite Element for
Fracture Analysis of Delaminations,” Proceedings of the AIAA 31st Struc-
tures, Structural Dynamics, and Materials Conference, Pt. 2, AIAA, Wash-
ington, DC, 1990, pp. 1227-1233 (AIAA Paper 90-1024).

6Sun, C. T,, and Pandey, R. K., “A Method for Calculating Strain En-
ergy Release Rate Based on Beam Theory,” Proceedings of the AIAA 34th
Structures, Structural Dynamics, and Materials Conference, Pt. 3, AIAA,
Washington, DC, 1993, pp. 1310-1318 (AIAA Paper 93-1454).

7Sankar, B. V., and Rao, V. S., “A Plate Finite Element for Modeling
Delaminations,” Journal of Reinforced Plastics & Composites, Vol. 12,
Feb. 1993, pp. 227-236.

sDavidson, B. D., “Prediction of Delamination Growth in Laminated
Structures,” Failure Mechanics in Advanced Polymer Composites, edited
by G. A. Kardomateas and Y. D. S. Rajapakse, AMD-Vol. 196, American
Society of Mechanical Engineers, New York, 1994, pp. 43-65.

9Davidson, B. D., and Krafchak, T. M., “Analysis of Instability-Related
Delamination Growth Using a Crack Tip Element,” AIAA Journal, Vol. 31,
No. 11, 1993, pp. 2130-2136.

10Aduri, S. N., and Nishioka, T., “Computational Methods for Three-
Dimensional Problems of Fracture,” Computational Methods in the Mechan-
ics of Fracture, edited by S. N. Athuri, Vol. 2, North-Holland, Amsterdam,
1986, pp. 229-287.

11ghih, C. F.,, Moran, B., and Nakamura, T., “Crack Tip Integrals and Do-
main Integral Representations for Three-Dimensional Crack Problems,” An-
alytical, Numerical and Experimental Aspects of Three-Dimensional Frac-
ture Processes, edited by A. J. Rosakis, K. Ravi-Chandar, and Y. Rajapakse,
AMD-Vol. 91, American Society of Mechanical Engineering, New York,
1988, pp. 113-124.

12 Anderson, T. L., Fracture Mechanics—Fundamentals and Applications,
CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 1991, pp. 659-700.

3Rice, J. R., “A Path Independent Integral and the Approximate Anal-
ysis of Strain Concentration by Notches and Cracks,” Journal of Applied
Mechanics, Vol. 35, March 1968, pp. 379-386.

14Banks-Sills, L., “Use of Three Dimensional Finite Elements in Linear
Elastic Fracture Mechanics,” edited by A. J. Rosakis, K. Ravi-Chandar, and
Y. Rajapakse, AMD-Vol. 91, American Society of Mechanical Engineering,
New York, 1988, pp. 89-97.

Bwhitney, J. M., Structural Analysis of Laminated Anisotropic Plates,
Technomic Publishing, Lancaster, PA, 1987, pp. 315-319. )

¥1rwin, G. R., “Analysis of Stresses and Strains near the End of a Crack
Traversing a Plate,” Journal of Applied Mechanics, Vol. 24, Sept. 1957,
pp. 361-364.

7Farris, T.N., and Doyle, J. F., “A Global/Local Approach to Lengthwise
Cracked Beams: Static Analysis,” International Journal of Fracture, Vol. 50,
No. 2, 1991, pp. 131-141.

18Raju, 1. S, Shivakumar, K. N., and Crews, J. H., AIAA Journal, Vol. 26,
No. 12, 1988, pp. 1493-1498.

YYoung, W. C., Roark’s Formulas for Stress and Strains, McGraw-Hill,
New York, 1989, p. 440.

2Rjce, J. R., “Mathematical Analysis in the Mechanics of Fracture,”
Fracture, Vol. 11, edited by H. Liebowitz, Academic, New York, 1968,
pp. 192-311.



