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Analysis of Mixed Mode Surface Crack in Finite-Width
Plate Subjected to Uniform Shearing by Boundary
Element Method
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Abstract

The mixed mode surface crack in finite-width plate subjected to uniform shearing has been
analyzed in 3-D problem by using boundary element method. The calculations were carried
out for the surface crack angles(a) of 0%, 15°, 30°, 45°, 60°, and 75°, and for the aspect
ratio(a/c) of 0.2, 0.4, 0.6 and 1.0 to get stress intensity factors at the boundary points
of the surface crack. For the aspect ratio of 1.0 and the surface crack angles, finite element
method was used to check the results in this study. Comparison of the results from both
methods showed good agreement.

a: EATIY ol Q: RIEt T Ee] A3 A
2c: EHTE] Hoj H: o9 =0

Fi, Fu, Fy : #34 A# W, sAe] =

K;, Ky, Ky :Model, Modell, t: A FA
Modelll g3 8t} A= o ZHFYe] e

* SIRSm ety BT (Y )
= GRYGE )AL () 117



(&

LM E

HEATEEA ] e 1 F3A dEe] 1960dth
Z710l Irwin'of} oJ3jA AF7}F AlFE olg HA7t
A q2zkA] gel] o8 B A7 FPEATh

Shah®%, Smith®' &£ &AM (Alternating
Method) & ARg-aA wiel, wEldd ERTES =
FE217] disiA si4stgz Kathiresan®, Raju®
T2 FELAU(FEM) & A8l f33use] bt
{, WEreY EUETES SEEQA taEA st
9grh E3 Newman P 5& U3 gz 8382
ol 23 =9 (Side Surface)o] 8= Tk
RIS AALLY o5ty wEtdd AT
& TREAA daiA Mgz, N1sntan1‘s":
HHYES
58 1AER] BeA Ao o EHFEL &
At 2z RHTE L 334 FA0l7] | E-
of alMe golatx) oka B AEE AN
A, HEA, AAAGTe oA dF ddo] o

FraaA o] EAske ey AT Q)
Al4~(Stress Intensity Factor : SIF) & Raju™%
o] Fes FAHHYZANI) vny N e A
22 ¢BlA glor olge] WEEL AFd =7 o}
#HA AHTFEsithe GEE Stk

w3 A8 A7 FHFE) g Ay A
G=o] o], A P APHNTL =3
THeY I dAde AM2IL 5-100%301E  JERY
I doew HAZA oA iy HMol HAHA
23 Aol dlRE FHFde A% g 7
€ TR F2Eke] sHgo] F-8-8hs Model 23t
2 A¥FGo] dalA Pstaek 2} AR EZA
= Mode I #-8}5to] ollx wdHe] S3ugkol] Het

o] Zgdhs EFFINF L FAlo Tdol AR

g2 2% a8lnz 3 Mode 339 o9 -

EAZ St 397} gou Ao,
TYPSE e 399 FAL FANTS gy
Mode7} WSS A3 BRY 22 91 o] T
B2 249 BETLE] AN dBse e
3}%512] Ytk B AT HIo) FEIT T4

RS o)L glom g4aRPe] FHTo R spssl

118

A= 8 (Body Force Method), ¥

1 3240 Datagj Eu]7t golg Byt ope}
HARA B8] FHEA Y M 53 ATE o
Ehfjs A8 AW (Boundary Element Method) &
=43t Rl g sAME] Kelvinffg 7j&
fi# (Fundamental Solution)& 3}x, 7]EfRo] g
AAe sletsie 3 AAIS AR o H¥dYy
ge] Fx|8)494 program—— ekste] fdAe] &
Ashe EHTEY] SAUASwGE A 2 vin A
E3lm, velria zzz} ModeEHFIE &FAA &
A7t Ho e FTEA Jo muvd 2EErle]
Ao f-8% SEEFUAT RE de 1S 3o
2 gk

2. WABUHA U J|2m@e| HE

WAL V12 AARRTYAe AN Tais

A de g3 o] Hrh

Cij Uy (p)+/1 Tij*
:fr Uu* (P, Q) ty

(P, Qu, (Q) dIr'(Q)
(Q) dr (1)

1714 U, * (P, Q), T* (P, Q)& % Pl i
hei B A3s00] 248 A3 W QA

inpake] 7)Efo] 1 TS Koz FA|HUL
Ud* (P,Q)zm[@—u)&”
Hryr ] @)
T* (P, Q) = — gt (11208
+3r, .1, ) g: —(1—2v)
(r,m, ,—r,m, )] (3)

A7NM r,r, 5 N, Sue HEL ol v gk}
riRPe BQe A=
r,; M(Q,—P,)/rgd Wy
11 3AS PerepiNe gy
& - Kronecker Delta
w#kA] B (Inner Point) Al4to] Mo s 3x191e]
Kelvin 8"V &



VI AT A A7A 43 1990, 12

Uus, o (P, Q) = fom s [
r, 10+ (3—4v)r, 18
+3r, .1, ,r, &] (4)
T, #* (P, Q) :——1’“‘—[3 (r, 10+
' 8r(l—y)r?
T, 0k — DI, T, ST, k) %IFT
+3r, or, v, v+ (1—20) {&iny
48y eni — 8xn, +3 (—nur, 1,
e, e er b S (5)
ojtt.

BAL LR Navier v 2e Tl
71 EMRE AMEEEE JEMY O 4Ade ety
a7t gtk WA B AFolME 1dskAl st
sl 7R (R (3)) ) HE L 2R EAZ TR}

X2

Tiz* (m.n2)

Fig.1 Fundamental solutions on a virtual
soundary of radius r due to a unit load
e, applied in the x, direction

Fig. 15} Zo] %3-de] 4] ¥ ro] 987137
AE n2istE DANFY ool o3 A3 AAG W

Hol 7|EME T, * T *o]® (6 —p5) =n/20]ch
1 2 _
T *— —m[Zcos B+ (1-2v)]
1 _
:mm[0052ﬂ+2 (1 V)]
T, *= 1 2cos 8 sinB

4 (1)

1 .
T 41—y sinZ

119

Fig.2& 9349 T, *9} T,*9o B2x¥xot) 9=
AAo] thalA 5,=0, 8,=27% 3lH YZAA ] T
T, %, T.*9 e

3{” -3-2vy

Fig.2 Distribution of fundamental solutions on
a virtual soundary of radius r due to a
unit load e, applied in the x, direction

2n
[ dp——1 gel——1

280

o2 Hr}

&, Tu*e] §8L -1olng e 7 BYPL ol2m g
AL EF Tp*e] FFHE QolofA oZE HYPow =)
gt oo a3 e, e,0 93 7B
B w®, wo un, el 71 tlax 2t
EE Fig. 39 Axo)x AXHYn Avtm Yz}

weba] olite] S A sd

(DEARZH e & 402 5R= uhA re] 92
Fe Tu*, To*e B¥& x, &) gls)A] gy
ol x, %ol haiME HlhH oz Hry =g
.9 e x, %ol e i, x, 2o ojs)
Ae Hgiyes €k

(2)8-8.91 BF42] T, *, T.*e e any
rl= AR %31, = Fig. 20 Uehd u}
o} o] fAFAtol T\*, T,*¢] £¥: %Y
& patterno 2 3 =71 1/rol vlsls)A
Fag

Q) AAEF) AT FFGL T, %o daye -,

Tyl dsiMe Qo))

olEe] ¥HL e o U uIPo g WA= Aot}
oIt ro] AVl BARA W YA Froluk
TeRA r—09] F3kol FFHo AUy YR JEm
o] ARRL: EAAZ Yo ¥ 2T W9jo] Azt

o2 e A& % 4 A



&

(-1,0) Xy

Fig.3 Fundamental point for boundary
displacement

3. FAHZUEAL] olblst

4719 NP8 AE MAHHE TSt N7l g4
2T oz P o2 FHAW e Keow "ok

Cow (P)= 5 /, U (P, Q) 1, (Q) dr

_3);'1 f,-Tu (P, Qu, Q) dr (m

4
x = ¥ 0ilEy E2)xi
iml

L2

us,ts

@il%1,%2)yi
(x3,y3,z3) t

4
y=Z
Ug, te i=
“
(X4y¥4,24) z= Z oi(E; Ez)z;
<4} ":
u= 3 i€ E2)ug
imt
T oa
u, by uz.tz t= I it k0t
(xt,y1,21) " N (xz,y2,22) imt )
e k
Fig.4 Rectangular linear element (quadrilateral
cells)

Fig. 4ol BAIShe uis} o] 44k u, t& -1904
+12 Hgske FAYHRE ¢, £,9 3 6 ¢,

£,)8 AHESt] QABWSE Nog 1 e g

3 o] EA Sojrt,
ffr, Tiu; dI'= ffn [¢1 (flv fz)ufl
+¢z(61, Ez)uiz
+ s (&1, &) usst ¢ (&4, &)
] Tuy dF=u,,-hg+u,»,-hf?
Fussho+usehe (8)

714

hi=ffn ¢1(51, Ez) th dF
=/, (/4 Q—¢) (1—&)Tu|J]
d¢, dé,

o=/ /1 & (6s, €)Tu dT"
=/ /) (A+¢g) 1—&,) Ty | J)

dé, d¢.

ho=/ /7, $ (80 €T, dT
=/ [/ A+e) L+e) T |
d¢, dé,

b= /f,, (£ &) T AT
=/ 0/ (1/4) 1—¢) (1+&) Tu|J|
d¢, dé,

ks

%

flo

Hyoz

ffn Uity dI'= f/r, [ (&1, 52) tat
+¢ (&1, &) ta T (&1, E)tnt g (&4, &)
tfl]Ulj dr

0] @ @ @
=t11‘gt1+t12'gu+t/3'gu+tu'gu

714

g?f=ffn & (&, €) U, Al
120



A HAFT A A7H 43 1990. 12

=/ /W) 1—¢) A—¢)U, || ;_f;,_ff ¢‘(§, 52>U1, ar

d§, dé¢,

gii:ff ¢2(§1,§)Uu dr
*f f (1/4) (14¢,)

d{-‘1 d§2

ic?u=ff % (61, 62U,
~f f (1/4) 1+§-‘
dé, de,

d§1 d&

[J] D AARRANY FpguAze) F5H
(1‘52)UHIJI

Jacobian
IJI=\/[ dyoz  9yoz ]’
961 9§,  BE, 98,
dr i 929X 9zdx ]’
) (1+&)U |J] 0, 96, ¢, 3¢,
4 _Oxdy _ 9xdy ]’
85‘ 852 a§2 agl

{ “odel ,Elements, Hodes, {

nper Point,?oission’s Ratio, Young’s Modutus,Boundary Conditions ;7

Weights of Fundamental Solutions 41

|

L}nteqral of Fundamental Solutxons1

Traction of
Nodal Point
Know ?

Storage of Diagonal Components on the Coefficient Matrix }

L, Storage of Coefficient Matrix

Traction
of Nodal Point
Know ? (Tx0)

Disclacement
of Nodal Point
Know ? {Ux0)

Yes

" - ,
No L}toraqe of Row Vectors on the Right Sxde]

I

Fig.1 Algorithm

L, Solution of Equations ]

i

[ Calculation of Inner Points ]
Zi Qutput /]

121



[

=

olzie] olsh K(8), (9)8 AAAe A
R(7)o) HIshe et e Ad io] Bahe

ANg e

£\s

LN @ @ @
Cijuj+JZ] (htj'UJ1+}1ij.sz+}\>j'uj3+htj'u_i4)
=1

Yo @ ® @
= ,E (gu't“-*-gu't;z+gu-t13+g“-t“)
=1
(10

017]*-] 7&*“‘:3‘?4}—7\1“3) huz _Z, htj -Q—E 5‘}‘:‘1
J=1
(i=4)

Aol a3t Hejatd

2 o Houw= 24 35 n
IAe Zrers mHsHH

[H] {ut =[G] it} 12
olk.

o714 {u}e AEAE Vector, {t}& FEHE
A Vectorelth, Az ojalslsl ARyl ale] ¢
ol HolHE2 A (12) 9 Matrixthd43#-o 2 €}
(H)o BalMe ZAgzae AMsks R o)
EoldES A tHdAem P} Asstm Che
AFHoE AYHL,

FRES TEPY

3 AAL A o3t $X]5]4-& Programg]
Algorithm& Fig. 59 Yehlm] 21 g 844 AZ5slr)
A3 Y S HZoNM ] WA S-ZAANe 2N Fig. 6
o] dolrl 1209 AYLAE A ABFEOIA
33 A CDHGoll 53¢ #Asks Fdo] Fo

] EAZ AAle] AL o885t Ale] 3
G (X=Y=60)¢1 AT ¢AREE TH}

Fig. 7 Zt Modeld]l gt 8.488E Jebd 3o
2 8244 96, EHS 98< Model I, HH 119
FHREUS Fol Zo] 159 A g2 F 8
A% 120, ¥4 1309 Model T, #HH T2 ¥4
REOke el Yo 7.5¢1 AL A g4

20

122

z

’ / HYy

E H

! t

L G :
! !

BN 7/

Ey// C
Q’Q

Fig.6 Test problem geometry

(A) Model I
Sens FH
£is -
(B) Model TI



AP TN A ATE 43 1990. 12

£l

(C) Model MI
Fig.7 Test problem boundary segments

Modet 1

-0l = Model I
L + Model I

O i 1 1 1 i ;w L ’ L 1 L 1210

VA

Fig.8 Stress values of inner point

144, H3+ 16290 Model 1 o2 3t A4z},

ARV ZE W ABFES Q4 XYZwske] w
€ H9E 0o=sy W CDHGY 84 Y] 3
3 FALE LAk Fig. 82 2z Model 9] U
el AdAnE Jehd Aelth

A e A ANED Yibgkel S8 gro)A
HojA e WHde exle am AASw & A
ITe] #e) 7718 WHol sloixe 2 o3& gt
W lom o]Re slEfEe] |/rEoldovE Ui
A olFe R ke oM AAM 9
HEXFE A 44T Modelthg A4tdslo] ¥
¥ ox= #AA doh

HREE FRTEe 97 ZATE 4% a=(0"2
Mode I¢] oigt sldolen a=15"75'¢1 &%
Mode©l gt d3e a2 ZolE 4 gk

meEtA £ oM BAFG) e ReZ Fig.
99} o] FHAAL 2t a=(", 15°, 30", 45°, 60",

123

H=200 |

X
2c “:E>

,t’
L <10

/

(A)Uniform Shearing

Fig.9 Coordinate system and surface crack
modeling

(A) (B}

Fig. 10 Surface crack modeling segments

75'2 M3AIZ] F=60, Eo]=200, £7=202 B
of vl EAFLL 9457 185 AASF 196, WA
(Inner Point) 4= 1998 8288 3o SRE AT
shgxon FA R

Fig. 10(A)€ a=0'd di3 g4Egoln (B)&
a=15"-75"] o QAR L Ueld Relth =F
s Z7E v|wslr] 8] FEM Package (ALGOR
SUPER SAP 386 Version)& %93 Model23}d
HMstAdon] Fig. 11 245 876, AdS 12642
8% FEM9 842882 veld zold

SYYUNAS S U HAP S T H&o)



AP (Hybrid Extrapolation Method) & AF2-3l
o1 Cracke] HlA o2 sl HPHAE g
A28 b 314 Parameter= Aspect Ratio
(a/c)=0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 1.09] 4 2524 a/t
=0.20/9 EHFL] AE «=0°, 15°, 30°, 45"
60°, 75° 2 WA ALt FHTE HA A
A gol me} AP

AF K, K, Kine Fi=K, /[ 220,/ (2a/Q) ],
F,,=K”/[2'z'o\/(7ta/Q)], F,,,=K,,,/[21'0
V(r/Q) 12 ¥a9s g,

/

AR VAR

CAVARVAY AR,

(L. I \{ 7

AN/

1 "ﬁ;sw.l"A‘v“'"“v"

X/

o714 Q=[E(k)]?e2 E(k) & A25sHE

AABN = 21— (a/c)?,
T/ _
E(k)=f V1=K sin’ ¢ dgol™,

E(0)=#/2, E(1) =1°lth

124

AALLEL 999 EANE AA4Y 4 os
HUESA E7] f&o xpdo] UAY HolA Hx
EAE E7193%1Y 823 ¥ Dataxs {84088
th AAEEZE Datae] £4|9} Checkdl] Az =3
o] ZA Hefdrt. et AGAITE FER4We
Matrix7} Band&o.2 == A4 tsia AALaH
< Full-PopulatedZ 7] W0l & ol 1%tk
214" Computere IBM PC-386(25 MHz,
OS : DOS 4.01/UNIX V 3.2)oltk Fig. 12 ®n
AEE 938ld wely ¥ATFde 45 a=0" 3]
TEE JFE FSAEY A FHTEY A4
vlm A Aol A B7PET e Rajuse] §#88
2ol 2% f#, SmithTe] #X2ANE 2% figel
FEM Packageel 9% sAAAE mAIg Relrth
Fig. 12258 AAAH A% v|ad 7 dX3lz
AA L a/c=0. 2614 & a]42] A7} Rajusdt Sm
ithgel @& 0 EA8e A& &9 Atk a/c=0.
4-1. 0914 ERBEE(2¢/7=0.0) oM £ s A
7} Rajus-9] A7Ho) & e Yehln 713 4
B (2¢/n=1.0) )M e wlE W& ge YET )
o1 1 Zo|7} 5%oldjelch. TEACYt HolAfE
71 Qe oM Fogke sk olont Eaghi
Ae 8lE Zashe AL BdFm ot oA
7V AL Bhel 9o uRE WAy grozw Azt
ek

4.1 SEZ Mo

34 Model 2 AAZHL Fig. 99} 2. Fig. 13
(A)-(F)& #14 Parameter a/c=0.2, 0.4, 0.6,
L0228 st EATFEY 4% a=(",15", 30, 45°, 60°,
75l T3t sl Ao} vlTE 918 FEM Package®
AH3t a/c=1. 09w o] A& =S Zo|tk Fig.
1302 R& FAMG) wet 24 ¥slshe F, Fu,
o) 2L Fio] EAshe 28] 233 £ Mode
B Re D4 3l

Fige FAd] meb as) 2716 dAglel 7
B AL BiQ¢/n=1.0) AMBE Z7}3}7) A 2sid B
B (26/7=0.0) N  ge UENE AP no]
FI 3leH, Aspect Ratioo] whelxe 1.0Uw 713
2 #FE vz Yok



TR AL TR ATH 4% 1990. 12

22 |0204 (06 10

Present Results|-o- |~ | o |-e-

= Raju-Newman's!|-o- |- {-o- |-e-
Smith-Sorensens|--e-

FEM -

0 0.25 05 075

10

224 (rad)

Fig. 12 F versus 2¢/r for various a/c
(uniform tension)

=Y a7t F7MEFE v

< T & HEE FEI R TEBkA
minus#& 7HAH o3 FHSA F718l7] ARt
7V ARl e w2 g2 JERHI Aspect
Ratio 1. 099 714 & ¢ vehdth a9l ¥l
W2 S ZALE SR ao] F7VE4E g% Hu)
A A3 7V He BolME a=75" 49 a/c=1.0
oA Fi =2.33¢lgl= Hhgke vehiz g Fo
# TEMel welr o 7h A7)0 BAIgle] EHEL
N 1,,=1,=025 Hr] Wi Zeroz Ht}
Aspect Ratiodl] @&} (.29 713 2 gte e
ot et SRE dake] sz ddME av) 371
58 SHGYASE 2T 5] Modell, Modell
o] o] % A& ¢ 7 Utk

w3t a/c=1. 04 FEM Package zt#% 5%°luU9]
ztol& YeRT glew Fig. 14¥ a/c=1.094 9

x]‘ ] %‘7}3]'-1— 9,1‘:]' Fn

125

FEMel 2J§t Stress contours& UEhd Rog 713

Ao ghel SAFIA Wr) 2L b SrtuS
= wugiel SUSTHL A ey des %
siek.
5. HE

A0 D35 398 LAY ERTAG 5
2EAY el sty EAFDL) 2E a=0
I5', 30, 45, 60", 75'% WSAA EU Moded]
EUTAR Gl B Lo AES AU

(DTEEAGE FANG) we) 274 Wslele
Fi, Fu 9o F& Fo] EAlgle AF3] B
#* E3F Mode JHiQl & 2 4 Sk
@)F . && ot 371858 EAENN 2E F

AatA F7Ye7] ARt 71 e B4,

_Present  Results FEM
|%clo2 Joe Jos 1o |10

A ||| | o | o

Ff,F.F N -0--|--e]-e-
| Fe o o- o |-e-|-e-

15

28/x(rad)

(A) Surface Crack (a=0°)



O

Present Resulls FEM
| 9|02 jos 06110 |10
A lo-{o |||
Fi.FuFu Fr oo |-ro o] -ee |0
o foJ-o-]-o-[e-l-o—
A
e
-
15 Pl
A //
Z=7 -
Y e
/T
o
7
44 P
" -
10 //// e
[
'} 7
i /
/
(3 P
/ ,M//
_‘rf—:% -
bt , \
‘0.5 # // s %
/ 4 d
4 !
;7 :
IRSSESS
/ R
/4
00 4 0.25 0S5 075 10
4 .
A .
‘1
_ Lf_zc
-05
20/n(rad)

(B) Surface Crack (a=15")

Presen!  Resulls FEM
Yeloz los jos 1o |10
A |—o-|—o o | |-
FFFe | B o la-ta-|e e
fi |-o-j-o~|~-0-|-o-|-e-
20
//
4
/
15
4
-
1.0
05
47
00 / 10
<05 -
2e/n(rad)

(C) Surface Crack (a=30°)

Fig.13 Versus 2¢/n for various a/c (uniform shearing)

a/C=l-0?'=lmA, ﬂtﬂﬁk’% L‘}'E}LH-T’— FIH%J:%
as] Z7te] BAZl ERBINE Zerod)
7 ol Zr}er] AlFete] g=r/4 ZHIA
Adgte JEe oA gasi] AEe
7474 e Bold Boz ok

@) ¥ o2 T3 Mode EATES Fi, Fu,
Fiug Ao ool A UL o4
st Rl AFIY ;Ao 7T Aol
ot kA AALAYe 2ag rlelatE o
e 77 3R AEA ] TEH o

126



@Az A A7 45 1990. 12

Presen
ooz

Present. flesuls | EM
3 0.6 10 Lo
3 Rl < - FiFLFy
FLfure
ke
y
20 ////, 2.0
/'f;f.
o -
Vi g
V o
f g
15 // s - 15
%4 g
1 o
|74 -
] - A1
'y 14 7
! / e
/
/ ; i
0 i / e 10
/ ,/
/oy
’/_J—tc’ E
/
= 3
0s / \\ % 0s
// \‘gt
/
= : 7\'\,
—_ - T S
00 /// 075 05 075 10 00
L)
t ° i
e ]
-05 -05
20/x(rad)

(D) Surface Crack (a=45°)

/ 07 05 a7s
[IETaZ N
20/x{rad)

(E) Surface Crack (a=60")

_ Present Resulls FEH
|%7¢ o2 |os | o6 |10 |10
frlro | ol e | o
Fr.Fo,Fe Fo |-o- olie]e
Fr fo-j-o-|-o-]-e-|e-
S
//'// /(
//i// P
20 7o -
s Pl A
' P
o - //
VR
/
// /// pd
1/ ,/?’ -
15 117/ =
thir -
I/ /// /
I/// /
s
Wy //
I//,’,
10 l/, /
il
il L=
/ —o\\
Iy ;:&\\
/ NN
05 i %
1 P
/ N
\‘ =
¥/
00 )/{/ a5 05 075 &
/
I Eva
2c
-05
20/u(rad)

(F) Surface Crack (a=75°)

Fig. 13 F versus 2¢/7 for various a/c (uniform shearing)

VIEW 5.5 Fileirmeod /0618 1483

171 YueU7 Lov 148 Lav

2

(A) Surface Crack (a=0°)

8.@52%
7.8914 — 5.824%
— 4.4363 — % 5964
— 9.9812 — 1.%684
— 7.5262 — q.1405
" 4.8711 — g.9q125
~ @.6168 — 4.8846
T -i5eae — 2.4566
25084 .22872

|

U L CuE

(B) Surface Crack (a’=15")

127




Clam

(E) Surface Crack (e=60°)
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(F) Surface Crack (e=75")

Fig. 14 Contours for in the surface cracks
obtained using ALGOR SUPERSAP for
post processing (uniform shearing)
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