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The development of new materials and the increased sophis-—
tication of computer assisted stress-analysis techniques provided
an opportunity for the Ship Structure Committee to review and evaluate
¥ current and proposed ship hull crack arresting systems. Major emphasis
was put upon dynamic fracture mechanics for the proper classification
and evaluation of the crack arrester systems investigated. Results
have also been compared with a static arrest toughness analysis.

s

The results contained in this report indicate that 1) there
is no general type of crack arrest system completely superior to all
others in all circumstances; 2) an exact quantitative evaluation must
| be performed for each application; and 3) insufficient fundamental
E L4 work has been done to provide a fully rational or scientific approach

for crack arrester design. A five element research program has been

proposed to remedy these deficiencies. This will be considered by
the Ship Structure Committee in the future.
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ABSTRACT

A world-wide survey of marine engineers, shipyards, and regulating
agencies was conducted to ascertain both current and contemplated approaches
to arresting cracks in ship hulls. As a result of this survey, a crack ar-
rester classification system was developed. The classification was used to aid
in a systematic investigation aimed at determining the most attractive practical
schemes for arresting cracks in ship hulls. 1In addition to describing the classi-
fication system, example calculations showing quantitatively the effect of imposing
various kinds of mechanical arrester devices in the path of a fast-moving crack
are given in the report. Considerable background material on the theoretical con-
cepts and material characterizations required for the arrest of fast fractures
and fatigue is also given. Taken together the work described in the report can
be used as a first step in developing guidelines for ship designers in situations
where structural perturbations for the purpose of arresting unstable crack
propagation are envisioned.
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A STUDY OF SHIP HULL CRACK ARRESTER SYSTEMS

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Early instances in which the catastrophic failure of a ship hull was
averted by the arrest of a rapidly propagating crack occurred in the 1920's.
The liners Majestic and Leviathan both came perilously close to breaking in
two at sea in the winter North Atlantic. In each case, cracks propagated
across the strength deck and down the ships' sides and stopped at circular air
port opcningsl . While these somewhat fortuitous cases might have served to
stimulate research on fracture, intensive action was not initiated until after
the upi%cmic of ship failures originating with the Schencctady and the > Man-
hattan A during World War II. Substantially, as a result of these and other
serious brittle fractures in Liberty ships and T-2 tankers, a program of research
wis begun. This work has developed into the present-day technical discipline of
fracture mechanics.

Fracture mechanics opens the way to analyze enegineering structures that

cperience predetermined amounts of stable and unstable crack growta.

€

Structures can then be made "damage tolerant'" in 3 different ways:

(1) Through the selection of relatively high-toughness
materials, cracks are not allowed to grow to a
critical size. Periodic inspections are carried out
to ensure that cracks are detected before they can
cause fast fracture. In order to schedule the in-
spection interval, an accurate characterization of
fatigue crack-growth behavior is required.

~
ro
~

Moder te or low-toughness materials are employved and
cracks are allowed to grow to a critical size and
cause fast fracture. However, the structure is de-
signed redundant such that a fast crack is arrested
without causing complete loss of the structure. This
can be achieved by building a struccure consisting of
parallel members, one of which may completely fail,
or by the use of crack arresters.

(3) Moderate or low-toughness materials are employed and
cracks are permitted to grow to critical size as in
(2) but the structure is not redundant. Instead,
crack arresters are installed in critical locations
These are designed to stop the crack before excessive
damage is sustained and to contain the structure until
repairs can be made.

Presently, damage-tolerant concepts 1 and 2 are successfully used in

aircraft design. Some of the methodologies developed in the aircraft industry

will be discussed later in this report.

Fracture mechanics, damage tolerant strategies have not been applied

in detail in the design of ship hulls and thus may have contributed to such recent
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| fractures as the large integrated tug/barge M.V, Martha R. Ingram in New York
harbor in 1972%  But the use of fracture mechanics concepts has been advocated.
Rolfe et al ? have proposed that the most economical damage-tolerant strategy for
ship hulls is the use of materials with "moderate levels of notch toughness with
properly designed crack arresters".

In returning to the consideration of crack arrester systems to prevent
ship hull fracture, the problem has come full circle. The original solution to
the all-welded Liberty ship dilemma during World War II was to incorporate crack
arresters where advancing brittle failures were to be stopped. These consisted
of tlame-cut longitudinal slots along the whole midship portion that were covered
with riveted straps. Many cases are on record of cracks being arrested by these
devices, and it is almost certain that several ships were saved from complete
rupture by their presencel. More refined concepts such as arresting a brittle

: tracture with a strake of notch-tough Steel welded between strakes of standard
‘ ship steel are currently favored by ship designers. However, crack arrester de-
sipgn procedures are still not well developed in general.

Ihe general objectives of this report are as follows. First, the

¢ tent to which crack arrester systems are considered in present-day ship designs,
;' ts determined by surveying marine engineers, shipyards, and regulating agencies,
ottt in the U.S. and abroad, will be discussed. Second, a study, identifying
the basic material and theoretical concepts required for crack arrest design
ind setting the stage for more advanced research into the design of effective
rack arresters for ship hulls, is given. Third, the current state of the
irt of cr arrester schemes was classified and evaluated to identify concepts
ved their design. Fourth and last, recommendations for the research needed
this technological problem are set out and discussed.
y
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CRACK ARRESTER DESIGN PRACTICES

2.1 BASIC PRINCIPLES AND CLASSIFICATION OF ARRESTERS

The basic principle behind the use of a crack arrester is to reduce
crack-driving force below the resisting force that must be overcome to extend

a crack. The crack-driving force is the energy (strain enerpgy, kinetic energy
and external work) released by the structure at the crack tip as fracture ¢

the

ends.

The resisting force is fracture energy which is closely related to the fracture

toughness of the material. This principle~-which underlies the new discipline

of fracture mechanics--can be used to classify the different crack arrester con-

figurations.

(1) Arresters that decrease the crack driving force of a pro-
pagating crack

(2) Arresters that increase the fracture toughness of the
material encountered by a propagating crack

(3) Arresters that simultaneously change both the driving
force and the toughness.

A more detailed description of this classification together with some numerical
examples are given in Chapter 6 of this report. A quantitative discussion of

fracture mechanics parameters is given in Chapter 3.

In the remainder of the section, brief descriptions of the various

of crack arresters will be given.

Riveted Seam Type of Crack Arrester. (Figure 2.2.1) The continuous
the
cont inue
to propagate over a riveted seam. The easiest and simpiest tvpe of crack

structure of an all-welded ship makes crack arresters very essential. In

case of a riveted discontinuous hull structure, a crack obviously cannot

kinds

arre

the

o :

system would be to use riveted seams at the vital portion of welded structures.

However, the economic and labor conditions existing today preciude them be

of the scarcity of qualified riveters.

Inserted Type of Crack Arrester. (Figure 2.2.2 In this type

arrester, tougher steel is used just at vital locations in the structure.

not economical to use-high quality material in the whole structure. The
idea is that a tough arrester strake elevates the crack resisting force

at

the level of the crack-driving force. This is the most common type emploved

have been carried out rather cxtcnsively.7v8

-

15

in
marine applications . Also, experimental evaluations of this type of arrester

~z
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Patch Type of Crack Arrester. (Figure 2.2.3) ['he i in this

type of arrester is to suppress the crack-driving force by introducing a compres-

sion load from a patch. 1In some experimental investigations, the effect of the
Pl C ! :

patch reveals a decrease in K near the pdtch.”]“'ll Thus, when crack run

into this region, it will be arrested even though the basic fracture toughness
is not changed.

Stiffener Type of Crack Arrester. (Figure 2.2.4) The mechanism of
arresting a running crack in this system is similar to the patch-type model.
Calculations have shown that if the main crack passes through the stiffener,
the accompanying displacement would be resisted by the stiffener, causing

compressive stress at the crack area and a reduction in the dri g force.
Test results from various combinations of a stiffeners, material: ind heat
treat conditions indicate that cracks can be arrested using this concept.

A T-type integral stiffener is also shown on Figure 2.2.4.

}lgﬁjllﬁlﬁlJU;}iﬁU}ﬁf?ﬁ}ﬁ‘F?' (Figure: 2.2.5) 1In this type of crack
arrester, the base material thickness is thinned by machining a
plate in a direction perpendicular to the anticipated running cr:
idea is that the fracture mode can be made to change at the reduced section by
producing a shear lip there. The effect of the shear lip is to increase the

energy dissipation mode and to change the crack propagation direction to eventually
arrest the crack.

1long the
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.2 SHIP C

ASSIFICATION SOCIETY RULES

T'he problem of brittle fracture in ship structures has been addressed
by the classification societies mainly by using three simultaneous approaches:

[. Improvement in steels in general and the use of special

steels in certain area f the ship
2. Improvement in the stre malysis of ship structures
3. Improvement in detuil design to reduce stress concen-

tration ettect

In-the post-WWIIl ere when the brittle fracture problem became most
crucial, the classification societies first took independent action. As a re-
sult, a large number of specifications were instituted, sometimes of a conflicting

nature. 1In 1959, however, the societies* joined in a unification of their rules
which was welcomed by both shipbuilders and steelmakers.

The steels are specified by the societies with the intention of pro-
viding grades at strength levels with the necessary toughness for their intended
use. The gradation of toughness is obtained by specifying the appropriate re-
quirements for control of chemical composition, process of manufacture, melting
practice and, in some cases, verification by Charpy V-notch testing. The Ameri-
can Bureau of Shipping steel grade specifications are shown in Tables 2.3.1 and
.1.5._111. For comparison, Table 2.3.3 shows the specifications for some of the
same steels from Lloyd's Register of Shippingl}. These specifications differ
essentially only in the area of Charpy V-notch testing temperatures. The ABS
specifications require a lower testing temperature.

The applications for each steel are indicated in the various sections
of the Rules to assure that the quality of each steel is suitable for the steel
thickness, ship size, and particular application involved. For example, the
ABS requirement for Grade A steel (the lowest toughness category) may be used
up to 5L mm (2 in) thickness in low stress areas, but would not be permitted
in any thickness for the sheer strake of an ocean going vessel in excess of 137
meters (450 feet) in length. For this type of service, a Grade B steel would he
required up to a thickness of 16 mm (0.63 in), a Grade D normalized up to 27.5 mn

n (2.0 in). These re-

(L.08 in) and a Grade CS, E, or DS normalized up to 51
lationships between steel grades and ship zpplications are based primarily on
proven service experience under a wide variety of conditions encountered bv
merchant ships over the past years.

While the Society Rules do not use the terminology of crack arrester,
they do specify that the tougher grades (Grade E, for example) be used where
the arrester strakes are usuallv applied. Llovd's, for example, specifies
Grade E steel at the sheerstrake, over the longitudinal bulkheads, and at the

'rican Bureau of Shipping, Bureau Veritas, Germanischer Lloyd, Llovd's Register

or Snipping, ipon RKaiji anyovlai, Det Norske Veritas, and Registro Italiauno
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turn-of -the bil§e strakes. Figure 2.3.1 shows this requirement for a typical
tanker sectionl>.

The American Bureau of Shipping specifies the minimum width of the sheer-
strake for the midship to the length of 0.4 L using the following equations. 1In
these equations, L is the length of the vessel and b is the width of the sheer-
strake.

(a) for vessels less than 120 m (395 ft) in length,

b
or b

5L + 916 mm
0.06L + 36 in.

i

(b) for vessels of 120 m (395 ft) or more in length but
not exceeding 427 m (1400 ft) in length

b 1525 mm
or b = €0 in.

The thickness of the sheerstrake is also specified in the ABS require-
ments.

The stress analysis of ship structures has been improved through the
years, most importantly through the use of finite-element stress-analysis computer
programs. Many such programs are in use and some are favored by certain design
agencies over others, but general structural programs such as STRUDL, STRESS, and
DAISY are suited to analyze a complete ship, a section in more detail, or a single
member in great detail. The ABS is favoring DAISY as an applicable program. Ob-
viously, the use of better stiess analysis techniques and the resulting improve-
ment in design details to reduce stress concentrations will improve the brittle
fracture problem.

-11-
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2.3 SURVEY OF MARINE ENGINEERS, SHIPYARDS, AND REGULATING AGENCIES

In order to determine the state of current research and practice on
the problem of arresting cracks in ship hulls, a survey of domestic and foreign
shipyards, design agencies, academic institutions, and regulatorv agencies re-
lated to ship hull design was undertaken.

Before the survey was started, the scope of the effort was further re-
fined in that the data were to include only commercial ship hull designs and not
military ships. Both fatigue and fast-fracture arrest concepts were to be con-
sidered, but special purpose ships or

materials for special applications
were not to be included.

The survey asked:

(1) Do you presently design crack arrester systems for
ship hull structures?

(2) Have you generated experimental data to support the
effectiveness of various ship hull crack arrester de-
vices? If so, are these data available?

(3) What design procedure is followed for fracture control
in ship hulls?

As a component of the foreign survey, a search was made of the open
literature to identify the most current crack arrester data along with additional
agencies to be contacted. The use of the U.S. Air Force CIRC computer storage
file of Slavic-language technical literature search indicated a small number of
journal articles pertaining to hull crack arresters.

2.3.1 Results of Domestic Survey

Approximately 30 percent of thirty-seven U.S. companies contacted
responded. Among the topics discussed with representatives of the companies were

(a) Crack arresting techniques, if any, that are being used
or recommended in their work

(b) Experimental data on crack arresters, either published
or unpublished

(c) Any past experiences with crack arresters.

The results indicate that very little that is new in the way of crack arresting
techniques is currently being used by domestic shipbuilders and naval architects.
Most respondents indicated that they are generally aware of and use the practices
of employing notch-tough steels and designing to avoid stress concentrators in
the hull and deck attachments. Most of those who consciously design and build
crack arresters use the welded, integral strakes of notch-tough steel at the turn
of the bilge and sheer-strake locations. PRut, over half of those responding tc
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the survey have also used bolted or riveted strakes to act as crack arresters.
Nearly all of those responding indicated that they look upon ABS for direction
in this area.

fhe respondents followed the ABS requirements for material strengths
in the high-stress areas. Some shipbuilders indicated they used a grade or
two tougher than that recommended by ABS for that particular thickness and
application as an additional degree of conservativeness in design. The high-
stress zone such as the turn of the bilge and the sheerstrake areas were
treated by using integral strakes of welded-in tougher materials by most of
the shipbuilders and agencies.

Historically, the riveted or bolted-on sheerstrake was mentioned
by many respondents as a technique used in the past. However, a fairly
large number of respondents (about 55 percent) indicated that on special con-
ditions, this procedure is still used today. Nearly all of the respondents ad-
mitted to the use of careful design and review procedures to avoid stress con-
centrators in the deck details particularly. Also, nearly all the agencies and
shipyards indicated that they used generally tough materials in the entire hull
construction.

No unpublished experimental data on hull crack arresters were un-
covered as a result of the survey, although most respondents were aware of the
work that has been done in testing notch-tough steels for their crack-resistant
properties.

2.3.2 Results of Foreign Survey

A total of 23 foreign agencies and shipyards were contacted by letter
requesting information on crack arresting devices. Japan was excluded from the
letter contact because Dr. K. Masubushi visited the leading shipvards, universities,
and steel companies there to obtain their most current data. Of those contacted
by letter, 48 percent responded in a fairly short time with information regarding
the problem area of crack arresting devices. Various ag s also sent copies
of their publications related to the problem area. A tota seven of these
documents were received. These documents were added t collection of material
used in preparing this report. The seven documents rece ire Reterence Numbers
17 through 23.

The Joreign survey respondents were essentia mani in that
they were using or recommending use of notch-tough st i ommended by the
regulating agencies such as Lloyd's Register and Det

One specific design in Sweden is a weak lin X X iterial
welded between the hull and the heavy bilge keel. Thi intended to
prevent a crack which may start in the higher stresse 1t ibers of the keel

from running into the hull shell. This design is showr
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FIGURE 2.4.1. BILGE KEEL CRACK ARRESTER DESIGN (ERIKSBERGS)
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Another organization in Sweden has been using the integral notch-
tough steel strakes on all their ships since 1950. For strakes above the water
line, they have used nothing lower than Grades E or EH steels, even though the
classification society requirements may indicate that Grade D is acceptable.

As a result of the survey effort in Japan, a number of articles and
papers containing experimental data and theoretical analysis were added to the
data base. An analysis of the more pertinent publications has indicated that
a variety of crack arresting techniques have been studied in Japan. Recently,
however, with the downturn in the economy there, the shipbuilding industry no

nger stimulates continued crack arrester study programs. However, the Japanese
, until recently, been more prominent in investigating new concepts for crack
arresters than has anyone else in the world.

lhe publications from Japan are listed as Reference 6 through 11 and
L4 through 16. Five types of crack arresters were examined with extensive experi-
mental programs in that country.

Fhe riveted seam is a crack arrester which is essentially no longer in
use today because of the scarcity of riveters in the industry. Bolted strakes
ippear to be somewhat the modern counterpart of the riveted seam. These are
used to a limited extent, as best as can be determined. (Fig. 2.2.1)

Integral crack arresters are the most common type described in the
Japanese literature. This type of crack arrester uses a welded-in strake of
notch-tough steel. The assumption on which this concept is based is that a crack
running into a panel of tougher material will arrest if the toughness or the
panel width is large enough. (Fig. 2.2.2)

The patch type of crack arrester consists of a short strap of material
welded along its short ends to the ship hull. The welding shrinkage creates a
compressive load in the hull material under the strap. The strap will experience
a tensile load. The theory behind the idea is that a crack will not propagate
through the compressive stress area under the strap provided the stress is
large .,;]wu'“, (Fig. 22})

Stiffener-type crack arresters were also investigated in Japan. The
stiffener is a perpendicular strip of steel welded along the strake direction in
the hull. The stiffener on one or both sides of the base plate and running through
the base plate were all examined in experiments. Calculations have shown that
if the main crack passges through the stiffener, the stress distribution changes
and the crack can be arrested. (Fig. 2.2.4)

The ditch-type crack arrester was also investigated. This type is mad

reducing the base material thickness by machining the groove along the plate.
l'he running crack intersects the ditch and it is assumed that the fracture mode

changes at the reduced section where a shear 1lip is produced. The effect of the

shear lip is to increase the energy dissipation mode and change the crack
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propagation direction to eventually arrest the crack. (Fig. 2.2.5)

laboratory studies. None are currently

These designs are, as yet,
the integral type.

being used in shipbuilding, cexcept for
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3.0 CONCEPTS FOR ARREST OF FAST FRACTURE

3.1 ANALYSIS OF FRACTURE ARRE

The process of crack arrest in structures can be discussed with LEFM
(linear elastic fracture mechanics) concepts and puramvtcrs(za although actual
problems may require more complicated elastic-plastic treatments. The LEFM re~
cognizes 4 forms of energy: (i) elastic strain energy, (ii) kinetic energy,
(iii) work done by applied forces, and (iv) the energy dissipated by crack tip
flow and fracture processes. The first 3 forms depend primarily on the crack
length, the applied loads and the geometry of the body containing the crack and
are calculated by solving problems in the mathematical theory of elasticity.
The net change in these 3 energies per unit area of crack extension is called
the energy release rate < and this is the driving force for crack extension.?

The rate of change of the last energy form, i.e., the energy dissipated per unit
area of fracture, is called the fracture energy, R, and expresses the resistance

to cracking.tt The fracture energy is a material property essentially independent

of the geometry and applied loads.t++

Crack-extension criteria follow from the principle of energy conserva-
tion, namely, that the energy release rate must be balanced by the fracture
energy. This statement means that crack extension (growth of a stationary
crack) or continued propagation of a moving crack are only possible when

& =R (3.1-3)

Equivalently, no crack growth is possible or, for a propagating crack, arrest
must take place, when

s s e 02 g o . dU, di
stationary crack === SN dA (3-1=1)

du,. - df + dW 3

el AT g = - S T S T OV 3. 1=2
fast propagating and < dA dA dA (3 d=2)

arresting crack (25)

where U is the strain energy, T the kinetic energy, W the work performed
on the structure by the surroundings, A the crack'ared. For the evalu-
ation of 4 for a fast propagating or arrestirg crack, the terms 94U il
and g% must be evaluated from fully dynamic analyses. s

+ 4 - ~ - 3
The fracture energy for the extension of a stationary crack is usuallv
referred to as 4., the critical energy release rate.

4+t It is, in fact, a basic postulate of LEFM that all inelastic ir-
reversible energy dissipation processes that accompany crack extension
can be included in a single material property that is possibly a
function of the crack speed, but is independent of the crack icnxth.
the applied loads, and the external geometry of the bodv. The extent
to which this is true really determines the applicability of LEFM

-17-




& <R (3.1-4)

for all values of R.T These criteria, as well as the role of strain energy, and
kinetic energy are illustrated schematically in Figure 3.1.1 for the case of a
crack that is propagating in a structure under fixed grip conditions. In this

case, the strain energy release rate - 5“ first increases with crack extension

and then decreases when the crack lvn;.;[ﬁt} a, becomes large relative to the dimen-
sions of the cracked member. Figure 3.1.1 shows that the criterion for the onsect
f fracture is satisfied when a = a . At this instant, the crack begins to
tend rapidly. The crack continues o propagate until a = a , where the criterion

.

s . - . N 3 . . . d %
for crack arrest is satisfied. 1In the initial stage (the interval AB), the strain

energy release rate - dt supplies the crack driving force and imparts kinetic
energy to the body (nchshudud area in Figure 3.1.1). In the latter stage (the
interval BC) the crack continues te prepagate cven though - L) is less than R

by virtue of the kinetic energy recovered frc» the structure. During thiaﬂporind
both the strain energy release rate and the kinetic energy release rate, i
contribute to the crack driving force. i .

Detailed dynamic calculations of this type are available for beamlike

; configurations 26 The example shown in Figure 3.1.2a and 3.1.2b for a rectangular
b double-cantilever-beam (DCB) test piece under fixed grip conditions, illustrates
that about 8657 of the kinetic energy imparted to the specimen is returned to the
crack tip under these conditions. This represents 30% of the energy spent in
g fracturing material and produces a disproportionate amount of crack extension be-
cause kinetic energy is only part of the driving force. At the same time, it
3 should be noted that very little kinetic energy return is anticipated for small .
cracks in large bodies that approximate the crack-in-an-infinite-body idealization.
In other words, the contribution of the kinetic energy release rate is a variable
that depends on the geometry of the structure. There is a need for dynamic analyses
that define the amount of kinetic energy return in different classes of problems.
+ Note that the condition where » exceeds R is not possible because it
would violate the energy balance principle. The stationary crack re-
i lation, inequality (3.1-4), it might be pointed out, does not violate
¢ the energy balance. The reason is that in this case, the crack growth
area corresponds to a virtual crack extension only.
r Ae o - 3 ydcid dw e o ., , 1
¥ Under fixed grip conditions A 0, and the 3 criteria reduce to the
§ : following expressions:
s l. Criterion for the Onset of Fracture R~ - %LT (3.1=5)
E aa
] o
2., Criterion for the Continuation of ) b arh
71 Fast Fracture R - \T‘\'- —'-— (3.1=-6)
- i TR
: . 3, Criterion for Fracture Arrest R > - db, e (3.1=7)
f ".‘\ " A
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FIGURE 3.1.1.

SCHEMATIC REPRESENTATION OF THE COMPONENTS OF THE CRACK DRIVING FORCE,
'HE FRACTURE RESISTANCE R AND CRACK VELOCITY V ATTENDING THE FRAC URE

OF

A STRUCTURAL MEMBER UNDER FIXED GRIP CONDITIONS. The lower part ot th

diagram shows the velocity of a crack initially of length a,. Cracks
smaller than a, or larger than a, cannot grow spontancously for the

particular grip displacement represented because & < R. Such cracks

could grow slowly by fatigue (under the action of cyclic grip displace-

ments that do not exceed the value represented) or stress corrosion.
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The mass and compliance of the loading svstem ilso important factors which
enter the problem by way of the external work tori o Figures 3.1.2a and
3.1.2b, give the results of calculations for pr igition and arrest when the
grips are fixed and &£ = g. These may be compared with Figures 3.1.2c¢ and
3.2.2d. for rcctanguiér DCB-test pieces when tli rips are not rigidly fixed,
and possess the mass and compliance tVFiVJ] of a laboratory loading system.

In this case, the external work term if make eriodic contributions to the
crack driving force causing the crackdA to rcinitiate a number of times. The
extent of propagation is nearly twice the value obtained under fixed grip

conditions.

These concepts serve to distinguish between the two principle strategies
for arresting a crack in a monotonic structure. Cracks can be stopped either by:
o Increasing the fracture resistance, R or
o Decreasing the crack driving force &
in the path of the crack. Two strategies arc illustrated in Figure 3.1.3 for
a plate under essentially constant load. The strain energy term, _ %Y = increases

monotonically under these conditions (see Figure 3.1.3b). This mean®Athat the
crack will not stop without an arresting device. The crack can be arrested by
the first strategy of inserting a tough arrester with a high R-value in the path
of the crack (Figures 3.1.3c and 3.1.3d). 7The second htrnte§¥ is implemented by
attaching a stiffener which produces a local reduction in - 5= (Figures 3.1.3e
and 3.1.3f). 1In both cases some kinetic ecnergy return is shHQn schematically
and will affect the performance of the arrester.

In principle, the rigorous application of these éunveyLs to the design
J

- P 2 ]
of crack arresters is straightforward. The energy components du 4T and ——

dA * dA ’ dA
are calculated for the structure and loading of interest. The fracture energy
of the hull plate and/or arrester plate are measured in the laboratory. Together,
these quantitites define the width, spacing or cross section of stiffener or
energy absorbing arresters. In practice, the task is a difficult one. Methods
of evaluating the energy components from dynamic analyses (see Chapter 6) are
only now being developed for simple structural elements 2°. Their application
to the complex hull structures will not be routine. For this reason, a number
of simplified treatments of crack arrest based on static analyses have currency
and these are reviewed in Sections 3.3 and 3.4 of this chapter. The evaluation
of the very large R-values required of arrester materials also presents special,
unresolved problems which are examined in Chapter 5.
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§.2  CRACK AKREST MATERIAL PROPERTIES

lhe treatment of crack arrest is further complicated by the variation
of the fracture energy R with crack velocity and plate thickness. Eftis and
Kraft 7 have deduced R-values from the Barton and Hall 30 yide plate, ship
steel experiments. Their results, which reflect low energy cleavage fractures
below the nil ductility temperature (NDT), indicate that R-values first decrease
with increasing velocity, display a minimum at a finite velocity, and then in-
crease dramatically for crack velocities in excess of 600 ms. Recent results
for low-energy fibrous fractures in AISI 4340 steel are reproduced in Fipure
3.2.1c. Here the fracture energy increases monotonically with crack velocity.
Since tough arrester materials also display the fibrous mode, it is possible
that their minimum fracture energy values will also be observed at

zero velo-
city.

Rigorous calculations of fracture arrest must take

variation of R with velocity and an arrest criterion
ture energy Rmin (see Figure 3.2.la):

into account the
based on the minimum frac-

& < R . $3.2~1)
min

[t therefore becomes necessary to distinguish among several different values
of the fracture energy (and their equivalent fracture toughness values).
Symbols and definitions of different quantities emploved here and abroad are
listed in Table 3.2.1. Note that the criteria for crack extension can also be
expressed in terms of the stress intensity parameter K and various fracture
toughness parameters as explained in the footnote to Table 3.2.1:

criterion for onset of crack

extension RS (3.2-2)
%

criterion for continuing

propagation K = K._ 05, 2-3)

propag K,

criterion for crack arrest K< K

l\I),min (a2t

Ihe subscript I (i.e., G, , K., < , K_ ) is introduced to distinguish energy
ind toughness values measured when' the c?ack-tip plastic flow is predominantlv
plane strain” as opposed to so-called "plane-stress' values which reflect
ficant amounts of through-the-thickness deformation. The plane strain values ire
independent of thickness while full shear (plane stress) values of tough

display a modest thickness dependence K = t" yhere t is the thickness and
N
0.25 < n < 1.0 33-36

signi- |

materials

According to ASTM E399, plane strain is obtained when the plate thickness

t _'3.3’KIU> < where ‘& is the yield stress. A similar expression can be
v

expected to apply to fast running cracks provided ‘Yis interpreted as

e dvnamic yield stress.

Sl
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TABLE 3.2.1. SUMMARY OF FRACTURE ENERGY AND EQUIVALENT FRACTURE
TOUGHNESS' VALUES RE LATED TO THE CRACK ARREST
PROBLED

DEFINITION FRACTURE ENERGY(Q FRACTURE YUUGHNESS(b)

1.0 The fracture energy and toughness
at the onset of unstable cracl
extension and for essentially
zero crack velocity

1.1 Values corresponding to 5 KC
. C
slow luading rates
1.2 Values for high loading #4 Kd
rates
2.0 The minimum fracture cnergy and
toughness
2.1 Values derived from . K 4
5 min D,min
dynamic analyses
2.2 Estimates derived from o K
a

; a
static ‘uuxl\ f an
arr(bkt' r-uL

2.3 Japanese practice for o K,
. = . L &
estimates from static
analysis{¢
3.0 The fracture energy and touchness RD KD
at an arbitrary crack velocity
"
The fracture energy of an extending crack (i.e. & R ¥ ga, ete.)
is related to a corresponding fracture tOUghnCSS palame%er 51 oBis
D,min’ Kps K, etc.) by the expression K = A 1/ (V) [E /1~y 11/2 where
fvz is a function of crack veiocity that depends on C,, Cy and C_ and
(V) =1 when V=0, 1 .-"/“(\') < 1.1 for 0 < V < 1500 ms-1 for
btet‘], 27,59
3 11 i - - e
(a) Common units: in 1lbs/in% = 1.75 J/m*
. rei TS = 1 /2 _ I S |
(b) Common units: Ksi Yin = 10 ln/m = 1.10 MGr = 3.54 Kg/mm ?
(¢) In all but the more recent Ja ipanese technical papers the quantities bc
and KC are so defined that &, =&, and k = v\/kc.




I'he quantities <  and K, in Table 3.2.1 have been related to R . and
-~ Kips by Kraft and Irwin © 37 af¢ kreafft 38 . These workers propose Bat the
crack-tip stress, strain, and strain-rate environment of a rapidly loaded stationary
crack and a propagating crack, and the fracture energy in these two cases are
the same provided the stress rate K and the crack velocity V are comparable:

& i(K) = R(V) (3.2=5)
A simple Ja }lL argument suggests that the stress rates K = 105 MNm™ 3/2
to 10/ MNm are comparable to the crack velocities of V = 1 ms _1 to
100 ms™1 corresponding to R . . Accordingly, the «~ ,-values measured at these

: mir 3 ;

high rates of loading are a measure of R S Results in Figure 3.2.2 lend
. . . 1 .

some support to this concept which is not well established.

«3 THE ATIC, ARREST l(\L(H\LbS (d ] ‘( ) ANALYSIS
: ’ 42 ) il ,43=-45
! Irwin and Wells and Crosley and Ripling have proposec
E . a simplified treatment of crack arrest. Their approach embodies the same basic
crack arrest criterion, i.e.,& < Rm‘ , but approximates the driving force for con-
tinued crack propagation with the Valie appropriate for a stationary crack of the
same length.” The statically evaluated energy release rate at arrest, < , is taken .
4 as a close approximation of Rl in’ and the criterion for crack arrest given in Equa- o
Y tion (3.2-1) reduces to:
L
du dw
e L SR (3.3=1)
Zaka dA = dA '
or
K,>K (3.-3=2)
where K and K are the corresponding stress-intensity parameters and K_ is
A called the arrest toughness.

According to the static arrest theory, &, or I\"] are geometry in-
. dependent properties of material that-coincide with the" value®of & or K at the
A point of crack arrest. This concept appears to be valid in some cases. For

4 example, Crosley and Ripling 41 find that K . values of reactor grade A533B
. steel are indupcndent of the crack jump distance in a contoured DCB specimen
F N (see Figure .1). They also report that cracks initiated in brittle weldments
n inserted in sln;,lu—wl;ﬁc—nnt\lud (SEN) test pieces of the same material arrest
% at the same value of K, . 43 Studies of various stiffener type of arresters
by Yoshiki, Kanazawa Amd Machida 46,47 in Japan also lend support to the static-K
<4 ipproach. As shown in Figure 3.3.2, predictions of arrest based on K measurements

- (referred to as K in Japan) and statically calculated K values were Found to be
. s
in good agreement with experiment.

LA ther r rd tV} kineti rgy term o i lected and - e
22 n other words » kinetic energy ) g s neglected and -
2 I a8y 1€ [ energ [ 3K negiec 1 3A an

is evaluated using static analvses.




200~ =

L ® 1ICT Specimen
2201— o 2[CT Specimen
200 }- 4 41CT Spacimen

o 8TCT Specimen

Kld ksi /inch

| I |
A533 Gr. B Class 1 Plate '
Steel Plate 12" Thick (HSST Plate 02)

0 | I ! | |
1 10! 108 10° 10 10°
A K ksl /inch/second
EIGURE. 3.2.2 /

COMPARTSON OF Krd-?~1E;\SI'RE."1ENT9 OF SHABBITS
MENTS BY CROSLEY AND RIPLING *!

‘" WITH Ky,-MEASURE-

, BOTH ON AS533B STEEL.

The graph

‘T -

¢ shows that KI(;(E'( ~ 5.105), obtained by extrapolation correlate to
: some degree with Kyg-values.
A 100 T
E. Initiatien
H
~A <
H FIGURE 3.3.1. INFLUENCE OF THE CRACK
5 JUMP DISTANCE ON THE ARREST TOUGH-
: NESS, Kp,, OF A533B STEEL AFTER
P CROSLEY AND RIPLING !
< v Be1.0"20" )0
P Kia® ® a | 0°F
ERNFT)
a r
. :
°
“‘ ° 0.2 0.4 o 0 e
; Normalised Crach Jump Dratance
from Fatigue Crach, As'B
®
r




K (xg/men /men)
AKP-1-15 (Fotch fp=i50mm , bp:=60mm , tp=i3mm } Tomg %) RRRRRRRY]
0 < 16 xg/mat !
400] K/ -30
Tmn—d:i:ﬂ_o\—'/ 40 el
350 arest e 55 50 | l
L |
/””( ; Hl
//-’ K without arrester / 70
=7 L oprisugad 7
zwr - —— L l?c.::zf,-;nmf " ; ,,.// A weid
— G2 1R8AD T :
100 Y e SEREEIRY
Kc eshmoted | oT
arrest] —~CYn
° 02 04 06 08 0! 12 4 16 18 20 (@) _Welded Futch Type
50 00 150 200 2% 300 350 400 450 500 — olmm)
(a)
KlgAre /méd)
' AKPR-4-10 (Arester { :I00mm, bp=40mm ,tp:13mm , Or:20mm)
AKPR-4-15 ( « £:50mm, - GG T |
0 =16kg/met Tempt®c)
[
<400 Temp dsstributon 40
g TRRRRE
300, 2 S Hener
200}
¥ .
] Roet
1004
- 26 C* e XX EREXRR]
%0 100 150 200 250 00 %0 400 450  500—oimm)
b Rueted Stifterer Tyro
(b)
K tigpred /o)
] AKPR-8-15 (furester 1:150mm , bp:EOmm . tp=13mm, Dr=17mm) .
1
i 0 # 16kg/mn! e it B e -401 [ EEEEENEY
4001
60 St ener
2 o
s 300} 0
3 200} Rovet
100 (X AR AN RN
=
; Z —=crohe
- o 02# 04 06 08 104 (2 14 16 8 20 (¢) Riveted Stiffener Type
% % 100 1% 200 2% 300 30 400 4% 500--oimm
# ¥ V52 FIGURE 3.3.2.
COMPARTSON OF EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS FOR STIFFENER-TYPES OF CR.‘\CK[ARRESTERS
¥ WITH PREDICTIONS FROM THE STATIC ANALYSIS AFTER YOSHIKI, ET AL 47 3 (a)
: welded notch type stiffener, and (b) and (c) riveted stiffeners.
38

i it




- e
PRE-)

*-

LS

3
.

-.:;51 -

At the same time, there is a growing body of evidence showing that
the static analysis of arrest is not generally valid. Dynamic calcula-

s 28 4 : - ;

tions »28,48 show that by neglecting the kinetic energv term both the

driving force, #.,and R . are undervalued by statig analysis. Results pre-

sented in Table 3.3.1, illustrated that the ratio ~Ld _ (which should be in-
Kp,min

variant and close to unity if the static theory is valid) actually depend on
the loading system and on the geometry. For this reason, the errors contained
in a static analysis of arrest in a structure may or may not be compensated

for by the discrepancy between <z, and Rmin'

3.4 APPLICATIONS OF THE STATIC TOUGHN
JAPAN

_ARREST APPROACH AS U

Serious difficulties of the type described in Section 3.3 have, in
fact, been encountered in the more recent analyses of large-scale ship-plate
arrester model tests performed in Japan 46,7 . As shown in Figure 3.4.1, ar-
rest was observed in the models even though the statically calculated K values
were twice K . Japanese workers believe that the discrepancy can be traced
to dynamic features attending the propagation of long cracks which invalidate
the static analyses. We believe the discrepancy may also be connected with
their imprecise treatment of the loading system (the ;i,term) and with their
K_ measurements. The Japanese investigators have dealt with this problem by
postulating an effective crack length and effective stress intensity.

a .. =0.1a+ 190 mm (3.4~1)
eff

and

Kgr = % M ep (3500

which contains an empirical correction designed to lower calculated K values to
the K levels at arrest. Figure 3.4.1 illustrates that the correction is
reasonably successful when applied to the experiments from which it was derived.
However, the general applicability of this correction (e.g., its application to
the stiffener experiments in Figure 3.3.2 which can be explained without a
correction) is open to question.

3.5 FRACTURE AR

[ APPROACH AS USED IN ATRCRAFT STRUC

URES

The riveted skin-stringer design of many aircraft structures is
basically a crack-arrest structure. Aircraft are presently designed to arrest
a two-bay crack; i.e., a crack originating at a stringer is to be arrested at
the two adjacent stringers. The Air Force has recently issued MIL-A-83444,
"Airplane Damage Tolerance Design Requirements', in which this arrest require-
ment is formalized.




TABLE 3.3.1, COMPUTATIONAL RESULTS FOR CRACK ARREST IN THE
DCB SPECIMEN FOR VARIOUS DIFFERENT GEOMETRIES
AND INITIAL STRESS INTENSITY FACTORS 48

. Computational Results
Initiation Speed-I Speed-Independent
Conditions Fracture Energy Fracture Energy

ao/h Ko/Rye o /b VIC, Ky MR ap/h V/C, Ky /¥

o q Im
1.0 1.00  1.45 .074 0.89 1.00 0 1.00
1.0 1.25 1.75 .094 0.86 1.40 .086 0.82
1,0 1.50 1.95 .104 0.88 1.90 .149 0.64
1.0 1.75 2.05 .116 0.95 2.55 .192 0.47
i 1.0 2.000 2.1s 192 1.01  3.35 .203 0.35
i 1.0 3.00  2.60 .146 1.13  6.70 .262 0.15
1.0 4.00  2.90 .163 1.26 * 308 *
g 2.0 1.00 2.90 .063 0.80  2.00 0 1.00
4 2.0 1.50  3.60 .097 0.83 3.50 .097 0.61
z 2.0 2.00. k.20 .115 = 0.85 5.15 .i56 0.42
p 2.0 3.00  5.35 .138 0.84 A 014 *
2.0 4.00 6,55 149 0:-78
3.0 1.00  3.55 .067 1.08  3.00 1.00
3.0 1.50  5.60 .089 0.73 4.80 .072 0.67
3.0 2.00  6.95 .106 0.66  6.90 0.47

* Crack did not arrest.
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S0 far, the static analy of arresters has proven satisfactory for
aircraft structures, because (!) fast crack growth in aluminum alloys is still
relatively slow (in the order of 500 ft/sec) and (2) thin aluminum plates show
an increasing crack resistance as the crack extends. Nevertheless, MIL-A-83444
prescribes that a safety margin of 15 percent should be taken on the static
analysis to account for possible dynemic effects.

Analysis methods for stringer-skin configurations have been developed
by Romualdi, et al *7 | pge 20,51  vijeger 22,53 | and Swift and Wang HEES
Both finite-element methods and closed-form solutions can be used. The basic
procedure is outlined in Figure 3.5.1. I'he stitfened panel is split into its
composite parts. Load transmission takes place through the fasteners. As a
result, the skin will exert forces Fl, F,, etc., on the stringer, and the stringer
etc., on the skin. This is depicted in

will exert reaction forces Fl, B
the upper line of Figure 3.5.1. °

The three cases have to be analyzed separately. Compatibility requires
equal displacements in sheet and stringer at the corresponding fastener locations.
These compatibility requirements deliver a set of n (n is number of fasteners)
independent algebraic equations, which can be solved numerically to derive the

2 fastener forces. According to Swift , 15 fasteners at either side of the
- crack need to be included to give a consistent result. A proper analysis includes
' the effects of (1) stiffener yielding and bending, (2) fastener yielding, and

(3) fastener-hole deformation.

For the arrest analysis 2 , consider a skin-stringer combination as
in Figure 3.5.2 (top). The displacements of adjacent points in skin and stringer
will be equal. Let a transverse crack develop in the skin. This will cause
larger displacements in the skin, which has to be followed by the stringers. As
a result, they take on load from the skin, thus decreasing the skin stress at
the expense of higher stringer stress. Consequently, the displacements in the
cracked skin will be smaller than in an unstiffened plate with the same size of
? s crack. This implies that the stresses in the stiffened plate are lower and
3 that the stress intensity is lower. The closer the crack tip is to the stringer,

the larger the load-sharing effect.
¢
3 If the stress intensity for a central crack in an unstiffened plate
% is K =007 a, then the stress intensity for the stiffened plate is K = Boyma.
- The reduction factor,F , becomes smaller when the crack approaches the stringer.
3 J Since the stringers take load from the skin, their stress will increase from o
to LY, where L increases when the crack approaches the stringer. Obviously,
a 0<Bland L > 1. Their values depend upon stiffening ratio, fastener stiffness,
- and crack size. For a qualitative discussion, it may suffice to let ¢ and L vary
: as in Figure 3.5.2
- .
Now the arrest diagram for a simple panel with two stringers and a
a central crack can be constructed. Fast crack extension in an unstiffened plate
¥ will take place at a stress given by o. = Kc/\”a’ represented by the lower line
3 in Figure 3.5.3. For the stiffened panel, the stress for fast crack growth can
¥ be calculated as O = KC/? /Ma. Knowing 2 from the static analysis, T o can
&4 :
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be calculated. It varies with crack size as shown in Figure 3.5.3. Since
2 decreases if the crack approaches the stringer, the curve turns upwards for
crack sizes in the order of the stringer spacing.

The possibility of fastener failure and stringer failure should be con-
sidered also. Here, only stringer failure will be discussed. The stringer will
fail when its stress reaches the ultimate tensile stress, o . of the stringer

material. As the stringer stress is Lg, where 5 is the nominal stress in the
panel away from the crack, stringer failure will occur at O ¢ given by L"f Sl
Using L as depicted in Figure 3.5.2, the panel stress at which stringer failure
occurs is given in Figure 3.5.3.

Now consider a crack of size aj;. At a stress g; fast crack growth occurs
(point A). It will run to point B where it is arrested (because K will be lower
than K again). Further increase of the stress will cause the crack to propagate
in a stable manner to C, where again fast fracture would occur at a stress o.
If the crack size is ay, a stress opis required for fast crack growth. Arrest
will not occur because | o

Oy > 0

It has been outlined thatf and L depend upon stiffening ratio. This
implies that the diagram of Figure 3.5.3 is not unique. 1t shows the case
where plate failure is the critical event. In other cases, stringer failure
may be critical; this is so when the stringers are relatively small in section
as compared to the bay sectional area. This is depicted in Figure 3.5.4. A
crack of size a becomes unstable at a stress 9z [t will run to point D where
the stringer will fail. Hence, it will not be arrested. The highest stress for
arrest,o , is now determined by point E as shown.

Many large panel experimental data are available to show the adequacy
of the analysis procedure for aircraft structures. Some test data by Vlieger 52,53
are shown in Figure 3.5.4. The test data confirm the predicted behavior. In
case of a short crack fracture, instability occurs at a stress too high for crack
arrest at the stringer. Longer initial cracks showed some slow crack growth and
then sudden fast crack growth. Crack arrest occurred at the stringer, after
which the panel could be loaded to 5 (horizontal level) where final failure oc-
curred.

3.6  DYNAMIC ANALYSIS OF CRACK PROPAGATION AND CRACK ARREST

The problem of arresting a rapidly propagating crack is of great con-
cern in several different kinds of engineering structures. These have in common
the feature that unchecked unstable crack growth would have catastrophic con-
sequences. They include aircraft (as discussed in the preceding section),
nuclear pressure vessels, bridges, and gas transmission pipelines,in addition

)
to ship hulls.

There is currently no universally accepted theoretically-based design
approach to ensure crack arrest. A static approach, or, what amounts to the
same thing, the "arrest toughness'" or K approach, is almost universally employed.
This approach is based on the idea that crack arrest is just the reverse of
crack-growth initiation. However, there is a body of experimental results
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together with a rigorous energy-based method of analysis that has shown that
crack arrest is a dvpamic process that must be treated within the context of a
dynamic fracture-mechanics theory. This work, originated at Battelle with prior
Ship Structure Committee support 7
58-67

ind continued on behalf of other
agencies
include

ludes several generalizations of the static approach. These

® A kinevic energy contribution
L] Inertia effects
e Dependence of fracture toughness on crack speed.

The primary purpose of this section of the report is to demonstrate that stat-
ically based analyses can dangerously overestimate the capacitv of a structure
to arrest a rapidly propagating crack. It will further be shewn that even
analyses taking full account of the essential aspects of dynawic fracture
mechanics can still be inadequate for predicting crack arrest
features of the problem are neglected. 1In particular, the otherwise a
analyses of Freund 68,69  Cannot cope with stress waves reflected back to the
propagating crack tip from the specimen boundaries. This feature is not only
important for experimental work carried out using small laboratory size test
specimens, but would also be important in analyzing crack arrest devices.

n other vital

iirable

Large-scale numerical computations are beyond the scope of the work re-
ported here. This precludes complete analyses of the various candidate arrester
systems. Nevertheless, it is important to have some quantitative evidence on the
dynamic amplification of the crack driving force. This must be done in order to
convincingly demonstrate the fact that b}uLijﬁﬂi¥i§g§}ﬂ;:Ta(R arrest can signi-
ficantly overestimate the capability of a system to arrest a rapidly propagating
crack. To accomplish this, some calculations were made with an existing computer
model that was developed on an earlier Ship Structure Committee program to analys
cracg propagation and crack arrest in the double cantilever beam (DCBH) test speci-
men O/ . While hardly representative of most engineering structures, the DCB
specimen geometry does lend itself to performing dynamic crack propagation-
arrest analyses. Such analyses currently cannot be made for actual structures
without performing large-system numerical computations. Hence, for the purposes
of this report, the existing DCB analysis model was a natural vehicle, if not
the only possible one, to demonstrate the differences between static and fully
dynamic fracture mechanics concepts to evaluate crack arrester systems.

@

In this section of the report, the governing equations for the DCR
specimen dynamic analysis procedure are first outlined. Next, a brief descrip-
tion of the alternative approaches is given where it is shown that, for crack
arrest predictions, the conventional quasi-static approaches can be represented
within the confines of a "quasi-dynamic'" approach. Finally, some sample cal-
culations are performed to contrast the quasi-dynamic and fully dynamic predictions
for crack propagation and arrest in DCB specimens. This will set the stage for
the analyses reported in Section 6 on the various types of ship-hull crack ar-
resters.
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3.6.1

Loverning Equations for Dynamic
Prnpagqliun in the DCB 1

The starting point for the derivat ion
crack propagation in the
of elasticity with
geometry of

't the equat i
dynamic DCB specimen
included.
exploited,
. These are the
beam (the x dire('Liun) and two
of motion are given by

inertia terms
this specimen can be
explicity considered
of the

Because the peculi
only four
two equations f
Hooke

equation
or motion
s law equations,

y u
c X
= 2:S + -
(e 'y Z ¢
and
{ u
. P
v 2
t
The two constitutive or Hooke's law equations that entey into the
are given by

and

In the above equations, [

Sy e~ and , denote Y

' » ] ’
toung s modulus, the
Poisson's ratio, and the density, re: pectively; u_ and u_ are disj
onents; o 0] 0 5 T ;- T dare stress
p P %Y T g Tp S

components; and“t denotes

ire the equations

ns governiy

of the theory

ol

04
S need to pe
1long the

length
The two

equat ions

La.06=4)

modulus,

teement com-

L ime

Problems in which two~d imensional spatial variations and time variations
both enter are difficult and, generally Speaking, inappropriate to . it in a pre-
liminary phase of an investigaton. The simplificati m that can be introduced to
make the mathematica] analysis nore manageable is made } introducing cross-sec-
tionally averaged dependent variables into the analysis. 7If A A(Xx) is the area
of the DCB specimen Cross section at any ial position x, thes t hie
can be obtained formally as follows

. The deflection

S€ new variables




il .
=1 = u dydz
w g Ll e, o
rotation = ¥{x) is
2T
= - =] zu_dydz
| SR X y
¢ shearing force & = S(x) is
a
s = [ [ iydz
4:\4‘ XZ ‘.
Ihe bending moment M = M(x) is
r r
M= | zo dydz
“ A7 R B

(3.6-5)

(3.6-6)

(3.6-7)

(3.6-8)

By Operating on Equations (3.6-1) through (3.6-4) by fAf dydz and using Equations
(3.6-5) through (3.6-8), after some manipulation, the equations of motion for the
DCB specimen in terms of the cross-sectionally averaged variables are found to be

'S W
e k w = pA =
X e g2

(3:.6~9)

(3.6-10)

(3.6-11)




where 1 is the moment of inertia, k and k_, respectively, represent the ex-
tensional force and bending transmigted across the crack plane, and ., is a
constant which depends on the shape of the cross section and on Poisson's ratio.
0f course, k] = k= 0 where the specimen is cracked, but are functions of the
specimen geoﬁetryrand elastic properties otherwise.

Now considering that A and I are functions of x and eliminating M
& and S from Equations (3.6-9) through (3.6-12), it is found that

i ‘ ¥ u\['jﬁ = r:|l- k w = pA 2w (3.6-13)
X e i

and

‘/‘-7 "' P :E[ L'.I -k Y + KGA’,J—W = ‘= pl ot . (3.6-14)
E L :

y ‘ at?

o/
E v specializing to a rectangular cross section allows the tollowing relations to be
L@ ! introduced
{ A = bh
I |
1 I = 12 bh
; ; 1
§ KGA = —3~ Ebh
- ¥ k. = 258
] e h
= b
)
X3 1
% k_ = - Ebh
i (¥ r 6
b Y
¥
‘4
o
29
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where h = h(x) is the half-height of t

¢ specimen, b b(x) is the specimen thick-
E = E(x) is the elastic modulus. Substituting the above re-
lations into Equations (3.6-13) through (3.6-14) and introducing the Heaviside
step function H to delineate the position of the crack tip (i.e., x = a), the
equations of motion for a rectangular DCB specimen whose geometry and elastic
properties vary continuously along its axis are found to

ness, and, as above,

be

‘F.';;q ‘JI 2Eb w ,

‘— ; H(x-a)w = gbh — - rF] (x—Xj) (3.6-15)

r—
e
=

and

H(x-a)¥{ = ; Pl (3.6-16)

In Equation (3.6-15), terms typified by F, § (x-X,), where is a Dirac delta func-
tion, are inserted to represent an externzl force (per unit length) exerted at
the point x = X.. This makes it possible to treat the effect of stiffener-tvpe
arrest devices, for example. Note the forces are taken to be positive in the
direction of positive w.

The situation of most interest here is that in which E, h, and b are
all constants. Equations (3.6-15) and (3.6-16) can then be written as

P
= - e W ¥ F.6(x=X.) (3.6~17
h c? ot =y 4
0
in
/ ] 2 , I )<Y (3.6-18)
g [ Yoyl = H(xea)y = — =,
1 e ) of ite
f ' )
where C° = | 1 the bar wave speed (C_ = 5000 M/sec in steel). [t can be seen
, O (8} ' .
that the iracteristic wave speeds are €, and C,/73 , the latter being a result
« f
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of the choic f Poisson's ratio of V = 0,27 in this work. This enters the

motion via the parameter v». In particular, it is found that

equations of

GA = Ebhy/

Ixpressions for the strain energy and the kinetic energy of the svs-—

Ler i bDe opral N

iin terms of the variables introduced above. Omitting the

details, the resulting expression for the strain energy U is

L
P 'Y w [ W A %
= f{BL (=) + kGA (= - ¥} +Fy
v (3.6-19)
+ p< Rk dx
H( 1) [ e“ . ]i'
while the kinetic energy [ is
L
T = 4+ oIt 3 (3.6-20)
where 1 is the overall length of the specimen.

'he most im

ortant use of the strain and kinetic energy expressions
. is in determining the crack driving force. This is done throuyii the definition
of the dynamic energy release rate < in terms of an energy balance for the

stem. ‘lhis is given by
Fl
4 L ¢dWw dU dT : Sal
‘ e ST R (3.6-21)
b ‘da da da

where b the work done by external loadings. By substituting Equations

(3.6-19) and (3.6-20) i r (3.6-21), it is found that & can be given a "crack

tip" interpretation. This is

P8 - l 2
s o= =2 {2 4y 5 (3.6-22)
h 12
x=a(t)

5

where, it should be emphasized, the bracketed quantity is to be evaluated at
: the axial position representing the current crack tip. This is not only a much
i more gonvenient way in which to compute <, i.e., in comparison to Equation (3.6-12),
b but yh 1lso more physically satisfying as well.
l‘ H
£ ’ R § . P .
3 ; Fhe condition under which crack propagation can occur is that a balance
. ' ~
L exipts between the enerpy 'released" from the structure as the crack extends by
¥

an sincrement and the energy absorpticon requirement of the material that is as—
soclated with that growth increment. A quantitative statement of the energy balance
for crack propagation is

o Ka.t) = B3 (3.6-23)
1 =41
.
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er ¢ dyvnamic energy-release rate (or crack-driving force) <

, as can be
from Equation (3.6-22), is a function of crack-tip position and time while

¢ energy dissipation rate n is a material property that can at most be a

mcetion of crack speed. Note that the units of « and ® are energy per unit

irea of rack advance.

Figure 3.6.1 illustrates how the dynamic crack-propagation criterion

Equation (3.6-23) is implemented. In Figure 3.6.1(a), the hypothetical
speed is calculated on the basis that, if an increment of crack growth

re to occur at some time following the last previous growth increment, the
wtual speed would be in inverse proportion to the time. For a specified energy-
dissipation rate » that is a function of crack speed, the crack tip's energy
requirement is then known once the hypothetical speed is determined. This is
hown as the decreasing curve in Figure 3.6.1(h). A typical computational re-
sult for the crack-driving force, as obtained from Equation (3.6-22), is also
:re these two curves intersect crack growth occurs (i.e., where
Note that this kind of calculation can be performed for any specific

Nind of % =2 (a) dependence including the simplest: R =< = constant.
&

3.6.2 General Approaches to Crack
Propagation and Crack Arrest

[he arrest of a rapidly propagating crack in a structure under load
sidered on several different levels of complexity. Starting from
the simplest (and least accurate) and continuing with more complicated (but

1 irate) approaches, the various types can be classified as either

e Completely static
. itic

e Juasi-dynamic

e Fully dynamic.

Quasi-st

le primary distinction that differentiates between static and dynamic zpproaches
; that inertia terms and the contribution of kinetic enery to the crack-driving
for ire excluded in the former but not the latter. Physically, this means
it staric theories are limited to situations where (1) the crack propagates

slowl ind (2) changes its speed only gradually. As the extensive work done at

[le and other institutions has shown, the arrest of rapid crack propagation
nds cccur rather abruptly. This alone indicates that statically based
t ts must be applied to crack arrest with due caution. Quantitative re-
1lts reinforcing this idea can be produced too, as shown in the next section
t rt.

ie distinction between the two dynamic analysis procedures lies in
rticular specialization that is involved for simplification. The quasi-
il treatments referred to above are those obtained by considering the struc-

't

ture to be an infinite elastic medium. Hence, in these approaches, the effect

f stress waves reflected back to the propagating crack tip from the boundaries
the tructure and/or from internal load points and discontinuities (e.g.,
lded-on stiffners) must be neglected. These effects can be taken into account

in a fully dynamic analysis, albeit at the expense of specializing the structural

alpY=




|
|
1

Actual crack speed

Hypothetical Crack Speed

b o e —

(0]
Time Sirce Last Increment of Crack Extension
(a) Hypothetical crack speed.
<
o
T [
: S
: 2 '
o l
(&) |
e
g =/- Crack growth occurs
5
x
% < (a,h)
.6 —
§ (C
: >
(o
—
@
o
§ \J l
< -
- < |
i § e ]
€0
. . . .
& Time Since Last Increment of Crack Extension
G (b) Corresponding energies.
FIGURE }.6.1 GRAPHICAL ILLUSTRATION OF DYNAMIC CRACK
® PROPAGATION CRITERION FOR SPEED-DEPENDENT

MATERIALS

=43~




-

o

geometry under consideration (e.g., as in the DCB analysis described above).
Nevertheless, in considering crack arrester systems, a fully dynamic analysis

procedure is obviously called for, at least in the preliminary stages of the
analysis.

It is a fact that the arrest point determined from either a static,
4 quasi-static, and quasi-dynamic treatments will always be closely related
and, in some cases, will be exactly the same. Consequently, for the purposes
of this report, it will suffice to describe the most accurate of these (the
quasi-dynamic) with a view towards contrasting its crack arrest predictions
with those of a fully dynamic calculation.

A very elegant analyses of the propagation of a semi-infinite crack
in an infinite medium is that given by Freund. ,68,6 Using a Laplace trans-
form in conjunction with the Wiener-Hopf Technique, Freund has solved the equa-
tions of motion for a half-plane crack propagating in an unbounded medium for
a fairly unrestricted class of crack motion. A key result of the analysis
relates the dynamic stress intensity factor K, a function of crack length a,
and speed a, to the product of the static intensity factor K_and a universal
function of crack speed k(a) according to =

K (a,d) = k(3) K_(a) - (5.6=24)

The geometry-independent function k, which must be computed numerically, de-

creases monotonically from unity at zero crack speed to zero at the Rayleigh
velocity CR.

A second key result obtained by Freund is one that relates the dynamic

energy-release rate to the dynamic stress-intensity factor. For plane-strain
conditions, this is

A) K% (a,a) (3.6-25)
where A is a geometry independent, monotonically increasing function which is
unity at zero speed and becomes unbounded at the Rayleigh speed.

It is of some importance to recognize that Equation (3.6-25), although
derived for an infinite medium, is generally valid, i.e., the relation is geo—-

metry independent. This has been proven by Nilsson. As a result, it is pos-
sible to use the idea of dynamic fracture toughness = K (a) interchangeably
with an intrinsic material energy-dissipation rate. hat s, from Equation

3.6-25), one can write

R(a) =

5 >
A(a) K (d) (3.6-26)

and use either Equation (3.6-24) or the relation

=44~




K(a,a) = KD(!!) (3.6-27)

as the crack propagation criterion. In either case, it is found that the
quasi-dynamic equation of motion for the crack tip is given by

( 5.()—3.()')

>

o
where g = AK” is also a universal function of crack speed. The function
g = g(a) can be interpreted as the ratio of the dynamic to the static energy
release rates.

In order to apply Equation (3.6-28) to investigate crack arrest, an
explicit relation for ihe function g(a) is needed. 1In Freund's analysis, a
numerical integration was used to determine this function. However, it can be
shown that the function g = g(a) is more than adequately expressed by the sim-
ple relation

. (3.6-29)

Hence, substituting Equation (3.6-29) into Equation (3.6-28) and rendering the
resulting equation dimensionless by introducing the material constant K]C’ the
equation of motion for the crack tip becomes

=1/2

" (3.6-30)
R

The next step is to introduce the relation for K_ for the DCB specimen. Equation
(3.6-30) can then be solved iteratively for the crack speed as a function of
crack length. By numerically integrating these results, the crack length can

be obtained as a function of time.

As a final point, Equation (3.6-30) can be used to show that the crack
arrest point predicted with the quasi-dynamic theorv is equivalent to those
obtained from the completely statically based approaches. Consider a material

having a dynamic fracture toughness that o\hihits a minimnm value K\u. at some
finite crack speed d nb, the case ay = 0 and Kopr = . is not precluded. A
propagating crack wi 1 arrest when (and only uhen\ Pqui%]nn (3 h— 7) can no

longer be satisfied. Using the static theory, this occurs at a crack length a.
such that



¥
AT

.

T

®

¥

Now, from Equation (3.6-30), this condition means that the crack will arrest
when

Ks(ur) = KID(aM) 1L = ,

or when
K a K
S(ar) kDM ,

where the constant of proportionality is a material property. Note that the
value of this constant will be simply equal to unity when = K Hence,
in these cases, the arrest point given by either the static or Lée quasi-
dynamic approaches will be exactly the same.

3.6.3 Comparison of Crack Arrest Predictions
Made by Static Fracture Mechanics with
Those of Dynamic Fracture Mechanics

Crack propagation experiments in the DCB test specimen can be made
for either of two general kinds ot loading conditions: wedge loading and
pull-rod loading. For the first set or conditions, crack growth is initiated
from a blunt crack by slowly forcing the load pins apart. In this case, es-
sentially no external work is done on the specimen as the crack propagates.
For the second set of conditions, crack growth is initiated from a sharp crack
by pulling the load pins apart with elastic rods. This system does involve
work done on the specimen while the crack is running. Either set of conditions
can be analyzed. However, because for a substantial period of time after the
initiation of growth, there is no difference between the two cases, the more
economical wedge load conditions have been used in the analyses reported here.

In order to use Equation (3.6-30) to obtain a prediction of crack
arrest, the appropriate static stress-intensity factor expression for the geo-
metry and load under consideration must be supplied. For the DCB specimen
with wedge loading, Kanninen 66 has shown that

. Sinh? /¢ + sin? ey / Sinh 2¢ Cosh z¢ — sin 2¢ Cos 4
K= J3EN 26 [ su( o 5 e err )
{ Smh® ¢ — sin® 4 Smh* z¢ — sin* s
Fanm s 2 Sinh 2 Cosh ze +sin Z¢ cos 7c (3.6-31)
LE AT %G u'\ § 5 5 )
| Sinh* z¢ — s /¢
(\nﬂffl b sin? (Suﬂ1)<(1wh/z SIN 20 COS 2 L
+ 6 5 , + 3 ¥ )
Sinh*2¢ — s 2« Simh=ze - s’ 2
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where -4 is the uncracked ligament length, 2¢ is the pin displacement,
0o 1
ide from the specimen and arrester dimensions and mechanica
erties, the test parameter which governs crack propagatrion in the DCB n
inder wedge ading is K , the stress intensity factor acting at the time o
rack-growth utl:.x'i‘n.” Note that because of the initial blunting of the crack
tip, it is possible to have K = }IC' High values of K mean that large amounts
el i be stored in thé specimen initially and, Rence, rapid crack pro-

wed. Another feature of the wedge-loaded DCB results is
i 3 propagate at an essentially constant speed. This is use-
ful in the analysis of arrester devices because the speed of the crack as it

ipproaches the arrester can be readily identified

One additional feature makes the wedge-loaded DCB an even more
suitable device for the preliminary examination of crack arrester devices.
lhis is due to the fact that it is a more efficient supplier of kinetic energy
to the crack tip than is an actual structure. This makes the predictions u i
for a given arrester system conservative in that it will under estimate the
bility of the device to arrest a crack in an actual structure. Looked at in

another way, evaluations of arrester systems using a laboratory test specimen
configuration such as the DCB specimen will automatically include a factor

.
& of safety.
fhe particular geometry chosen to perform the computation contrasting
p the dynamic and static crack arrest approaches is shown in Figure 3.6:2: An in
v set of computations was made for a "standard" specimen without an arrest sect 1
? The specific dimensions for the geometry shown in Figure 3.6.2 are as follows:’
a_ = 50 mm
O
h = 50 mm
e = 25 mm
b = 25 mm
L= 300 mm.
# i
b, Wedge loading was assumed which means that the pin displacement at the onset
E . of motion and its minimum displacement thereafter (nb, the pins are free to
rise above the wedge while the crack is in motion and, in fact, they do) arc
i fixed by the specified value of K , cf, Equation (3.6-31). A constant crack
’ speed-independent value of K & was taknn to facilitate comparison with the
E N static theory in these V”mP”%iLIUHH‘ As pointed out above, this then means
¢ that the arrest point given by the quasi-dynamic theory exactly coincides with
¥ the completely static and quasi-static approaches.
ey Two example computational results are %huwn in Fiﬁurv 3.6.3(a) anc
- (b). These are for K values of 2.0 K., and 3.0K /G = 4.0 and 9.0),
I
respectively. It canlbe clearly seen g&lt the prtgl(t%nn of the crack arrest
¢
) In addition, load pins 100 mm in length and 25 mm in diameter were considered
: I'he specimen material was taken to be steel with E = 0.20865 MN/min®.
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point is a very considerable underestimate--the fully dynamic theory always
predicts that the crack would propagate well bevond the crack arrest point
determined by a static approach. In fact, the static theory would alwavs pre-
dict crack arrest within the DCB specimen under wedge loading conditions.

This can be seen from Equation (3.6-3!) which shows that ¥.0 as a,L. However,
many experiments in which the crack completely penetrates the specimen without
arresting under wedge loading conditions have been performed. ..is fact
further distinguishes between the static and the fully dvnamic analvsis pro-
cedures. The latter does not suffer from this limitation, as can be seen in
the computation shown in Figure 3.6.3(b) where the crack did not arrest.

The comparative arrest point predictions made with the fully dynami
and the static approaches for the standard DCB test specimen are summarized
in Figure 3.6.4. It is again clear that the static theory gives a possibly
dangerous overestimate of the capacity of a structure to arrest a crack. This
reemphasizes the conclusion stated above that the investigation of systems de
signed to arrest a rapidly propagating crack must be conducted within the frame-
work of a fully dynamic crack-propagation theory.

The physical reason for the inadequacy of the static and quasi-dynami
approaches to predicting crack arrest can be seen in Figure 3.6.5. This figure
shows the distributicon of the energy contained in the test specimen during the
run-arrest process for the calculation shown in Figure 3.6.3(a). Because no
external work is supplied to the specimen with wedge-loading conditions, as the
fracture energy is removed (at a constant rate due to the assumption that

KD = KI()‘ the total energy to be partitioned into strain energy and kinetic

energy steadily diminishes. It can be seen that while the strain energy
generally decreases (as in the static situation), the kinetic energy initially
increases, reaches a maximum, then decreases almost to zero.

Comparison with the results shown in Figure 3.6.3(a) reveals that the
statically calculated arrest point is reached at about the same point that the
kinetic energy reaches a maximum in the fully dynamic calculation. This indicates
that it is the return of kinetic energy to the crack tip that is the primary
source of difference between the static and fully dvnamic approaches.” The
average rate of change of the kinetic energy being greater (negatively) than the
strain energy after the maximum has been reached further reveals that the kinetic
energy actually provides the greater contribution to the crack driving force,
cf, Equation (3.6-21).

The practical conclusion that can be drawn from these calculations
is the following. When a crack arrester system is to be used in a ship hull or
any other engineering structure, the dynamic amplification of the crack driving
force is an important consideration in the design. This increase is primarily
due to the return of kinetic energy to the crack tip and, in turn, this is a
function of the geometry of the structure. One practical way of accounting for
this effect that could be used in the engineering design process is by the
concept of a "dynamic amplification factor", a multiplicative geometry-dependent
factor which could be incorporated into an otherwise completely static fracture
mechanic analysis.

* The dynamic and static strain energies will also contribute to a difference but
this is apparently less important.
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Very large monolithic structures will return no kinetic energy and,
hence, will have a dynamic amplification factor of unity. The DCB test speci-
men is a highly efficient utilizer oi kinetic energy and, consequently, will
have a relatively high dynamic amplification factor, e.g., approximately two.
A structure like a ship hull might be expected to have a value close to unity,
but this cannot be established without further work. It might be anticipated
that the manner in which the arrester is attached to the base plate may have
a large effect on the dynamic amplification factor, perhaps as much as the
structural configuration itself.

Finally, for comparison with the calculations reported in Section 6,
the results given in Figures 3.6.6 and 3.6.7 are of interest. In Figure
3.6.6 are shown the average crack speeds calculated for crack propagation in
the standard DCB specimen without arrester as a function of the stress-inten-
sity factor at the initiation of crack growth. [The difference between the
average speed during the initial phase of growth and the average speed over
the entire event can best be seen in Figure 3.6.3(b)]. These can be viewed
as input to the problem found by the designer of a crack arrester system.
IThe results shown in Figure 3.6.7 typify the kind of information that is
wvailable to him in doing his job, albeit for a wedge-loaded DCB specimen.
ited crack speed or, equivalently, a K value, Figure
of estimating the toughness nvqnigul of an inte-

I'hat is, given an anticip

3.6.7 provides an obvious

gral "high-toughness" strip crack arrester using a static approach. Some ex-
mple calculations showing how this process would be performed, together with
further illustrations illustrating the over optimism of the results given in

Figure 3.6.7, are given in Section 6 of this report.

-50-




voiga3s  /
1048310y

/
s 4

2509

(%) /0% = 0

0z

o (—
o

JUBAD 2J1{ud
13n0 paads aboiaay
~

=Y
N

yimoib jo asoyd
5 oiiul burinp
ol | 4 P
paads aboiaay

0001

0002

000¢€

=

paadg %2019

(23S/W)

_‘)l_




!

#

¥

4.0 FATIGUE-CRACK PROPACATION

This section is concerned with fatigue-crack growth in ship hulls
and with the effect of crack arresters on crack growth. In order to facilitate
the discussion, the concepts of crack-growth analysis and stress-history effects
will be briefly discussed first. Thereafter, the procedure for analysis of ser-
vice cracks will be considered. Finally, fai]-gafe design practice and arrester
efficiency will be discussed.

Fatigue-crack-growth analysis of damage-tolerant structures has to
deal with both prearrest and postarrest behavior. In the prearrest period,
the crack may grow from a small initial flaw to a size that causes fast un-
stable crack propagation. This period is of interest if attempts are made to
prevent cracks from reaching a critical size by means of periodic inspections.
If unstable crack growth and arrest occurs, the postarrest bechavior is of
interest. The long arrested crack will extend by subsequent cyclic loads.

It should not grow to a size that would again cause fast fracture during a re-
latively short postarrest period required to complete the voyvage and dock

the ship for repair of the arrested partial failure. Both prearrest and post-
arrest crack growth will be considered in this section.

CEPTS OF CRACK GROWIH ANALYSIS

The concept of crack-growth analysis is now well known. Its appli-
cation to ship structures has been the subject of a recent study of the Ship
Structure Committee 70 | Therefore, the basic concept will be discussed only
briefly here.

Fatigue-crack growth is governed by the range of the stress-intensity
factor (AK) during a cycle. Generally, the -ate of crack propagation can be
expressed as

d_zl £} (AR D
aN f (AK,R) A (4.2-1)

where a is the crack size, N is the cycle number, and R is the ratio between

the minimum and maximum stress in a cycle. Many forms have been proposed 71,72,73
for Equation (4.2-1). For the purpose of the present discussion, it is sufficient
to use the simple relationship

da | it -
dﬁ_(“l\ (4.2-2)




b | : : oty /1 7 :
which is applicable to many steels for a limited range of AK, with n on the
order of 3, and R O (i.e., the minimum stress in each cycle is zero).

Ihe crack-growth properties of a material can be determined by using
clmen for which a K-solution is known. Center-cracked specimens

AK = A/ T4 (4.2-3)

Lf the crack is small compzred to the specimen 2 size. In this equation, Ao
is the range of the non s in a cycle. The specimen is subjected to
lic loading and crack growth is recorded. The increment of crack growth
per cycle provides the crack-growth rate da/dN which can then be plotted as
3 i \K.According to Equation (4.2-2), the result will be a straight
)¢ paper.

inal stre:

ithe prediction of crack growth in a structure then requires a cal-
tion of the stress-intensity factor for the given structural geometry with
at the critical location. Using this stress intensity, the crack-

rowth rate can be determined from the da/dN-AK plot. An integration over a
crack provides the crack-growth curve, i.e., crack size as a
tion of the of cycles.

3S-HISTORY EFFECTS

I'he analys of the growth of service cracks is complicated by a nus-

er of factoers. '

e most prominent of these is the service stress history,

randomly as a function of pavload dis

3¢S vary

bution zand

weather For a crack-growth analysis, the service load history m be described
its root ean juares (rms) value, its power spectrum, or its excedance
) tru
[ rack=gr 1 calculations have to be based on the rms value, random-
load crack growth data have to be available. This is usually not the case. If
t by is [ n the spectrum, some stress history has to be assumed and
th ick-gro ration as described in the previous section is to be based
¢ I he assumed history. Computer routines for such an analysis
le, especially in the aerospace industry.
) iterials, the occurrence of high-stress cycles has a drastic
rowth during subsequent cycling at lower amplitudes 74,75,76
| tr vele, a relatively large plastic zone develops at the
rack t € to its permanent stretch, the material in this zone does not
fit I in its elastic surrounds ter unloading. As a result, it will
iv esi s means that the general stress
t k! t reg that subsequent crack growth is
i ect Lion. It is illustrated in Figure

_',j._
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Models have been developed 17, 14 to account for the retardation be-

havior in the crack growth integration procedure. At present, no information is
available on whether retardation is a significant factor in ship steels sub-
jected to a ship-stress spectrum. Therefore, a crack-growth analysis would
conservatively neglect retardation. However, it is worth exploring whether the
beneficial effect of retardation can be counted on in ship hull cracking. Since
retardation is usually more pronounced in higher strength materials, it would
become of special importance for modern high-strength ship steels.

4oh o ANALY

SIS OF SERVICE CRACKS

The prediction of crack growth in service requires the following

steps:
e Analysis of the structure and structural details to define
critical locations
e Stress analysis of the structural details to determine the
stress—intensity factor for a crack at the critical location
e [Establishment of service stress history at the location
of the crack
e Determination of material crack-growth properties, taking
into account the different crack-growth rates in weld
material and heat-affected zone if relevant to the crack
problem under consideration
e Integration of crack growth, either cycle-by-cycle, or
blocks of cycles for a small increment of crack growth.
Fach ot these steps was discussed in some detail in the previous para-
graphs. Only the stress analysis to arrive at the stress-intensity solution
will be briefly considered in the following paragraphs.

A reliable stress-intensity solution is even more important for
fatigue analysis than for residual strength analysis, because fatigue-crack-
growth rates vary with the third or fourth power of AK. Not only nominal
stresses are of importance, but also local stresses due to stress concentrations
and residual stresses.

I'he nominal ctress can be obtained from a global-stress analysis or
tinite-clement analysis. These can be applied to a finite-element analysis
of a structural detail containing the crack to include local stress concentra-
tions, e.g., in weld fillets and cutouts. Although techniques exist to in-
clude residual stresses, the complexity of the problem may make a detailed

analysis prohibitive. (Residual stresses at the crack tip due to high-stress
cveles would be automatically accounted for in the crack-growth integration
procedures f a retardation model is used.)

=55«



Proper modeling of structural details is more important if the critical
crack size is small. In that case, most of the useful crack-growth life is spent
while the crack is still influenced by the stress concentration at its initia-
tion site. Careful detail design will be asimed at reducing
This has the advantage that (1) the growth of small cracks wi
(2) the critical crack size will be larger. It implies that a significant
of the useful crack-growth life is spent while the crack tip
the initial stress raiser.

tress concentrations .
11 be slower and
part

is well away from

From the point of view of safetv, large critical crack sizes are
preferable because there is a better chance of timely crack detection. In
that case, the time spent in the small crack region is of less interest.
Since only the growth of relatively large cracks has to be considered,
modeling of the initial stress raiser and of the residual stresses
less critical.

the

Decome

4.5 FAIL-SAFE CONCEPTS

Safety requires that a structure can still withstand an
appreciable load under the presence of cracks or failed parts. It

3180 e
quires that
® FEither the damage can be detected before it reaches a
dangerous size
e Or that damage growth is so slow that it never reaches

a dangerous size through the specified life

e Or the structure is provided with means to arrest a
crack when the damage has reached the critical size that
causes unstable growth. Sufficient remainiug crack-
growth life should then provide some time for corrective
action.

In each case, fatigue-crack growth is of importance. Consider
the crack-growth curve in Figure 4.5.1. Suppose the structure contains an
initial defect of the size a,. If the crack were not to grow critical withi
a lifetime, the maximum life of the structure would be t.. In order to cal-
culate this life, the growth of small cracks would have kn be considered
involving the difficulties discussed in the previous section.

If the inital defect size happended to be a : instead of a, (Figure
4.5.1), the life to critical would be much shorter. In view of this risk, a
large safety factor would have to be taken on t , Or, more realistically, one
can provide for crack arresters that would limit the risk of a critical crack.
Stretching this idea further, one might entirely rely upon crack
arresters and not be concerned about the point in time they might become ef-
fective. However, an unstable crack might still cause considerable damage.
It would be advantugeous if a crack could be detected and repaived before it
grows to a critical size. This would require
~56-
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quircments could Be le:

e Periodic inspection which may not always be feasible

® LFasily detectable cracks; i.e., large critical crack size
and a long period for detection

e Schedul ing of insgpections on the basis of a calculated

crack-growth curve in the region aj to a_ (Figure 4.
C «

If the critical crack size is large and crack growth is slow, the
letection limit a, may be rather large. This would imply that inspection re-

; stringent. Also, crack-growth calculations would

be less difficult because cracks in the range a -a would be large enough
- i ¢ (2 7 .
not be affected too much anymore by the stresSs concentration at the initia-

In the case fast crack growth and arrest do occur the rate of crack
srowlh after arrest is of interest for the safety during the rest of the voy-
ige until docking for repair. Since a postarrest crack will be large, fatigue-
-growth rates may be high. This asks for rather accurate information on
postarrest behavior.

T s 1

!'n order to obtain an appreciation of the time involved in crack
propagation, a simple and rough estimate was made of a crack-growth curve for
A through crack in a deck is assumed at a location not directly
4]

shiip hul
» ] b ; -
itfected by other structural members. Two stress spectra were considered,’
one for the Wolverine State and the other for the Minnesota . Figure
y

+.5.2 shows the spectra together with the stepped approximation used for the
rack-growth analysis.

Since reliable crack-growth data for ship steel were not available,

the da/dN - AK relation was assumed as in Figure 4.5.3. The sj ded
in blocks of 0.1 year and crack growth was calculated for 0.2-inch re
ments for the small crack region and l1-inch increments for the large crack
region. No retardation was considered. The results are shown in Figure 4.°

It turned out that crack growth was largely determined by the lov
stress cycles. This is the reason why crack growth for the Minnesota
spectrum is slower than for the Wolverine State spectrum, since the latter con-
tains many more low-amplitude cycles.

A tvpical value for the toughness at low temperature woul be'
60 ksi  in. laking 20 psi as the highest stress in the spectrum, ¢ rit 11
rack size would be 2a = 2:604/+202 = 5.7 in. If the dete P74
were 3 inches, the period for crack detection would be 3 irs for the Min-

nesota and 0.5 years for the Wolverine State . These times are long eno

to conclude that a fail-safe approach based on crack growth be feasible
CRACK ARRESTERS AND FATIGUE
the increasing amount of literature on crack arresters in
ation was available on the interaction of fatigue cr with
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crack arresters. Therefore, this discussion will be based on analysis and
data for aircraft materials and aircraft structures. Only some general ob-
servations will be made with regards to ship structures.

Arrester configurations conceived so far can be categorized as
(1) arresters that decrease the stress intensity
(2) arresters that increase the toughness.

In both cases, a fast growing crack is fully arrested because the crack driving
force falls below the critical value (with or without dynamic effect considered).
A fatigue crack approaching an arrester of these types will not be arrested.

It will merely slow down. [f the arrester is a patch or a stringer, the K-
reduction may be quite large. Fatigue-crack-growth rates will be much lower,
because they vary with the third or fourth power of AK. If the arrester is a
high-toughness insert and has fatigue-crack-growth properties better than the
primary structure, there will be a deceleration. Since the various kinds of
steels do not show largely different fatigue-crack behavior, the slow-down

will likely be less effective than for the arresters of Type 1.

I'he stress-intensity factor reduction for a crack arrester can be
calculated. The da/dn-/K diagram then shows the reduction in crack-growth
rate. Rate prediction on this basis has been found well in agreement with
experimental data for aircraft stiffened panel structures. As an example,
consider the results of Poe °1 given in Figures 4.6.1 and 4.6.2.

Figure 4.6.1 shows the prediction and the test data for a panel with
riveted stringers. The crack-growth rate is plotted as a function of crack
size. The dashed lines show what the growth rates would be in the absence of
stringers. The solid lines show the prediction for the stiffened panel. If
the crack tip is close to the stringer, the reduction in the stress-intensity
factor is the largest (which would cause a fast running crack to arrest there).
As a consequence, the largest reduction of fatigue-crack growth rates also
occurs in this region. Also shown in Figure 4.6.1 is the integrated crack-
growth curve (right scale) which clearly reflects the results of the deceleration
of growth.

Figure 4.6.2 presents similar results for an integrally stiffened
panel. The reduction in stress intensity is much less in this case, so the
stiffeners are less effective. 1In addition, the fatigue crack can directly
penetrate the stiffener which further reduces its effect.

It appears that crack arresters can have a significant influence on
fatigue-crack growth. However, it is questionable whether this is always ef-
fective for ships. Crack arresters in ship hulls will be relatively wide spaced.
I'his means that there is more chance that fatigue cracks will develop at loca-
tions remote from the arrester than close to the arrester. Only if they develop
in a region close to an arrester can they benefit from the K-reduction. In the
case of welded arresters, the fatigue crack will penetrate the arrester thus re-
ducing its efficiencv. [f the arrester is far away, the crack will reach a
critical size before it comes into the vicinity of the arrester and can benefit

-60-
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from the K-reduction. In the case of welded arresters, the fatigue crack will

penetrate the arrester thus reducing its efficiency. If the arrester is far
away, the crack will reach a critical size before it comes into the vicinity of
the arrester and can benefit from it. 1In the example in the previous section,

the critical crack size was on the order of 6 inches.

Ihe significance of arresters for fatigue-crack growth is most
likely in the postarrest behavior. After instability and arrest, the arrester
may be effective to sufficiently decrease growth rates to allow completion of
the voyage until repair. In that case, the tough material insert will not
largely reduce fatigue-crack-propagation rates. However, in the case of riveted
arrester strips the postarrest fatigue crack would fully benefit from the growth
rate reductions shown in Figure 4.6.1.

As pointed out in Section 3.5, the reduction of the stresses in the
hull would occur at the expense of high stresses in the arrester strip. These
stresses may be so high that the arrester strip has only a very short fatigue
life. If it would fail by fatigue, it would causc immediate fast fracture of
the hull, because it would no longer act as an arrester. Therefore, a complete

analysis of postarrest behavior should include fatigue anmalysis of the arrester

strip. It is recommended that complete prearrest and postarrest analyses be made

of some realistic structures with arresters, to obtain definitive information

of these matters and to evaluate the feasibility of arrester systems from the
point of view of fatigue and fatigue-crack propagation.




5.0 CHARACTERIZATION OF ARRESTER MATERIALS

The design of in~plane, energy-absorbing arresters, specifically--
the selection of optimum arrester width, thickness, spacing and material
combinations--requires the measurement of the fracture energy or toughness
values of candidate materials., 1In this section, estimates are made of the
minimum toughness levels required of steels for this class of arrester.
Generally, the toughness levels are tound to be high, and at or near the
upper shelf. Some of the problems associated with measuring large fracture
toughness values are described, along with possible ways to overcome these
problems. The arrester toughness requirements recommended by Rolfe,
et al. , in terms of dynamic tear (DTE) energy are compared with esti-
mated minimum K requirements. Finally, currently available toughness
data for ship ;kuvl; are compared with estimated requirements for arresters.

5.1  ESTIMATE Ol KD (OR KL\ FOR ARRESTER MATERIALS

It is instructive to make a rough estimate of the toughness
: levels that are required of in-plane arresters. This is most easily done
5 for the case of a plate that is large relative to a propagating centrally
located crack bounded by two arresters of the same thickness as the base
plate, as shown in Figure 5.1.1. The calculation can presently be made
only for assumed values of @, the fraction of the kinetic energy imparted

i to the structure that is returned to the crack tip prior to arrest. However,

' twu-dimcnsiqgul, finite difference dynamic analyses have recently been
developed = and could be used in the future to evaluate and solve more
complex problems.

1 Combinations of the minimum values of fracture energy R p’
fracture toughness K , and the width W of the arrester plate WélCh will
stop the largest crack accommodated by the arrester spacing 2S5 are given
by the following expressions which are derived in Appendix A.

W= Syo 5. 1)

) & 9

. = @18 o ks (S
-! RAP,minimnm E ( Vo)

v

% g 1/2

, e =ng/78 (1 +V0O (5:3)

W kn,mlqlmum ty ( V_-)

¥

“

&

-

‘-4'

2 -63-

r




,;ﬂ'hw;

! | |

Base plate Base Base plate
plate

Arrester
Arrester

Initial flaw
dimensions

N\

\

o e - "]\.\

20, \Dimensions
of arrested
crack

SCHEMATIC REPRESENTATION OF A LARGE, UNIFORMLY

Bt FIGURE 5.1.1.
{ STRESSED PLATE WITH TWO WELDED-IN, IN-PLANE,
CRACK ARRESTERS OF THE SAME THICKNESS AS THE
X3 BASE PLATE
a
=»
R
i
e
-
¥
B
3 -64-
£
¥




Arresters with fracture energy or toughness values smaller than the
minimum values will not stop a crack irrespective of their width.

Equation (5.1) indicates that very narrow arresters are adequate when
there is little or no kinetic energy return. However, even then the
arrester must be wide enough to contain the most heavily deformed part

of the crack tip plastic zone (~ 1-5 cm in radius). Residual stresses

and low-toughness values in the region of the HAZ as well as the integrity
of the welds will also place lower bounds on the arrester width,

o MRS

Estimates of the minimum arrester plate toughness values for
different spacings and three assumed levels of kinetic energy return
derived from the above equation are given in Figure 5.1.2, The toughness
requirements increase with the fraction of kinetic energy returned. The
requirements derived by Kihara, et al. from their large-scale arrester
model test (see Figure 5,3.1) are also included. These are based on
static analyses corrected for dynamic effects by way of the empirical,
effective-crack-length-correction discussed in Section 3.3. Since the
effective crack length is smaller than the true crack length at arrest,

: the Kikara requirements are even less conservative than the ones derived
§ here for 07 kinetic energy return. Although both sets of estimates make
provisions for dynamic effects, the estimates are only accurate for the
specific geometry and loading conditicns for which they were derived?.
' Ffor other configuraticns and loading conditions they represent rough
‘ guidelines to the toughness levels required of in-plane arresters.

It is evident from Figure 5.1.2 that the toughness requiremen&s

for in-plane arresters can be quite high. For example, if © f3}§0 MN/m

i and 2S = 6 meters, and ¢ = 0.5, then . is about 600 MNm “°  Lower

: applied stresses and closer spacing of ArTeSters could reduce this require-
ment., Probably, the lowest reasonable value of toughness to arrest a
running crack in a ship hull, assuming requirements intermediate hetween
those of Kihara and the ones given @ﬁyg for ¢ = 0.5, g = 100 MN/m~ and
2S = 3m, appears to be K_ = 200 MNm . This estimate is for an arrester Y
of the same thickness as the base plate. The same arresting Caggy;lity
could be achieved with a toughness level as low as K = 140 Mdm ~'" by
fashioning a double-thick sandwich consisting of 2 aY¥rester plates each
as thick as the base plate. These levels of toughness are only obtained
well above the transition temperature where the fracture is accompanied

i by appreciable plastic flow,

{

€

b * The Kihara, et al, requirements reflect the test piece dimensions and

byl the compliance, mass and other features of the loading system used in

i the large-scale tests. The present calculations are approximately

valid for plate dimensions that are large compared to the crack.
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Figure 5.1,2 also reveals the consequences of employing higher
strength steels in ship construction. 1f the yield strength of the steel
is doubled, it is likely that both the operating stresses and the wmin

» K, requirement will be doubled for a particular arrester spacing. herea
- for ordinary strength arrester steels (o = 275 MN/m ) K . shou be
N v D.mdin
about 200-400 MN “ , the requirement for higher strength steecls
= to 700 MN/m2) should be a Kp.min about 400 to 1000 MNm=3/2,  These
= toughness values are difficult to realize in practice because of Y
3 trend toward decreasing upper shelf toughness with increasing vicld str
levels. As noted above, a multiple thickness sandwich of arrest plates
can raise the crack stopping capabilities of arresting devices
3 cases.,
g 5] VALUES OF TOUGH-ARRESTER STEELS
o From considerations described in Section 5.1 it appears that
3 the minimym required K_ values for arrester steels of ordinary yength
_ (275 MN/m~ yield strength) are in the range from 200 to 400 MNm '~
= depending on arrester spacing and service stresses. Doubling
- strength (and the service stresses) will double these mirimum

K 4 . ments,

Certain problems exist in the measurement of such high levels

of fracture toughness. The most highly developed methods for measurin
4 fracture toughness ar- applicable to fractures in which plasticity i
limited--for example, fractures that occur under plane-strain conditions
or under plane-stress conditions in which the plastic zone size is small
relative to specimen dimensions and crack length (see ASTM-E-399-
Because of the limited plasticity, these fractures can be analyzed by
the methods of linear elastic fracture mechanics (L
strain fracture-toughness parameters such as K., K_,, K and K. , and
their plane-stress counterparts with the 1 removed %gom éhe subsc?ip;.
3 The limited fracture plasticity that is necessary for successiul applica-
8 tionof LEFM methods is the very antithesis of the desired behavior of
T arrester steels, where large plastic zones and significant shear lips
are essential to proper performance. Accordingly, problems arise in
attempting to use LEFM methods for measuring fracture-toughness parameters

EFM) to obtain plane

of tough materials.

In the following paragraphs, several methods for measuring or
values for tough steels by the methods of fracture

E: roxin K
apprc 1 .

', ; W, :
b mechanics are déscribed.
-
b
E 3
3
] 5.2.1 Approximating K_ Values with K , K oF J
2 ~PP ° 5 l\D e e’ [
-
As noted in Section 3.2, K , may coincide with K (the K
3 ; D Txn g € (
= value at ero velocity) for tough steééls since these fracture with the
L




fibrous mode. In this case, static measurements of K can serve as a

conservative u?Limst of KI The KC‘VHIUCb can, in turn, be related to

the plane-strain }CJ
C

K, =GR (5.4)

4 36
where 1 < C,<2 230 . This means that K_ -values could also serve

£ ; C ; v - .
as a lower éound measure of K  or as a way of estimating K provided the
factor C., is known. In prac?ice, the plate size and thicknﬁgs require-

2
ments for measuring K and K. values for materials with — = O.Zm'/h
are prohibitive. For exam9§7, or a steel with a yield strenéth O, =
275 MNm ~ and K = 300 MNm “, the width of a center-cracked panel ade-

quate to measuré K is about 3m, and the th#ckness required to measure Kie
is about 1 m. Moré recent J__ techniques offer the possibility of reducing
the thickness requirement by ;h order of magnitude. 78 Consequently,

J. measurements may offer one practical route to the evaluation of KD

or R values of high-toughness ship plate for arresters.

5.2.2 Approximating KD From Crack-Opening Displacement

a

Robinson and Tetelman L have shown that K o can be calculated
from measurement of the crack-tip opening displacemen{ (COD) at the onset
of unstable fracture in relatively small specimens, using the following
relationship:

' s sE-cop 1%

K, = L (5.5)
Te ey

Methods for measuring COD are described in British Standards DD19:1972.
Use of such COD techniques would then permit KD to be approximated by
way of Equation (5.4).

The possibility exists also of applying COD methods to dynamic
tests. Here, actual COD measurements are difficult but Robinson and
Tetelman have shown that COD values can be approximated reasonably well
from measurement of notch-root-contraction (NRC) on the fractured test
piece.
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the tough test section for any appreciable distance, thus making
analysis of the results difficult. With existing specimen dimensions
and procedures, Egy)estimated upper limit of toughness measurements

is about 250 MNm "7, Also, the plastic zone radius may approach or
exceed the arm height of the specimen. Finally, cracks propagating into
the tough test section frequently branch in the absence of side grooves;
this also makes analysis of the results difficult.

The Battelle duplex DCB test is well-suited to the study of
arrester behavior, both because the test section is struck with a fast-
moving crack and because the test has been the subject of extensive
dynamic analysis (see Section 3.0)., It will require two major modifica-
tions, however, if it is to be used for measuring K_ of very tough
arrester steels, First, its fracture-toughness capacity must ?5/;n-
creased substantially above the present limit of about 250 MNm i
This may require increasing the specimen size to permit storage of
greater quantities of energy in the arms. Second, the tendency of
the crack to branch must be overcome. It is believed that this can
be accomplished by machine loading (in place «f wedge loading) in
combination with a modified grip design.

5.3 CORRELATION OF LEFM PARAMETERS WITH DYNAMIC TEAR ENERGY (DTE)

Another avenue for evaluating large fracture-toughness values
is to measure the total energy absorbed in the fracture of a netched
bend specimen in the dynamic tear (DT) test. The energy to fracture the
specimen is provided by a pendulum whose velocity just prior to impact
is approximately 5 to 10 m/s. The total energy absorbed in the process
of breaking the specimen, termed the dynamic tear energy (DTE), is ob-
served dircctly by woting the height of the pendulum swing after fracture.
The DTE divided by A, the cross-sectional area of the test piece, is a
measure of the fracture energy, R

1 DTE
=2 o e 6
. 8 A £-9)
where ¢ = 1 when the energy losses in the impact test remote from the

crack tip are zero and 5> 1 when significant energy losses occur. The
corresponding fracture toughness, KD can be expressed as

Ky = JRE (579
or B KDZA
DIE = == (5.8)
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j ratio of H.l#ml/- at 0 C (the assumed minimum service temperature),

e a Kpd/%,,

vhere Kjg fﬁ the critical material toughness under impact loading and 0.4 is the
ield strength under the same loading. This ratio provides an index of material

t iess that is proportional to the critical crack size for unstable rupture.

\ ratio of 0.14m!/2 represents a toughness level above the limits of dynamic

strain behavior and cannot be measured directly by current fracture-mechanics
However, through several approximations and assumptions, Rolfe concludes
is level of toughness can be achieved by specifying that the steel satisfy

uirements:

€2 The nil-ductility-temperature must be -18 C or less.

() The dynamic tear (DT) energy measured at RT on a 5/8-inch
specimen must equal or exceed specified values, ranging
from 250 to 500 ft-1lbs for steels ranging in yield
strength from 275 to 550 MN/m2.

Rolfe's estimates for toughness requirements for arrester materials

it somewhat more arbitrarily than those for main-stress regions. He
assumes that, to be effective, crack arresters must exhibit a plastic level of
performance under dynamic loading at 0 C. Thus, they should exhibit DT energy
values considerably greater than those for steels used in main-stress regions.

For 275 MN/m® yicld-strength steels, increasing the toughness requirements by a
factor of 4 w issumed by Rolfe to be realistic. This results in a required
5/8-inch DT value at O C of 600 ft-1lb. Adjusting this requirement for steels

of higher strength would indicate that for a yield strength of 690 MN/mZ, the
required DT value at 0 C would be 1200 ft-1b., According to Rolfe, this value

is unrealistically high, based on experience with high-strength steels that should
be satisfactory as crack arresters. Accordingly, the proposed DT value for 690
MN/ steel is arbitrarily reduced from 1200 to 800 ft-1lb., Required DT values

for steels having yield strengths between 275 and 690 MN/m2 are proportioned

between 600 and 800 ft-1b.

ire arrived

lhe DT energy requirements for arrester steels proposed by Rolfe can
be compared with those estimated in Section 5.3

MINIMUM ROLFE PROPOSED REQUIRE-
TOUGHNESS REQUIRE- MENTS FOR ARRESTERS
MENTS FOR ARRESTERS - Corre-
FROM _SECTION 5.3 sponding Kp
A onl e -3/2 5/8-INCH 5/8-1INCH assuming
8 UF SFLER i S DTE, ft-1b DIE,ft-1b _B=3 Mm~3/2
Ordinary Strength 200 to 400 200 to 800 600 350
(275 MN/m2
vz th 400 to 1000 800 to 5000 73
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At ordinary strengths, Rolfe's proposed requiremeuts are seen to be
within the range of those estimated in Section 5,3. The range of values shown
in the estimates from Section 5.3 for ordinary-strength steels is based on stress
levels ranging from 100 to 150 MN/m® and arrester spacings of from 3 to 6 meters.
Rolte's proposed values, on the other hand, do not take these factors into
account. Thus, the agreement for the two app.-oaches is about as good as could
be expected.

\

At high-strength levels, a major disagreement exists between Rolfe's
proposed requirements and those estimated in Section 5.3. Rolfe proposes only
modest increases in DTE (and the corresponding value of Kj) as the yield strength
doubles, while the estimate of Section 5.3 suggests that Kp should be doubled
and DTE quadrupled.

5.5 DATA FOR SHIP STEELS

Hawthorne and Loss 83 have characterized the DT properties of ordinary

strength shipbuilding steels, employing l-inch DT specimens*. They found that

a majority of the ordinary strength hull grades cannot meet the Rolfe 5/8-inch

DT requirement of 600 ft-1b at 0 C (4200 ft-1b l-inch DT energy) for arresters.
Their data show that only some of the ABS Grade E and CS plates tested in this
study were able to meet these requirements. Of six plates of normalized Grades

C and D steel, only one satisfied the Rolfe arrester requirement. None of the
steels tested was able to meet the most demanding of the DTE requirements estimated
in Section 5.3.

The problem in meeting the suggested DTE requirements for arresters
stems primarily from the fact that the transition temperatures of the ABS steels
are too high. FEach of the grades tested by Hawthorne and Loss exhibited upper
shelf 5/8-inch DTE values of 700 to 1400 ft-1bs (l-inch DTE of 5000 to 10,000
ft-1bs). However, at O‘C, most of the steels were within or below the transition
region and the DTE values were correspondingly less. Heat-treated grades of
steel generally exhibit lower transition temperatures and hence are more likely
to meet the suggested DTE requirements than are annealed or hot-rolled steels.
Rolfe, et al ? have shown that heat treated ASTM 537A steel at a yield strength
of 380 MN/m2 has a 5/8-inch DTE value of 800 ft-lbs at 0°C. Accordingly, for
ordinary-strength ship steels, it appears possible to achieve the estimated
required toughness levels for crack arresters if special attention is given to
heat treatment to achieve low transition temperatures.

For higher strength ship steels, DTE data are sparse. Work in progress
at Southwest Research Institute on SSC Project SR-224 will provide DTE data on
steels whose yield strength ranges from 345 to 690 MN/m2. Even though only

-~ limited information is available in this strength range, it appears certain that
the high-strength grades will experience greater difficulty in reaching the
estimated toughness requirements than do the ordinary-strength grades. As

* Correlations between the 5/8-inch DT test and the l-inch DT test revealed
a ratio of about 1:7 for the respective DT energies.

oy
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strength increases, estimated arrester requirements go up and DTE shelf levels

go down. Thus, there is probably a strength level above which it becomes necessary
to employ multiple thickness sandwiches of arrester plates in place of a single-
thickness in-plane crack arrester.

5.6 IMPLICATIONS FOR ARRESTER DESIGN

From the estimates made in the foregoing sections, it appears that only
one or two of the ordinary-strength grades of ship steels currently available
will be useful as arresters to stop large propagating cracks and these perhaps
only marginally. This is clouded by uncertainty, however, both because of
problems inherent in measuring the high toughness values required of arrester
steels and because of incomplete analyses of ship structures. Accordingly,
to design arresters effectively, it will be important that good analyses are
available both for the test methods employed to evaluate the arrester steels
and for the various types of ship structure that might employ arresters.

The estimates made here suggest also that the toughness requirements
for arresters increase dramatically with strength level, assuming a corresponding
increase in operating stresses. Since shelf-level toughness of steels decreases
with increasing strength, it is likely that there is some cut-off strength level
above which single-thickness in-plane arresters will be ineffective and multiple
thickness sandwiches of arrester plates will be required.
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6.0 CRITICAL COMPARISON OF CURRENT AND
PROPOSED CRACK ARRESTER CONCEPTS

The preceding sections of this report contain detailed descriptions of
actual and proposed crack arrester systems for controlling fracture in ship hulls
and other engineering structures. As a result of this intensive survey, it is
possible to categorize the arrester systems having potential for application to
ship hulls. A suggested categorization is given in Table 6.1.1.

It can readily be seen that the proposed categorization given in
Table 6.1.1 is in accord with the energy-balance approach to crack propagation
where crack arrest occurs when (and only when) the crack-driving force for the
system, ¥ , is no longer equal to the material's fracture resistance. In terms
of energy-based quantities, this idea can be expressed as

6 <R (6-1)

whereﬂmin denotes the minimum value of a crack-speed-dependent fracture-energy
requirement. Equivalently, the crack arrest idea can be expressed in terms of
the dynamic stress-intensity factor K and the minimum dynamic fracture-toughness

Kp,min @8

(6-2)

KD ,min

Thus, a Class [ arrester system is one in which the primary aim is to increase

& (oxr Kp min’» @ Class 1] arrester is one that primarily decreases . (or K),

while a Class III arrester is one in which both an increase in R and a decrease

in s occurs simultaneously. From an analysis point of view, Class I is the simplest
to treat; Class III is the most difficult,

One constraint that has been imposed on the critical comparison of crack
arrester systems in this report is that the scope of this program precludes any
experimental work or any large-system computations. Yet, on the basis of the
results exhibited in Section 3, dynamic analyses appear to be required to properly
evaluate the candidate systems. This points to the desirability of making the
evaluations within the framework of a relatively simple physical situation where
the various effects can be properly taken into account. On this basis, the DCB
test specimen has been selected for the purpose of this report.

Figure 6,1.1 shows a set of hypothetical experiments in which various
kinds of crack arrester systems are to be tested. The analysis of each event can
be made by a relatively straightforward modification of the DCB dynamic analysis
presented in Section 3.6.2, Omitting the mathematical details, the extensions
required to treat each of the cases shown in Figure 6.1.1 are as follows:

(A) High-toughness insert--consider that the material in
the arrest section cbeys a different K; = Kp(a)
relation than that of the base material.

=77-
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(B) Integral stiftener--introduce a change in stifiness
due to a locally increased thickness of an arrest
section and increase the fracture area accordingly.

(C) Intermittently attached stiffener--include the restrain-
ing effect of stiffener by increasing the spring
stiffnesses k, and k. in the arrest section.

(D) Constant tension cables--introduce compressive forces
into the equations of motion at positions corresponding
to the cable locations.

Note that in Cases (C) and (D), one important parametey of the arrester system--
the stiffener spacing or the cable length--can be introduced, but not varied.
That is, these lengths must be related to the specimen height dimension h.
However, this should not be important here because only qualitative comparisons
of the various systems are sought.

Computational results typifying the analysis of crack arrester systems
using the DCB specimen are given and discussed in the following. These computations
were made for three different types of arrester systems positioned such that a
rapidly moving crack must pass through it soon after being initiated. The basic
dimensions of the DCB specimen are as given in Section 3.6.3. The arrester section
dimensions are given by d = 75 mm and f = 25 mm for the inserted strip and inter-
mittently bonded devices, cf. Figure 3.6.2, For the constant tension system,
the force is taken at the position x = 75 mm.

The integral stiffener, Type (B), will be similar to Type (A) or Type (C),
depending on whether the stiffener does or does not fracture. Consequently,
there are three distinct arrester types that need to be considered. Note that,
for convenience, a speed-independent dynamic fracture toughness was used in all
of the following calculations, i.e., Ky = Ki¢-

Calculations on the high-toughness inserted strip crack arrester, Type
(A) in Figure 6.1.1, are shown in Figure 6.1.2. The ratio of the fracture
toughness of the arrester strip relative to the base material was systematically
varied to determine the effect on the crack arrest point. Figure 6.1.2(a) shows
the crack length predictions as a function of time for the case where K, = 2.0 Kj..
Figure 6.1.2(b) shows the predictions of the arrest point as a function of the
relative fracture-toughness levels of the arrester and the base material. It can
be seen by comparison of Figure 6.1.2(b) with Figure 3.6.7 that the static theory
badly overestimates the effectiveness of the arrester device. Other differeunces
with the static theory can also be seen. For example, in the static approximation,
if the crack does not stop in the arrester section, the arrester has no effect
on it. The dynamic calculations shown in Figure 6.1.2 reveal that this is not
the case, however. The energy dissipated in the arrester always diminishes the
crack-driving force to some extent, causing arrest before it would normally have
occurred even when it takes place beyond the arrester section.

Calculations on the intermittently attached stiffener crack arrester
device, Type (C) in Figure 6.1.1, are shown in Figure 6.1.3. Figure 6.1.3(a)
shows the crack length versus time calculations for the case where Kq = 2.0 Ky¢

~-79-~
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while Figure 6.1.3(b) shows the crack arrest point as a function of the relative
width of the stiffener and the base plate. Note that the elastic modulus of

the stiffener was taken to be the same as that of the hase plate (i.e., E =
20,6850 N/mm® for steel) and the width of the stiffener was fixed at 25 mm.
Hence, the only arrester dimension varied was the stiffener thickness.

It can be seen from Figure 6.1.3(b) that, just as for the high-
toughness insert, the arrester has an effect on the eventual arrest point
even when the crack passes through it. The mechanicm differs, however, as the
amount of fracture energy is not changed by this kind of arrester. Instead,
the mechanical restraint on the crack-tip region, particularly as the crack
passes abreast of it, reduces the crack-driving force. 1In terms of the classif-
ication given in Table 6-1, the high-toughness strip is a member of Class 1.
The intermittently attached stiffener is a member of Class 11.

Calculations on the constant-force (e.g., pretensioned cable) crack
arrester system, Type (D) in Figure 6.1.1, are given in Figure 6.1.4. Crack-
propagation-time calculations for Kq = 2.0 Ki¢ are given in Figure 6.l.4(a).
The relative crack-arrest points as a function of the compressive force exerted
by the device on the specimen are shown in Figure 6.1.4(b).

It can be seen that the same general effects are exhibited for the
constant -force device as were evident in the results shown for the intermittently
attached stiffener, This should not be entirely unexpected as this case is also
a member of Class I1I. In fact, it can be viewed as the special limiting case
of an elastic-perfectly plastic stiffener that has completely yielded. Another
physical interpretation of this kind of arrester representation is in terms of
a compressive ‘esidual stress field in the path of the moving crack.

The results shown for the various crack arresters in Figures 6.1.2,
6.1.3, and 6.1.4 can be used to emphasize a very essential point. This is that
there can be no absolute measure of the effectiveness of a crack arrester system.
The reason is that whether or not a crack is arrested by a given device depends
on a great many key factors in actual applications. The most important of these
variables are

® The geometry of the structure in which the arrester
is installed and its specific location in the structure

® The loads acting on the structure, both at the time of
crack growth initiation and while the crack is running

\~&‘ The speed, direction, and length of the crack as it
reaches the vicinity of the arrester.

The environment, particularly the temperature, as it affects the relative
strength and toughness levels of the arrester and the base material will also
play a key role.

It is a design problem to determine the most severe conditions to be
expected in any application and proceed accordingly. But, any such conditions
will be specific to a given application and will not be general enough to serve

-81-
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as a basis for the absolute evaluation of crack arrester
valuation must be a relative evaluation. By a relative

specifically meant that the effectiveness of various designs (and o ¢ ¢
of various parameters within the individual designs) can only be consider

the context of an arbitrary situation. The wedge-loaded DCB specime sed
this work presents a special kind of crack-propagation event to the arrester
This event may or may not be representative of any real engineerin. st

Moreover, the specific "boundary conditions'" selected for the eval ation m
also be arbitrary and, therefore, will preciude an absolute ranki

Perhaps the most important point that can be made in counection wi
the evaluation of crack arrester systems is the following. Material propert
limitations aside, there is no upper limit that can be put on the effective
of any arrester concept to arrest a propagating crack in a given design situati
This certainly does not mean that there is no one type that will be the most
suitable for certain specified circumstances. What is meant is that the suit
of a candidate device will not hinge on whether it can be made to stop the
because, in prinbiplc, it can always be so constructed--but whether the resul
design will be both economically feasible and physically compatible with othe
structural features. Such considerations are beyond the scope of the work
taken in connection with this report, however.

There are three stages of the hypothetical crack propagation/arrest

problem that influence the proper design of a crack arrester system, Thes

in the context of the most damaging situation that can be envisioned and. the:
which must be addressed by the designers. The first is the stable crack g:rowt
of an initial flaw or defect to a critical size; the second is the rapid unst
crack propagation event itself, culminating in arrest; and third, the reini
and unstable growth of the arrested crack. While the second stage is obviou
the first and third can be equally important but are nevertheless easil er
The first stage is important because it can strongly affect the crack drivi
force in stage two, particularly as the crack approaches the arrester. he

stage is important because it obviously will accomplish nothing to have arr
a crack if further unstable growth is not precluded. The precise position of
the crack tip could be important in making such a determination and this, ol
course, will be affected by the dynamic features of the crack arrest proces:

The numerical results given earlier in this section can be used
provide quantitative illustrations. Suppose that the hypothetical design
is to arrest a crack propagating in a l-inch thick steel plate having a specd-
independent fracture toughness of 100 ksi in.L/? under a fixed displacemen
loadigg at a level such that at the time of crack growth initiation K = 200 ksi
in.*/“, Figure 3.6.6 indicates that the crack speed to be expected under thes:
conditions is about 3000 ft/sec (i.e., at Kq/KJC = 2.0, V= 1000 M/sec).

Assuming nearly complete utilization of kinetic energy by the propa
crack (an upper limit), the results of Figures 6.1.2, 6.1.3, and 6.1.4 can b
directly. Suppose that to preclude subsequent veinitiation of unstable erowl
the crack must be stopped before completely penetrating the arrester section.
achieve this, the minimu lUthHLﬁH 0L an inserted l-inch-thick tougher steel
strip would have to be 160 ksi ir."'. ¢k, Figure 6.1.2(b). If an intem

-8§3~
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TABLE 6.1.2. EXAMPLE CALCULATIONS FOR THE DESIGN
OF THREE DIFFERENT CRACK ARRESTER
SYSTEM TYPES

—_— ————

E 3 Minimum Value of Design Variable(b)
E 3 Crack Arrester Design 172 —172
o System(2 Variable K, = 200 ksi in. K, = 300 kst in.
2 . 1z
High toughness Fracture 160 ksi in. / 270 ksi in.
integral inserted toughness
l-inch wide strip of arrester
Intermittently Stiffener 0.35 inch 1:20 dnch
attached l-inch thickness

wide stiffener

iy Pretensioned cable Stress in 60 ksi 160 ksi
l-inch® cross cable
section

(a) Arrester system dimensions are relative to a l-inch thick steel base plate having
a speed-independent dynamic fracture toughness of 100 ksi in.

(b) The parameter K, represents the applied load-flaw size combination that existed
at the time of unstable crack growth initiation. Fixed displacement boundary
conditions are assumed during crack propagation.

attached l-inch-wide stiffener device is to be used, it would have to be 0.35 inch
in thickness; cf, Figure 6.1.3(b). Finally, if a pretensioned cable with a cross-
sectional area of 1 in.2 is to be used, it must be stressed to at least 60,000 psi;
cf, Figure 6.1.4(b).

To further emphasize the key variables that influence the requirements
for an arrester device, calculations have also been made for the higher initial

load level of 300 ksi in. . The arrester parameters obtained for the three
E 2 cases given in Figures 6.1.2, 6.1.3, and 6.1.4 are summarized along with the
- s above results in Table 6.1,2, The significant effect of the load level (or,

equivalently, the fracture speed) is obvious from these results. Note finally
that these results are based on a geometric configuration that is a much more
efficient utilizer of kinetic energy than are actual ship hull structures., But,
32 while over-estimating the minimum arrester parameters, these results have the
virtue of automatically incorporating a factor of safety which more than likely
would always be inserted in any event.
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7.0 RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH

There are two major points that have been identified in the work reported
here that bear on the proper design and utilization of crack arrester systems for
ship hulls. The first is that there is no general type of system that can be
identified as being completely superior to all others in all circumstances. The
reason is that, in principle, there is no upper limit to the crack arresting
capability of most arrester systems.* By choosing materials and sizes properly,
most systems can be made to have sufficient "stopping power' in any conceivable
situation. Consequently, the choice of an arrester system probably rests mainly
on economic considerations (e.g., cost of materials, installation and fabrication
costs), material availability, and other design considerations (e.g., potential
crack initiation sites introduced, the effect of the arrester on the performance
of the vessel), not on any limits on the effectiveness of the arrester system.

The second major point is connected with the design of the arresters
to be used in a given application. Once the particular arrester system has been
selected, an exact quantitative evaluation must be performed. In performing this
' evaluation, numerical calculations based on a fully dynamic theory of elasticity
. solution procedure with boundary conditions properly taken into consideration are
required. [n short, statically based calculations can be highly misleading with
regard to the crack arrest capability of a given arrester system and structural
configuration, The extent to which this is true cannot be determined at this time
4 and, in fact, is a highly appropriate area for further research, as described below.

In performing an analysis of a crack arrester device for a specific
ship hull, it is obviously necessary to have a detailed, albeit preliminary,
knowledge of the ship hull configuration (e.g., mechanical properties, plate
thicknesses, stringer stiffnesses and spacings). A basis for estimating the
severity of the loads that will be acting on the ship hull in the vicinity of
the crack arrest device must also be known. It is then necessary to anticipate
where an unstable crack might initiate and the direction in which it might be
expected to propagate. These are pieces of information that a ship designer
would normally have at hand. But, there are three additional general aspects

4 of the problem in which a specific capability is also needed to properly design
E the arrester. These are

® A way of estimating the growth of a flaw by fatigue

§ & during anticipated service conditions for the ship
0
; k4] ® ) wav of evaluating the mechanical and fracture
< properties of the ship hull and arrester device
* when presented with a fast-running crack
4 ® A practical computational method for performing dynamic
i'f calculations for rapid crack propagation and crack arrest
G in a given structural configuration.
s
‘g All systems clearly have a practical limitation because of the mechanical
. properties of the materials that are available. Material considerations
'3 aside, with the further exceptional cases of devices such as the ditch-type

" irrester being excluded, an arrester system can always be adequately designed
for a given situation,
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In contrast, these capabilities are not ordinarily available to ship designers.
In fact, it can be said that in none of these three areas has enough fundamental
work been done to provide ship designers with the techniques required to do his
job properly. These areas therefore represent potential topics in which research
can be recommended to provide a design basis for the proper design of ship hull
crack arrester systems.

In accordance with the conclusions that have been drawn from the work
given in this report, a number of recommended research topics can be proposed.
In no particular order, these are as follows.

1. A program of experiment and analysis to obtain a
technique for estimating the rate of fatigue crack
growth in ship hull materials for the load spectrum

: that a vessel would be expected to experience under
‘ severe, but probable, service conditions. The results
of this work will likely show that fatigue crack-growth
rates are primarily dependent on the type of ship and
the geographical locations in which it is expected to
{ serve. This work could take advantage of the large
- body of work already performed for aircraft structures.

2. A program of experiment and analysis aimed at
determining the dynamic fracture properties of
present-day and contemplated ship hull and arrester
materials. This program will likely be based upon
developing (or modifying) a standardized laboratory
test specimen. Since there is no way to directly
measure dynamic fracture-toughness values, these
must be inferred from test quantities that are directly

E measurable. Hence, the need for an analysis capability
R in such a program. It should in any event be reempha-
5B sized that the dynamic fracture-toughness values are
E not generally the same as their static counterparts and,
s in some instances, can be quite different. Work in
- this area should draw upon the extensive progress that
“ has been made on behalf of the NRC and others.

s
4

w
o

A program to develop a two-dimensional dynamic analysis

I capability for treating fast-moving cracks in real
| s engineering structures. Because of the generality
| - that is needed to treat arresters, the tool that must
. be evolved will be based on a numerical analysis
. technique (e.g., finite different method) and will
take the form of a computer program. Such programs
P are already available. What is needed is that they

be extended to explicitly treat arresters.

i 4. A program to develop an elastic-plastic dynamic fracture-

mechanics capability for the initiation of unsﬁgp}ilg}yyy

propagation from arrested craci With the high-toughness
levels used in ship steels, particularly in arrester
i P )
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sections, ordinary linear elastic fracture mechanics
treatments are quite inappropriate. In particular,

stable crack growth cannot be treated within the linear
elastic regime, and this may be a key factor in deter-
mining the point at which a fast fracture arrested at

or near an arrester can become critical once again.

Some work is under way in this area but has only scratched
the surface of this formidable problem.

5. A research program to evaluate and make available the
response of a ship under service conditions in a systematic
manner. It is recommended that research programs be
pursued using model and full-scale experiments to determine
ship responses in random seas. These data should be
utilized to advance the currently available linear strip
theory programs on various ship classes. Then the research
results in the areas of fracture mechanics and probabilistic
design approaches can be integrated into useful tools for
the ship designer. Currently, the ship designer is aware
of meaningful research results in a number of areas, but he
does not have the time or knowledge to apply these new data
to his designs. The ship response effort is also required
to determine ship springing and related elastic strains to
predict the adequacy of crack arresters to stop dynamic
cracking. A significant body of work already exists as
a result of Ship Structure Committee work in this field,
of course.

It might be noted that a research program confined to one of these topics and
excluding other aspects of the problem could be quite ineffective. A research
program that has proper design of crack arrester systems for ship hulls as its
objective must be cognizant of all of the various aspects of the crack propagation-
arrest problem to be truly beneficial.

Consider one example problem to help make these ideas more concrete.
Figure 7.1.1 shows a section of a ship hull that is periodically reinforced
by riveted stiffeners. Suppose that a crack initiates at the rivet hole (as they
often do) and grows by fatigue under the normal loadings carried by the ship while
in service. Further suppose that the ship is exposed to storm conditions severe
enough to cause the crack to propagate unstably across the hull plate towards the
most vulnerable part of the stiffener reinforced region--the point midway between
the rivets in the adjacent stiffener. The first question is will the crack be
stopped at the stiffener or will it pass under it and, likely, tear apart the
entire hull in the process? The second question is, assuming that the crack has
been arrested at the first stiffener, can unstable crack growth be subsequently
reinitiated?

The ship designer can readily anticipate the scenario illustrated in

Figure 7.1.1 and outlined above. The obvious problem that he is faced with in

this circumstance is to insure that the crack is arrested at the stiffener. What

he must do to achieve this is have the stiffener constrain the dynamic crack driving
force as the propagating crack tip approaches it so that the dynamic stress<intensity
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factor falls below the minimum value of the hull plate's dynamic fracture toughness
in tie vicinity of the arrester. It is perhaps less obvious that, having assured
himself that an unstable crack would be quickly arrested, further analysis is still
needed. The possibility of the arrested crack becoming critical once again still
exists. A little thought will show that, to accomplish all of this, the designer
will need to draw upon research results from all of the topics suggested above

for future research.

Finally, it should be clear that the basic situation described here
will not be essentially altered regardless of the arrester type considered, be
it a weld-on stiffener, a tension device, or an integral high-toughness strip.
The design problem for ship hulls or any other engineering structure where the
possibility of flaw initiation, stable growth to a critical size, and rapid unstable
growth under an abnormally high load involves both static and dynamic fracture-
mechanics analysis employing properly determined material fracture properties.
The essential research problem that presently exists is to put these into the
hands of ship designers in a form that they can be used in a practical way in ship
design.
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APPENDIX A

DERIVATION OF FRACTURE ENERGY, TOUGHNESS AND WIDTH
REQUIREMENTS FOR IN-PLANE ENERGY-ABSORBING ARRESTER MODEL

An approximate expression of the fracture energy, fracture toughness
and arrester width requirements can be derived for the case of plate that is
large relative to the length of a centrally located, propagating and (ultimately)
arrested crack as shown in Figure 5.1. The variation of the relevant energy
terms with crack length are illustrated in Figure A~1. The model involves a
number of simplifying assumptions: (1) the nominal applied stress is essertially
constant, (2) the fracture energy of the arrester plate is large relative to
the base plate and independent of crack velocity, (3) the external work and
the strain energy terms, ax - d”, for the propagating crack can be approximated
by the value for a stationary c#8ck of the same length, (4) the fraction ©
of the kinetic energy returned to the crack tip can be established independently,
and (5) the thickness of the arrester plate is the same as the base plate. For
this model, which is described in Figure A-1:

dw _ du _ e _aZXa

EK = EX = external work and strain energy = E

2a = crack length

2ao = crack length at the onset of fracture

Zaa = crack length at arrest

E = Young's modulus

© = fraction of kinetic energy stored that is
returned to crack tip

KD,AP = propagating crack toughness of arrester plate,
Kp,ap = FRap

RBP = fracture energy of base plate

RAP = fracture energy of arrester plate

28 = spacing between arresters

g = nominal stress

) = arrester width corresponding to the nominal

value of Rops W = a,-S
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The expressions for the conservation of energy

R=$=£1-"—J-d_u_.d_T (1A)

|dw _ au .-/ﬂ
[dA dA] fids iy e (248)

are valid while the crack is propagating. During the initial period, the
interval a, < a < S, the kinetic energy stored is

S ~

dT - dw _ du a =

aA da j/ 'ﬁA A da RBP(s ao) (3A)
J, 4 2l

[0 o

which reduces to
S S
202

dT j dw _ dy _agms

ZdA ks ] [dA 7Y T (B8

for the simplifying assumptions listed above. For the period the crack propa~
gates on the arrester, the interval s < a < a:

aa 2 aa
o g ma SO Rd L
Ryp W [ [ = } da j/ = de (5A)
' s
where a_ = S + W. The last term of this equation is the kinetic energy re-

turned to the crack tip which (by definition) is equal to the fraction ©
of the kinetic energy stored given by Equation (4A):
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Ryp ¥ = 2% (28WHW7) + 5 (S )

£ AW _ dU 4¢

The minimum arrester fracture energy corresponds with the value o T el
3
daA

a = a_, {the point 1 in Figure A-1):

a
021ra 2
R 2 a _ g m(StW) 8
AP ,minimum E E g
Substituting this into Equation (6A)
W =s/o (84)
gan =
RAP,minimum 5 E (1 +/O) (94)

= rS S L2 )
Kb, 4R, miaimm = Jns a + /o) (104)

where W is the arrester width corresponding to the minimum energy and toughness

values. To stop a fracture with an arrester having a smaller width W W, and
for a finite values of ® larger values of fracture energy are required:
=1
©] (11A)
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