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Abstract. An interface crack in anisotropic dissimilar materials is considered for
the general case where all three fracture modes may be coupled. Analytic solutions
are obtained for two commonly used models of interface cracks: (1) the fully open
crack; and (2) the Comninou model where, even under farfield tension normal to the
crack face, the existence of very small contact zones near the crack tips is permitted.
Conditions under which nonoscillatory singular solutions may exist, are discussed.

1. Introduction. In a recent paper, Ni and Nemat-Nasser [4] presented analytic
solutions for interface cracks in anisotropic half-spaces consisting of dissimilar ma-
terials, assuming a special arrangement of the anisotropy axes of the two materials,
so that only Modes I and II are activated under in-plane farfield tractions: a plane
problem with zero antiplane displacement component. Two models were considered:
one with a fully-open crack, the other allowing contact zones near the crack tips, i.e.,
the Comninou model (Comninou [1]). Relations between the solutions were dis-
cussed, and the results were compared with those for the isotropic case (Gautesen
and Dundurs [2, 3]), as well as the anisotropic case (Qu and Bassani [5]).

In the present paper we consider the general case of two anisotropic half-spaces
joining on the plane x, = 0, and containing an interface crack on the (x,, x;)-
plane, with crack edges being parallel to the x,-axis. No special arrangement of the
anisotropy axes is assumed. Thus, all three fracture modes are present and coupled.
It is shown that the basic singular integral equations governing the general solution
involve a total of nine dimensionless parameters, denoted by a, to a,. The nature
of the singularity at the crack tips is discussed in relation to these parameters, and
conditions under which nonoscillatory singular solutions can exist are examined.

Again, two commonly used models of interface cracks are considered: a fully-open
crack model and the Comninou model, where the existence of contact zones near the
crack tips is permitted. For the fully-open crack model, the complete analytic solution
for this general case is obtained. In general, oscillatory square-root singularities are
involved in the solutions at the crack tips. A necessary and sufficient condition under
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which nonoscillatory solutions exist for any combination of the farfield tractions is
that three of the nine parameters, i.e., a,, a,, ag, are zero, which is equivalent to
the vanishing of the antisymmetric matrix W (Ting [7], and Qu and Bassani [5]).
Its physical meaning is also discussed. For the Comninou model, it is interesting to
note that, unlike the case discussed in our previous paper [4], for the general case
the oscillatory singularities at the crack tips cannot be removed by the introduction
of contact zones without additional special assumptions. The necessary and sufficient
condition under which nonoscillatory singularities exist for any combination of the
farfield tractions is that the dimensionless parameter «, be zero. The closed-form
solution for this nonoscillatory generalized Comninou model is given.

2. Formulation. The formulation of the basic problem follows Willis [10], and Ni
and Nemat-Nasser [4]. A composite of two anisotropic elastic half-spaces joining
along the x, = 0 plane is considered. The elasticity tensors are c;;.k, and cl.;k ,» for
x, >0 and x, <0, respectively. All field variables are functions of x, and x, only,
with the x,-axis on the interface. Equilibrium requires

Tip.5=Cigkalli ap =0 X, #0, (2.1)
with j, k=1,2,3,and a, § =1, 2;acomma followed by an index denotes partial
differentiation with respect to the corresponding coordinate variable; and repeated

indices are summed. Here, u and o denote the displacement and stress fields,
respectively. The boundary conditions are

0= c};kﬂuk'ﬂ(xl ,0M) = cj_zkﬁuk‘ﬁ(xl ,07) = tj(xl), (2.2a)
with the crack opening given by
_ Xy
u(x,, 0") —u(x;,07) =b(x,) = — / B(&)d¢&, (2.2b)

where B(x,) is the dislocation density vector. In addition, we require that
u(x,, x,) — 0 as|x,| — oo. (2.2¢)

From [4], the displacement and stress fields for the above-stated problem are given
by

u(x,, x,) = %?L)F{Im[MOL—I]i x [/x (&) dé - /OO t(é)d{l} , (2.3a)

- 1

T, (x,s xy) = ) p)imNM, L', + t(x,)}. (2.3b)
(%, X,) = _sen(x) g O){(Im[M,L'], *t(x,)}, (2.3¢)
T,(x,, X,) = —%fﬁ Im[(UT + VEN)M_L™'], *t(x,), (2.3d)

where * denotes the convolution integral. The quantities in these equations are
defined as follows: T, with components (Ti)j , I, =1,2,3, defines the stress
field, and N is a real 6 by 6 matrix given by

T 'R" T

N=-|_~ _
RT'R"-Q RT'|"

(2.4a)
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where

Q= [lekl]’ R= [Cj1k2], T= [Cjzkzl; (2.4b)
the eigenvalues of the real matrix N are all complex. We denote the first three
eigenvalues with positive imaginary partsby p, (a =1, 2, 3), and the corresponding
eigenvectors by

[a”], b=1,2,3, (2.4¢)

L

where a,, 1, are three-dimensional vectors. The matrices U and V are defined by
U= [Ci3k1] > V= [c,‘3k2] > (2.4d)

and T is a projection operator, which selects the first three components of its argu-
ment. The 6 by 3 matrix M, is defined by

3 2 2
M, - [x +Ip _- X, (N —17,11)2 L% (N _paI)3 ] [‘:a] ) (2.4¢)
a=1 1 a’2 (Xl +an2) (Xl +pax2) a
Finally, the quantities A, , L,, and L in (2.3) and (2.4e) are defined by
Ay =[2,9,5, 8,0y, 3305], (2.4f)
L, = [1,9,,, 1,0y, I303,], (2.4g)
L=[I,,L, L] (2.4h)

The displacement and stress fields may also be expressed in terms of the dislocation
density vector B(x,) by

Xy

u(x,, x,) = %r Re(M,L™'A), / B(f)dé] , (2.5a)

1 _
7)(%, %) = —— (I~ T)[Re(NML 'A), *B(x))], (2.5b)

1 _

7y(x,, X,) = —(I-)[Re(M L 'A), *B(x)], (2.5¢)
T,(x,, X,) = —% Re[(UT + VIN)M,L'A], * B(x,), (2.5d)

where the positive-definite matrix A is defined by
A=-iATL'-A LT, (2.6a)

with

A=J[a , a,,a], (2.6b)

and A_=A, A, =A.

The relation between the dislocation density B(x,) and the interface tractions
t(x,) is (Willis [10])

A
t(x;) = =Re [xl ~ i

This relation is basic to our discussion. We combine (2.7) with proper boundary
conditions over the crack surfaces, to obtain the dislocation density B(x,), from
which the displacement and stress fields are obtained.

] +B(x,). (2.7)
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3. Interface crack models. In [4] special cases are considered where the in-plane
and anti-plane deformations are decoupled. In the present work, we consider the
general case where all three fracture modes are coupled. The dislocation density
B(x,) = (B,(x,), By(x,), B3(xl))T then has three nontrivial components.

Here, again, we examine two interface crack models: (i) the fully-open model and
(i1) the Comninou model.

3.1. The fully-open crack model. Let an interface crack on the (x,, x;)-plane ex-
tend from x, = —a to x, = b, with crack edges being parallel to the x,-axis. Normal
tractions 7'(x,), in-plane shear tractions S(x,), and anti-plane shear tractions J(x,)
are applied far from the interface crack in the x,-, x,-, and x;-direction, respectively.

Since all field variables are functions of x, and x, only, in the sequel we consider
the (x,, x,)-plane at x, = 0. When the crack is fully open, the total tractions on
the crack surface [—a, b] are zero. From these boundary conditions and relations
(2.7), it follows that

1 A
;Re[xl_Oi}*B(xl)+t(xl)=O, for —a<x,<b, (3.1)

where 7(x,) = (S(x,), T(x,), J(x))" .

The remaining boundary conditions follow from the fact that outside the crack
zone, the gap, the tangential shift along the x,-axis, and the anti-plane shift along
the x,-axis are all zero. We therefore have

b
B()df=0, and B(x,)=0 forx, <-a,x >b. (3.2a, b)

—a

Employing a method similar to that used in [4], subject to conditions (3.2a,b),
the system of singular integral equations (3.1) is solved analytically for the three
components of the dislocation density vector B(x,), as discussed in Sec. 4.

For the fully-open crack model, the solutions for B(x,) and t(x,) are, in general,
oscillatorily singular, as x, — —a or b.

3.2. The Comninou model. Let the interface crack on the x,-axis extend from
—L to L (L > 0), and uniform tractions t = (S, T, J) be applied far from the
interface crack. Assume that the crack is open and traction-free over the interval
(—a, b). Over the contact zones (—L, —a) and (b, L), the crack is closed. Let the
contact be frictionless. Then, the tangential tractions in the x,- and x3-directions
vanish over the interval (=L, L). Therefore, we have the following equation for
B(x,):

| 0 0 I A
0 H[(x,+a)b-x,)] 0 {—Re [—J *B(x,)+1}=0, (3.3)
/4 x, —0i
0 0 1 !
for |x,| < L, where
B,(x,) = By(x,) =0, for|x,|>L, (3.4a, b)
B,y(x,)=0, forx <-aorx >b, (3.4¢)

L L b
/_LBl(é)dé = /_L B,(&)d¢ =0, / B,(&)dé = 0. (3.4d-f)

—a
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4. Complete solution for the fully-open crack model. We now solve the system of
singular integral equations (3.1), under conditions (3.2a,b). Set

A=[aij], i,j=1,2,3, (4.1)

and, since A is positive-definite, introduce the additional simplifying notation:
a, =a,>0, @, =a,, >0, Qg =0a;3,>0, (4.2a-c)

Qa, =0y = a3+ iay, a3 =03 = a5+ iag, Qy3 = 0gy = 0y + lay.
(4.2d-f)

Then, setting

0 —a, —a
a, 0 —oagf, (43aD)

Q@ Q3 Qg
A =ReA=|a; a, o, A,=-ImA =
g Qg 0

(15 C!7 a9

we have
A=A —IA,, (4.3¢c)
where A, £iA, and A, are positive-definite matrices. A can also be expressed as
A=D+iW)"", (4.3d)

where D and W are real matrices introduced by Ting [7].
Using (3.2a,b) and (4.3), we write Eq. (3.1) as

1 b
N, ;?(‘% dl+AB(x)) +7(x,) = 0. (4.4)

Since A, is positive-definite, we can apply —iAl—] to both sides of (4.4) to obtain

1% BE)

el dé + (—iA]'A,)B(x,) — iA] 't(x,) = 0, (4.5)

for —a<x, <b.
One way to solve (4.5) is to diagonalize the coefficient matrix —iAl_lA2 and de-
couple the system of integral equations to three independent integral equations.
Since A, is real and symmetric, and A, is real and anti-symmetric, the charac-
teristic polynomial of —iAl_'A2 can be written as

| -1 .
| —iA, A, —ul] = —|A, | |nA, +iA,]
—1, 3

= —|A Il |1A ]+ u(A] = 1A D] (4.6a)
Therefore, the three eigenvalues of —iAl_lA2 are u, = A, p, = -4, and u, =0,

with 2
A=(1-|Al/|A )7 (4.6b)
It can be shown that all the eigenvalues of —iA]_lAz are greater than —1. Therefore,
A is real and |A,| > |A|. Since A, is real and positive-definite, it follows that

|A,| = |A] if and only if A, = 0. In other words, u, = u, = u; = 0 if and only if
|A,| =0, ie., when a, = ag = ag = 0. As is seen later, the vanishing of these three
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dimensionless parameters guarantees the existence of a nonoscillatory square-root

singular stress field at the crack tip for the fully-open model.

Before solving Eq. (4.5), we shall briefly discuss the relations between matrices
A, A, and W, D. Because 4 < I, the inverse (I+ iAl_'Az)_1 exists. Then from

(4.3d) and
=1 L1 1, 2
(T+iA, A)A—iA; A)=T+(A; A",
it follows that

=1, -1

D+iW=(A, - iAZ)_l =(I- iAI_lAZ) A
N | -1 2,—1, -1
={I+iA AT+ (A, AT A
Therefore,

2.-1

—1 -1 -1 —1, \2,-1,—1
D=[I+(A, A)] A, W=A AJI+(A A)] A,

and

AT'A,=WD™', A =(D+WD'W);

see also Wu [11]. Equation (4.5) may also be expressed as

l ’ B ; - . —
in ], Xl(f)é dé + (—iWD l)B(xl)—z(DﬁLWD 'w)f(xl)

0,

for —a < x; < b. Furthermore, 4, as defined in (4.6b), coincides with

B =[-1uwp "2,

which is given by Ting [7]. We can express 4 as

1/2
2= [ lag Wy, + agWis + aghy| ]
oy Dy + a3Dyy + agDy — aghy|

For monoclinic materials,

lay W), / 2
A= 4 12 =q a,a, — a5,
la, Dy + a;D,| ! e

(4.7)

(4.92, b)

(4.9¢, d)

(4.10a)

(4.10b)

(4.10c)

(4.10d)

Now, unless A, = 0, there are three distinct eigenvalues for —iAl_lA2 . Therefore,

—iAl_'A2 can be diagonalized by a nonsingular matrix

E=[v,,v,,v],

(4.11a)

where v ; are the eigenvectors of —iAI_]A2 corresponding to the eigenvalues 4 ; U=

1,2, 3), such that

A0 0
E'(-iA]'A)E= {0 -1 0],
0 0 0

(4.11b)
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where 4 = A, = —4,. The vectors Vi, j=1,2,3,in E are given by

12(a5a7 —ayaq) — iA(aga; — agag — auaq) + agag

v, = lz(alag—ag)—a(s
/12(013a5 —aya;) + iAoz — a5 — ajaq) + o
ADy, — W), )
= A|A] AD,, +a(l —A)v,,
ADy, +iW)y,
ag W
v, =V, vy = {—%} = —|A|D —VI/13].
ay Wi

Applying E~' to both sides of (4.5), we obtain
A 0 O

b
L ©) e+ {0 ) 0} M(x,) = iE'A] '2(x,),

inJoaX —¢ 0 0 0

where
M(x,) = E"'B(x,).

311

(4.11c)

(4.11d, e)

(4.12a)

(4.12b)

Assuming 7(x,) is Holder continuous, M(x,) is obtained from (4.12a). Combin-
ing the solution for M(x,) with (4.12b), we obtain the solution for B(x,),

il -1, -1
B(xl)=/lz—_TEIOE A, t(x)

+ !
(A" =Dry/(a+x)(b - x))

§ /" @Ol =Opox,, e A2 dé

—a ¢-x,

for —a<x, <b,

with
[1 0 0}
I,=|0 -1 0},
0 0 0
d, 0 0
0(x1,5)=[0 d, 0 }
0 0 (1-19)
where
d, = (la+x,|>%<|b—¢|)"‘/°
0 \|b - x| la +¢&|
and

_Lln 1+4
o= 27 ™M\ 127/

(4.13a)

(4.13b)

(4.13c)

(4.13d)

(4.13e)
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Similarly, the interfacial traction vector is given as
—sgn(x,)
V1 - 22 /(x, = b)( xl +a)

/ v é;’f A EO, (x,, OE AT v(€) dé +(x,)

t(x,) =

forx, <—aorx, >b, (4.14a)

with
d, 0 0
0,(x,,¢ = 0 d, 0 . (4.14b)

0 0 V1-2*

From (4.13) and (4.14), it is seen that B(x,) and t(x,) have oscillatory singular-
ities, as x, — —a, b. The necessary and sufficient condition for the vanishing of
these oscillatory singularities for any combination of the farfield tractions in the open
crack model, is A =0, i.e., |A,| = |A|, which is equivalent to a, = ag =az =0 or
A, = 0. The fact that the condition is necessary can be seen by observing the special
case of the uniform in-plane farfield tractions, where the existence of nonoscillatory
solutions requires A = 0, except for the trivial case: all farfield tractions are zero.
From (4.3d), A, = 0 is equivalent to W = 0, which is the condition for the existence
of nonoscillatory solutions given by Ting [7], and Qu and Bassani [5].

From (4.14a), it is concluded that E-lAl_'t(xl) , a linear combination of the trac-
tion vector t(x,), always has a nonoscillatory third component at the crack tip. That

linear combination corresponds to a linear transformation by ETAl of the local bases
at the crack tip. Then in the transformed local coordinates, the traction along the
third coordinate direction has no oscillatory singularity. However, unless A, is diag-
onal, the transformed bases A v,, Av,, A,v; do not necessarily form an orthogonal
system.

In the special case of uniform applied farfield stresses, the solutions simplify to

_ d(xl) 0 0 5
. vVi-1*
- d(x,) -1, -1
B(x,) = _alxy) E'A7'r, (4.15a
Vet | 0 e 0 ! )
0 0 xl+¥
and
. dix,) 0 0
sentx, 0 dx) 0 “IAT!
t AE E A R 4.15b
(1) = Via+x)(x, -0 " 0 01 . +a—b A )
! 2
with

(4.15¢)
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4.1. An example. Consider a special case for which A satisfies a5 = ag = o, =
ag = 0, such as a monoclinic material with the (x; = 0)-plane as the symmetry
plane. Let the farfield tractions 7 = (S, 7', J) be uniform. We then have

a, a; 0 0 -a, O
a; a, 0, Ay=|a, 0 0 (4.16a, b)
0 0 aq 0 0 O

A

1

and

l=a4/\/ala2—a§, (4.16¢)
—ay+iay —ay;—ia, 0

E = a, a, 01, (4.16d)
0 0 a,

with o) = /o a, - ag.
The dislocation density vector and the interfacial traction vector now become

2 2
T/\/aya, — a3 —aj

B =
R N CESAIUEE
x [— (xl + a;b) (a3cost +sint> —ypla+b) (a3s1nt —cost)}
i) @y
S/ alaz—ag—ai a—-b\ a,cost a,sin?
b)-2 } 4.17
Via+x,(b-x) [(X'+ 2 ) ) *hla+d) ) (172)
T/ alaz—ag—ai a—b\ a,cost o, sint
B,(x,) = a—b) o Ccost n ]
2(4) Via+x)(b-x)) [<X'+ 2 ) a, +7@+b) o

S/\/a,a, - a§ - ai
Via+x)(b-x)
x [(xl +2 _b> (a3cos, —sint) +7o(a+ b)(cost + a3:nl>] , (4.17b)

2 @ 0
By(x,) = é (x1 +“—;—ll> , (4.17¢)
for —a < x, <b;and
_ sgn(x, ) a-b .
t(x,)= NCES AL {S [(xl + 5 )cost+y0(a+b)smt]
+ M [(xl + a_—b> sint — yo(a+b)cost]} , (4.18a)
a 2
L(x,) = sgn(x,) {T[(x +a_—_b) cost + 7, (a+b)sint}
2V fla+x)(x, - b) o2 0
+ W [(xl + a_;_b) sint—yo(a+b)cost]} , (4.18b)
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|x,+—“;”|J
t.(x,) = R 4.18c
1) Via+x)(x, = b) (4.18¢)
for x, < —a or x; > b, where
la+ x| 1 |, +
t=y,In——L | =—In—24 0 4.18d, e
WRETX ] 70T 2n M, oy ( )

Equations (4.17a, b) and (4.18a, b) are the same as Eqs. (6.5a) and (6.8) in [4].
Furthermore, when S =T =0, and J # 0, (4.18c) gives the solution of the interface
tractions for pure anti-plane deformation.

4.2. Comments on dimensionless parameters «,, oy, and ag. We now comment
on the dimensionless parameters a,, ag, and ag. In what follows, we let the half-
spaces be monoclinic. From Sec. 5 of [4], for two dissimilar monoclinic materials,
both with the (x, = 0)-plane as their common plane of symmetry (in which case, s,
and s, i =1, 2, 6, vanish for both materials), we have

oy ir, 0
AL = | =iF, 1, O (4.192)
0 0 I3
and
b,/e id/e 0O
A= |-idle byJe 0], (4.19b)
0 0 f
where
by=ry, +ry_, by=r, +r_s (4.19¢, d)
d=ry, —r,., e=bb-d’, (4.19, f)
f=1lry, +7r45.1 " (4.19g)

As discussed in Sec. 5 of [4], under rotations Q_ from the x,-coordinates into
the (rectangular Cartesian) x;-coordinates, we have

A=-i[@XT ', -o’A'L a1, (4.20a)
where .
cosf, sinf, O
Q, =|-sinf, cosf, O (4.20b)
0 0 1
Provided that —iA;L;_l have the form of (4.19a), we obtain the following ex-
pression for A
b/e id/e 0O
A=|-idle byle 0], (4.21a)
0 0o f

where
b, = [’rl sin’ 6 + rgz cos’ 6 + Im(rrz) sin 260],

+1[r], sin’ 0 + ) cos’ 0 + Im(r},)sin26]_, (4.21b)
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= [r} cos’ 6+ ry,sin’ 6 — Im(r;,) sin 26],

+[r}, cos’ 8 +r;,sin° 6 — Im(r},) sin 26]_, (4.21¢)

d =[Re(r;,), — Re(r},) 1+ 4{[(r}, — r3,) sin 26 — 2Im(r;,) cos 2],

+ [(rr1 - r;Z) sin26 — 2 Im(rlz) cos26]_}, (4.214)
e=bb,—d, (4.21e)
and
f=(rsy, +735)"" (4.21f)
Therefore, it can be seen that
a, =Re(r},), — Re(r),)_, (4.22a)
ag=ag =0, (4.22b)

which are invariant under the rotations €, . In other words, if two monoclinic
materials are matched such that Re(r,,,) = Re(r,_), then o, = ag = a5 = 0,
provided that they have the common symmetry plane x; =0.

The evaluation of r; ; for monoclinic materials is given by Suo [6] and Ting [9],
which may also be obtained by the method described in Sec. 5 of [4]. Specifically,
we have

Re(ry,) = Sy, = S, Re(p,py), (4.23a)

where p, and p, are the roots of the equation
* * 2 * * * *
p*ST, = 20°S] + P (2S], + S) = 2085, + S5, =0, (4.23b)

with Imp, >0, i=1,2,and S, ,, m,n=1,2,4,5, 6, defined in terms of the
elastic compliance matrix [5;1> k,j=1,2,...,6,by S =35 —5,35:/5;-
For plane problems, the matrix [S, ] is the inverse of the elastic stiffness matrix
[y, m,n=1,2,4,5,6.

As a special case, let both materials be orthotropic. Then we can evaluate r, ; as
follows, providing that the symmetry directions of both materials coincide with the
coordinate directions,

2o — o) 112

ryo=— [622( % c)} , (4.24a)
(c1p + o) Lege(co =€)
1/2
c -1
ryy = (%) s rp=I(ch+c) (4.24b, ¢)
22
with
1/2

o= (e e)'?, e=ey—cpy — 2, (4.24d, ¢)

as given in Sec. 5 of [4].
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So, if two monoclinic materials are matched such that
[s,, — s, Re(p,p,)], =[5, — 5, Re(p,p,)]_, (4.25a)
or two orthotropic materials are matched such that
(cg+ ), =(co+cpy)_, (4.25b)

then o, = ay = oy = 0, provided that they have the common symmetry plane
X5 = 0, or the symmetry directions of both materials coincide with the coordinates,
respectively. The validity of Eqs. (4.25a, b) is invariant under the rotation of each
material about the x;-axis. The above conclusions are direct consequences of the
discussion in Sec. 5 of [4] and are consistent with the results in Ting [8, 9].

5. The Comninou model. We follow Gautesen and Dundurs [3] to symmetrize the
interval of the integration in (3.3) as follows:

x,=Lls_‘y”S, é:L%, (5.1a, b)
B/(x))=(1-y5)’®,(s), j=1,2,3, (5.1c)

where
)= L(a - b) (5.1d)

L —ab+ (L -2 - b)

Equation (3.3) is now transformed to

1 0 0] (, A .
0 H(*-s% 0 {—Re[—.]*tb(s)+—2}=0, for |s| < 1. (5.2)
0 0 1 /4 s —0i (1 —ys)

Conditions (3.4a-f) then become
D, (s) =Dy(s) =0, for|s|>1, d,(s)=0, forls|>c, (5.3ac)

/' ®,(s)ds = /l ®,(s)ds =0, ’ ®,(s)ds =0, (5.3d-f)
-1 -1

—C

where

c_a\/Lz—b2+b\/L2—a2 (5.3g)
LV - +VI - dY) '

Equation (5.2) can be reduced to

1 0 0 .
H(c* - §? A @©) ® 2 _
[8 @5 (1)}{ : /_lé_sdéh\z 6+ o [ =0,

for|s| < 1, (5.4)
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which, in component form becomes

1(5)

a,D,(s)H (c -5 )+a6 5(8) +—/ Tos dé
©D,(¢) as 3(5) S
_cé—sdé / = (l—ys) , for|s| <1, (5.5a)
— 0D, (5) + ag®y(s “3/ é_sdé
2(6 a, 3(6 T
Fos dé / T (1 g for |s| < ¢, (5.5b)

o
~ ag®,(5) — agdy(H(C —5") + 2 /_1 z '_(és) d¢
o [ + & 5(¢) J
t e / Fos d¢ = Tk for |s| < 1. (5.5¢)

As discussed in [4], we seek the solution @,(s) in the class of functions, which is
Hélder continuous on [—c, ¢]. Then the Poincaré-Bertrand commutation formula
applies. From (5.5a, c), we solve for ® (s) and ®,(s) in terms of ®,(s) and
ffc D,(&)/(& - 5)d& . Then, substituting these solutions into Eq. (5.5b), we obtain a
single equation for ®,(s). After lengthy calculation, we arrive at

2 2
Qg — Qg — Qg

<D1(S) _ [a5a7 +agag — a3a9] (I)z(s)

Re

[a4a9 + Q0 — 0Oy

ot [ [ 00 (116) "7 (16)" 4

2
+ la 500y + 10g Qg — a8a5 a3a6a9]

”0‘00(0‘ Qg — 5 as)
x Im
—-C

2 (8) (l_s) df]
+[ a8 — agJ ]
@00 aa9 ‘as

- {iK
ala9—a§-a6 d +s

....
+
\_/
S
/)
—| —
|11
G |2
N——
3
—
II—‘
“©
<
|
N———
—~~
(V)
N
()
N
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a0, + a0 — o«
476 3 l 7
D,(s) = 2 ,(s)
a1a9_0‘5_0‘6

Q0 — @ —a,Q
+ 376 452 128 Re
(o oy — o — ay)

19 5 6

[ () " (125 «]

2
+ la 1Q40g — O 0 — @ a6a7 +a3a a6l

naoo(a ay — a5

om [ 29 (15) ( )
—c 1+ -5
aJ—aS {d
+ >
%00 C“6’9 ‘0‘6 /
; {i (
2 d
a1a9—as—a6

_ 2
where oy, = \/a,ay — a5, and

_ L Jagtag
m= + 7 In L (5.6¢)
The single equation for ®,(s) then is
‘ L+&) 7" (1-¢\"|] 2,
/_c{‘"“zRe (%) (=) | &5«

_d [ d 1+y1ﬁ11—y>m 1
_a3a’y[1—ys]+a4Re{dy <1+s> (1—5 1-sy

d [[1+y\"™™/1-9\" 1
+a51m{d—y [(1—H> (1 —S) l—sy , for ISI <¢c, (5.73)

with
2 2 2

a, = A, I[%o(%as +oajag — ayaq)” + (g, — o e, + azasag)],  (5.7b)
ma, 2

a3 = m (@ag — a)T = (@30 — a50;)S — (@07 = za5)J], (3.7¢)

1

—Ta,a

a, = |A—1|00[(a'a8 + a a5 — azaq)d — (@4 + agog — aga,)S], (5.7d)

1

-
as = A, {[a (09 — agay) + ag(aza, — a,aq)]d

— [ag(azaq — ajaq) + ag(asag — agay)]1S} (5.7¢)

From (5.6¢), it is clear that if o, = 0, then m = 1. Therefore, the solutions

<Dj(s) , j =1,2,3, have no oscillatory singularities as s — +1. Conversely, we
prove that if o, # 0, then for certain combinations of the farfield tractions §,



ANISOTROPIC DISSIMILAR MATERIALS 319

T, and J, the functions ®,(s) or ®,(s), or both have oscillatory singularities.
Therefore, o, = 0 is the necessary and sufficient condition under which oscillatory
singularities do not exist for any combinations of the farfield tractions.

Assume S =J =0, T # 0. Then as s — 1, we can express ®,(s) and ®,(s)

as
e[ 35 (58) ()
+d,,Im [/_i;%?(%)l_mczf)m dél, (5.8a)
e [ 38 (1) () o
+d,,Im [/_i%(%%)"’"(i:f)mdg} , (5.8b)
wh.ere d,, d,, dy , dy, denote the corresponding coefficients in (5.6a, b). We
write
/_CC ?2_(55) (i :f) o <%)m d = h,(s) + ihy(s), (5.92)

where 4, (s) and h,(s) are real functions with singularities as s — £1. Then

@, (s) = d; Re[(1 +5)" 7 (1= 8) " (h,(s) + ihy(5))]

+d,Im[(1+5)"7 (1= 8) 7" (h,(5) + ihy(5))]. (5.9b)
As s — %1, nonoscillatory solutions of ®,(s) require
dy h +d,h,=0, d,h —d, h,=0. (5.9¢)

Since ®,(s) is not identically zero, 4 (s) and h,(s) are not identically zero. It
follows that constants d,,, d,, must be zero. The same comments apply to @(s).
Therefore, if d,,, d,,, d,,, d,, are not all zero, then, from (5.6a,b), S=J =0,
and T # 0, either @ (s) or ®,(s) will have oscillatory singularities, as s — £1.
Otherwise, if d,,, d,,, d;,,d;, are all zero, it is easy to see from (5.6a, b) with
J =0 or S =0, that either ®,(s) or ®,(s) will have oscillatory singularities as
s— x1.

When a¢ =0, Eq. (5.7a) becomes

1/2
_d Y d |17 1
_a3E [1——ySJ+a4E {(1—s2> l—ys}’ for |s| < ¢, (5.10)

where a, > 0. It is interesting to note that (5.10) is in exactly the same form as
(7.9) of [4] or (2.18) in Gautesen and Dundurs [3], which have been thoroughly
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discussed by these authors. Therefore, for o, = 0, the desired solutions follow
readily. Furthermore, from (4.11e), it is easy to see that «a, can be expressed in the
elements of matrices D and W, as

ag =Dy, W3 — D, Wy, - D

where D and W are defined by Ting [7].

However, when o # 0, it appears difficult to obtain an analytical solution for
(5.7a).

In order to eliminate possible oscillatory singularities when a¢ # 0, we may con-
sider a modification of the Comninou model, by assuming that the crack has no
sliding in the x,- and x,-directions over a small contact zone near its ends. In this
modified model, a single equation for ®,(s) is obtained, which has a rather com-
plicated form with no transparent solutions; see Appendix. We note, however, that
there seems to be little physical justification for requiring no sliding over a small
region close to the crack tips, unless the contact is frictional.

Wy (5.11)

Appendix. In this appendix, we give a modified Comninou model, which elimi-
nates possible oscillatory singularities, when o, # 0.

As in Sec. 3.2, let the interface crack on the (x,, x;)-plane extend from —-L
to L, with the frictionless contact zones (—L, a) and (b, L). Assume that the
crack is open and traction-free over the interval (—a, b). Unlike in the Comninou
model, which we considered in Sec. 5, where sliding in the x,- and x,-directions is
allowed over the whole interval (—L, L), we now assume that over the contact zones
(-=L, —a) and (b, L) there is no sliding in the x,-direction. Then, under uniform
applied farfield tractions T = (S, T, J), the tangential tractions in the x,-direction
vanish over the interval (—L, L), and the normal tractions in the x,-direction and
the tangential tractions in the x;-direction vanish over the interval (—a, b).

Therefore, after using transformation (5.1), the following equation for ®(s) is
obtained,

1 0 0
0 H(c*-sY 0 { é)dC+A<I> —-—’——}=0,
[0 0 H(* - ] / - O Ty

for |s| < 1, (A.1)
subject to conditions
®,(s)=0, forls|>1, (A.2a)
D,(s) = Py(s) =0, for|s|>c, (A.2b, ¢)
and
‘ <D|(s) ds=0, (A.2d)
/ D,(s)ds = / D,(s)ds = (A.2e, f)

where ¢ is defined by (5.3g).
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Under certain smoothness assumptions for ®,(s), i = 1, 2, 3, similar to those
discussed in Sec. 5, from (A.1), ®,(s) and ®,(s) may be obtained as follows:

3)
where
= (ad, + bd,)/(a’ +b"), L, =(ad,—bd,)/(d +b),
l ¢ a4f1(é)+a6.f2(é)
- dé
Sials) n(a® + b?) /-c -5 ¢
with
a = ay(a og + auo5 — azaq),
b= agaa, - a;) +ay(aya — aja,),
d, = —aag/a,, d, =a4(ala9—a§)+a6(a3a5—ala7),
S J d |\V1-7
f1(8) = ag 7 0 7 S| = || >
(1-7s) (1-7ys) dy | 1—ys
LH(5) = —a S e —L a5l —'l—yz
’ M-y N 1=yps)? Ty [ Lys |
and
p=0/n, tgd =bja;
¢ '/2d> 2(9)
(i) @ (s) = — 2, (s) — 2d,(s) + / de
) a2 @) anvl—s -
(A.4)

)

1_62)1/2 3(6) é+T_li l:\/l—yZ

a, dy | 1—-ys

(iii) D,(s) satisfies the single equation

Y

dé
ca((5) [ (F8) ¥«
4 f(c > o [ Ji-& <c—é)"dédn+q6=0

\/l—s2 —e\c+n —c(E=8)n-& \c—-¢

<P
6P+ 4, | é:‘_(i)
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where
q, = o% + L(oya, — ai —ay),
4, = Hlaya, = )y + £1) + (0,05 — aza5)],

2 2
_alz(Ozla2 -aj) a41

_ 2
nb b q
o, =0y (€ f,(0)

V1 f
= m/_c =

The solution for Eq. (A.5) is not available yet. But, it can be seen that the solutions
of ®,(s), i=1,2,3,do not have an oscillatory singularity as s — *1.

2
gy = — (o + o), 44

d¢ = _fz(s)+ dé
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