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Abstract 

The digital image correlation technique is applied to investigate mixed-mode (I/II) fracture in five 

aerospace epoxy formulations, four of which are experimentally toughened. Stress intensity factors 

are extracted from displacement fields using the Williams method for a range of mode mixities. 

From these measurements, values of an effective resin KIIc are deduced and these are shown to have 

a statistically significant relationship with measured composite GIIc mode II toughness values. The 

differences in constraint between composite and bulk resin specimens are discussed. 
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Nomenclature 

a Crack length, mm 

c  Critical value 

T T-stress, MPa 

G Energy release rate 

K Stress intensity factor, MPam 

Q Load at failure, N 

r Radius (polar coordinates from crack-tip), mm 

s Sample standard deviation 

 Angle (polar coordinates from crack-tip),  
  



Introduction 

The long-term damage tolerance of composite aerospace structures is of obvious importance to 

airframe designers using these materials, and consequently any new composite material for 

consideration for primary-structure aerospace application must meet a wide range of minimum 

mechanical properties, including mode I and II toughness and compressive-strength after sustaining 

a set energy impact. 

Current aerospace composite materials for primary structure application are mostly interlaminar 

toughened, including primary structures of the Boeing 787 and the Airbus A350-XWB. Interlaminar 

particle toughening provides cost-effective improvement to toughness and damage tolerance 

without compromising stiffness or causing significant detriment to solvent resistance performance. 

Whilst increasing the intrinsic toughness of a resin generally increases both mode I and mode II 

toughness [1], the addition of interlaminar toughening particles introduces a variety of possible 

competing toughening mechanisms. Whilst some particles offer high levels of mode I and mode II 

toughness, others provide high mode I toughness, but disappointing levels of mode II toughness due 

to these particles causing cracks to divert straight into the fibre-bed, away from the tough 

interlaminar region. 

In order to formulate new materials for aerospace applications, in a timely and cost-effective way, it 

is of great benefit if formulations can be screened in as quick and as fundamental a form as possible, 

ǁŝƚŚ ŵŝŶŝŵƵŵ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͘ FŽƌ ŵĂŶǇ ǇĞĂƌƐ͕ ĐŽŵƉŽƐŝƚĞ ͚ƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ͛ ŚĂǀĞ ďĞĞŶ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚ ƵƐŝŶŐ ŵƵĐŚ 
testing at a resin-only level; clearly advantageous when one considers the resources required to 

produce a quality prepreg using an in-development resin formulation. With the advent of third 

generation prepreg materials, with various exotic structures in the interlaminar region [2], 

developing formulations becomes ever more time-consuming. Limiting ourselves to the scope of 

particle toughening, there are countless micron scale thermoplastic, elastomer, inorganic etc. 

particles that are commercially available, and unlimited scope for engineering new particles.  

The bulk resin mode I fracture toughness of novel resin and resin-particle formulations is routinely 

measured using compact tension (CT) specimens. In the pure mode I case, it is well known that in 

general, improvement in mode I matrix toughness corresponds to an improvement in composite 

mode I toughness [1,3,4]. Due to the constrained length-scale in which crack tip yielding can occur, 

large increases in resin toughness generally result in smaller improvements in composite GIc. The 

resin mode I toughness generally bears little connection to composite mode II performance and no 

suitable method of measuring mode II fracture toughness of the matrix material has previously been 

identified [1]. So-called pure mode II toughness tests in polymeric materials struggle to apply a 

consistent shear force to the pre-crack tip; small differences in starter crack angle make a significant 

difference in applied KII/KI, which makes a global load-based method prone to large variation. 

Traditional mechanics assumes that if cracks grow between the plies in a laminar composite, in the 

direction of a shear load, then shear failure must occur. However, it is widely acknowledged that the 

ĐŽŶĐĞƉƚ ŽĨ ͚ŝŶƚĞƌůĂŵŝŶĂƌ ƐŚĞĂƌ ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ͛ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƚƌƵĞ ƐŚĞĂƌ ĨĂŝůƵƌĞ͖ Ăƚ Ă ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ŵĞĐŚĂŶŝƐƚŝĐ ůĞǀĞů 
failure can be seen to be tensile-opening in nature [5][1]. Bonds are not seen to break by sliding 

mechanisms but instead shear hackles are seen on fracture surfaces, the 45° shape of which denotes 



failure in the tensile direction at a material level. Thus, micro-mechanically, interlaminar shear 

failure in composites is somewhat of a misnomer. 

TŽ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ƚƌƵĞ KIIĐ Žƌ GIIĐ͕ ƚŚĞ ĨĂŝůƵƌĞ ŵŽĚĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƐƉĞĐŝŵĞŶ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ ŵŽĚĞ II ǁŚŝĐŚ ůĞĂĚƐ ďĂĐŬ ƚŽ 
ƚŚĞ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶ ĐƌĂĐŬ-ƉĂƚŚ ďǇ ƐŽŵĞ ŵĞƚŚŽĚ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĚĞĞƉ ŐƌŽŽǀĞƐ ƚŽ Ă 
ƚĞƐƚ ƐƉĞĐŝŵĞŶ͕ ĂƐ ĞŵƉůŽǇĞĚ ŝŶ Ă ƐƚƵĚǇ ďǇ ‘ĂŵƐƚĞŝŶĞƌ ΀6΁͘ A ƐƚƵĚǇ ďǇ CĂƌƉŝŶƚĞƌŝ Ğƚ Ăů͘ ΀7΁ ŝŶƚŽ ƚŚĞ 
ĞĨĨĞĐƚ ƚŚĞ ƐŝǌĞ ŽĨ ĂŶ ŝŶƚĞƌůĂŵŝŶĂƌ-ƚŽƵŐŚĞŶŝŶŐ ͚ĂŐŐƌĞŐĂƚĞ͛ ŚĂĚ ŽŶ GIIĐ ĨŽƵŶĚ ŶŽ ĞǀŝĚĞŶĐĞ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ 
ĞǆŝƐƚĞŶĐĞ ŽĨ Ă ŵŽĚĞ II ƚŽƵŐŚŶĞƐƐ ƉĂƌĂŵĞƚĞƌ ĂĨĨĞĐƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ;ŬŝŶŬĞĚͿ ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞŝƌ ƐƉĞĐŝŵĞŶƐ͘ A 
ƐŝŵŝůĂƌ ĐƌŝƚŝƋƵĞ ŽĨ GIIĐ ƚĞƐƚƐ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŵƉŽƐŝƚĞƐ ǁĂƐ ŵĂĚĞ ďǇ O͛BƌŝĞŶ ΀8΁ ƐŚŽǁŝŶŐ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ƐůŝĚŝŶŐ ƐŚĞĂƌ 
ŵĞĐŚĂŶŝƐŵƐ ĂƐƐƵŵĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ ŵĞĐŚĂŶŝĐƐ ĚĞĨŝŶŝƚŝŽŶƐ ŽĨ ŵŽĚĞ II ĨĂŝůƵƌĞ ĚŽ ŶŽƚ ŽĐĐƵƌ͘  IŶƐƚĞĂĚ 
ƚĞŶƐŝůĞ ĨĂŝůƵƌĞƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ŵĂƚƌŝǆ ŽĐĐƵƌ ƵŶĚĞƌ ĐƌŝƚŝĐĂů ƐŚĞĂƌ ůŽĂĚŝŶŐ͘ 

HŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕  ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ ŽĨ ďŽƚŚ ůĂŵŝŶĂƌ ĐŽŵƉŽƐŝƚĞ ĂŶĚ ďƵůŬ ƉŽůǇŵĞƌ ƚŽ ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ ƵŶĚĞƌ ƐŚĞĂƌ 
ůŽĂĚŝŶŐ ĂƌĞ ƉŚǇƐŝĐĂů ĐŚĂƌĂĐƚĞƌŝƐƚŝĐƐ ŽĨ ŐƌĞĂƚ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵƉŽƐŝƚĞ ĂŶĚ ĂĞƌŽƐƉĂĐĞ ŝŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĞƐ͖ 
ƉƌĞ-ĐƌĂĐŬĞĚ ĐŽŵƉŽƐŝƚĞ ƐƉĞĐŝŵĞŶƐ ůŽĂĚĞĚ ƵŶĚĞƌ ƐŚĞĂƌ ĚŽ ĨĂŝů ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŚĞĂƌ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŚĂǀĞ Ă 
ƋƵĂŶƚŝĨŝĂďůĞ ƌĞƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ ƚŽ ƚŚŝƐ ĐƌĂĐŬ ŐƌŽǁƚŚ͘ CŽŵƉŽƐŝƚĞ ͚GIIĐ͛ ŚĂƐ ďĞĞŶ ƐŚŽǁŶ ƚŽ ďĞ ƐƚƌŽŶŐůǇ ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ 
ĚĂŵĂŐĞ ƚŽůĞƌĂŶĐĞ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐŝŽŶ ĂĨƚĞƌ ŝŵƉĂĐƚ ďĞŚĂǀŝŽƵƌ ΀9͕Ϯ΁͘ TŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞ͕ ĨŽƌ Ă ĨŽĐƵƐĞĚ ĞĨĨŽƌƚ ŝŶ 
ŝŵƉƌŽǀŝŶŐ ŝŶƚĞƌůĂŵŝŶĂƌ ƐŚĞĂƌ ƚŽƵŐŚŶĞƐƐ ŝŶ ĐŽŵƉŽƐŝƚĞƐ ŝƚ ŝƐ ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ ƚŽ ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŵĞĐŚĂŶŝƐƚŝĐ 
ďĞŚĂǀŝŽƵƌ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŵĂƚƌŝǆ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ŝŶǀŽůǀĞĚ͘ TŚŝƐ ƉĂƉĞƌ ĨŽĐƵƐĞƐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŽďƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ŵŝǆĞĚ-ŵŽĚĞ 
ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ ďĞŚĂǀŝŽƵƌ ŝŶ ĂĞƌŽƐƉĂĐĞ ĞƉŽǆŝĞƐ ŝŶ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ ďĞƚƚĞƌ ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚ ƚŚĞŝƌ ďĞŚĂǀŝŽƵƌ ŝŶ ďŽƚŚ ďƵůŬ 
ƌĞƐŝŶ ĨŽƌŵ ĂŶĚ ƵůƚŝŵĂƚĞůǇ ŝŶ ĂĞƌŽƐƉĂĐĞ ĐŽŵƉŽƐŝƚĞ ĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚƐ͘ 

DŝŐŝƚĂů IŵĂŐĞ CŽƌƌĞůĂƚŝŽŶ ;DICͿ ŝƐ Ă ĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶƚ ƚŽŽů ĨŽƌ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶŝŶŐ ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĨŝĞůĚƐ ĂƌŽƵŶĚ ĐƌĂĐŬ 
ƚŝƉƐ͘ Iƚ ŝƐ Ă ƌŽďƵƐƚ͕ ŶŽŶ-ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ͕ ĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůůǇ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ƐƚƌĂŝŶ ĂŶĚ ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĨŝĞůĚ ŵĞĂƐƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŽŽů 
ǁŝƚŚ ŐƌŽǁŝŶŐ ƵƐĞ ŝŶ ŝŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĂů ĂƐ ǁĞůů ĂƐ ĂĐĂĚĞŵŝĐ ƌĞƐĞĂƌĐŚ͘ GƌĞǇƐĐĂůĞ ĚŝŐŝƚĂů ŝŵĂŐĞƐ ŽĨ Ă ƌĂŶĚŽŵůǇ 
ƉĂƚƚĞƌŶĞĚ ƐƉĞĐŝŵĞŶ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ ĂƌĞ ƌĞĐŽƌĚĞĚ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŵƉĂƌĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĂŶ ŝŶŝƚŝĂů ŝŵĂŐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƐƚƌĂŝŶ-ĨƌĞĞ 
ƐƉĞĐŝŵĞŶ͘ CŽŵƉĂƌŝƐŽŶ ŽĐĐƵƌƐ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ ĐƌŽƐƐ-ĐŽƌƌĞůĂƚŝŽŶ ĂůŐŽƌŝƚŚŵ ƉĞƌĨŽƌŵĞĚ ŽŶ ͚ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƚŝŽŶ 
ǁŝŶĚŽǁƐ͛ ŽĨ ƉŝǆĞůƐ͕ ƵƐƵĂůůǇ ϭϱ-ϴϬ ƉŝǆĞůƐ ƐƋƵĂƌĞ͘ SƵďƉŝǆĞů ĂĐĐƵƌĂĐǇ ŝƐ ŽďƚĂŝŶĞĚ ďǇ ĨŝƚƚŝŶŐ ŝŶƚĞƌƉŽůĂƚŝŽŶ 
ĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ ƚŚĞ ŐƌĞǇƐĐĂůĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ ŽĨ ĞĂĐŚ ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝŶĚŽǁ͘ ‘ĂŶĚŽŵ ƉĂƚƚĞƌŶƐ ĂƌĞ ŵŽƐƚ ŽĨƚĞŶ 
ĂƉƉůŝĞĚ ƵƐŝŶŐ ŵĂƚƚ ďůĂĐŬ ƉĂŝŶƚ ƐƉĞĐŬůĞƐ ŽŶ Ă ŵĂƚƚ ǁŚŝƚĞ ďĂƐĞĐŽĂƚ͘ A ĐŽŵƉƌĞŚĞŶƐŝǀĞ ĞǆĂŵŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ 
ƚŚĞ DIC ƚĞĐŚŶŝƋƵĞ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ĨŽƵŶĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ďŽŽŬ ďǇ SƵƚƚŽŶ Ğƚ Ăů͘ ΀10΁͘ 

FƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĨŝĞůĚƐ͕ ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ ƉĂƌĂŵĞƚĞƌƐ ŵĂǇ ďĞ ĞǆƚƌĂĐƚĞĚ ĂŶĚ ƵƐĞĚ ƚŽ ƋƵĂŶƚŝĨǇ ĂŶĚ 
ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚ ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ ďĞŚĂǀŝŽƵƌ͘  WŚŝůƐƚ ƉŚŽƚŽĞůĂƐƚŝĐŝƚǇ ŝƐ ŽĨƚĞŶ ƵƐĞĚ ĨŽƌ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ƚŚĞ 
ĨŽƌŵƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƵŶĚĞƌ ƐƚƵĚǇ ŚĞƌĞ ĂƌĞ ŶŽƚ ƐƵŝƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚŝƐ ƚĞĐŚŶŝƋƵĞ ĚƵĞ ƚŽ ƌĞůĂƚŝǀĞůǇ ůŽǁ ůĞǀĞůƐ ŽĨ 
ƚƌĂŶƐƉĂƌĞŶĐǇ͘ MƵĐŚ ǁŽƌŬ ŚĂƐ ďĞĞŶ ĐĂƌƌŝĞĚ ŽƵƚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĞǆƚƌĂĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ ƉĂƌĂŵĞƚĞƌƐ ĨƌŽŵ ;ƵƐƵĂůůǇ 
DICͿ ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĚĂƚĂ ΀11͕12͕13͕14΁͘ TŚŝƐ ĞǆƚƌĂĐƚŝŽŶ ƚǇƉŝĐĂůůǇ ŝŶǀŽůǀĞƐ ŝƚĞƌĂƚŝǀĞůǇ ŵĂƉƉŝŶŐ 
ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĨŝĞůĚ ĚĂƚĂ ŝŶƚŽ ĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƚŚĞ WŝůůŝĂŵƐΖ ƐƚƌĞƐƐ ĨŝĞůĚ ƐŽůƵƚŝŽŶ  ΀15΁ ;ĞƋƵĂƚŝŽŶƐ ϭͿ Žƌ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ 
ƚŚĞ MƵƐŬŚĞůŝƐŚǀŝůŝ ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚ ĚĞƚĂŝůĞĚ ŝŶ ΀16͕ 17΁͘ 

 

௫௫ߪ ൌ ݎߨʹூξܭ cos ߠʹ ൬ͳ െ sin ߠʹ sin͵ʹߠ൰ ൅ ܶ ൅ cosݎξܣ ߠʹ ൬ͳ ൅ sinଶ Ʌʹ൰ ൅ Oሺݎሻ 
௬௬ߪ ൌ ௄಺ξଶగ௥ cos ఏଶ ቀͳ െ sin ఏଶ sin ଷఏଶ ቁ ൅ cosݎξܣ ఏଶ ቀͳ െ sinଶ ஘ଶቁ ൅ O൫ݎଷ ଶΤ ൯  ;ϭĂͿ 



߬௫௬ ൌ ݎߨʹூξܭ cos ߠʹ sin ߠʹ cos͵ʹߠ െ sinݎξܣ ߠʹ cosଶ Ʌʹ ൅ Oሺݎሻ 
 

 

 

௫௫ߪ ൌ െܭூூξʹݎߨ sin ߠʹ ൬ʹ ൅ cos ߠʹ cos ൰ߠʹ͵ ൅ sinݎξܤ ߠʹ ൬ʹ ൅ cosଶ Ʌʹ൰ ൅ Oሺݎሻ 
௬௬ߪ ൌ ௄಺಺ξଶగ௥ sin ఏଶ cos ఏଶ cos ଷఏଶ െ sinݎξܤ ఏଶ cosଶ ஘ଶ ൅ O൫ݎଷ ଶΤ ൯    ;ϭďͿ 

߬௫௬ ൌ ݎߨʹூூξܭ cos ߠʹ ൬ͳ െ sin ߠʹ sin͵ʹߠ൰ ൅ cosݎξܤ ߠʹ ൬ͳ ൅ sin ߠʹ sin ൰ߠʹ͵ ൅ O൫ݎଷ ଶΤ ൯ 
 

A ŶƵŵďĞƌ ŽĨ ƐƚƵĚŝĞƐ ΀ϭϭ͕ 18΁ ŚĂǀĞ ŚŝŐŚůŝŐŚƚĞĚ ƚŚĞ ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĂĐĐƵƌĂĐǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĚĞĨŝŶĞĚ ĐƌĂĐŬ-

ƚŝƉ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ DIC ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ ƉĂƌĂŵĞƚĞƌ ĞǆƚƌĂĐƚŝŽŶ ƵƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ WŝůůŝĂŵƐ ŵĞƚŚŽĚ͖ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƉĞƌƐ ƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞĚ 
ŚĞƌĞ ďŽƚŚ ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚŝŶŐ ĐƌĂĐŬ-ƚŝƉ ůŽĐĂƚŝŶŐ ĂůŐŽƌŝƚŚŵƐ ƚŽ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ ĐƌĂĐŬ-ƚŝƉ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ 
ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĨŝĞůĚ͘ AŶ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞ ŵĞƚŚŽĚ ǁĂƐ ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚ ďǇ LſƉĞǌ-CƌĞƐƉŽ Ğƚ Ăů͘ ΀ϭϲ΁ ƵƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ 
MƵƐŬŚĞůŝƐŚǀŝůŝ ŵĞƚŚŽĚ͕ ĐŽŵďŝŶĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ SŽďĞů ĞĚŐĞ-ĨŝŶĚŝŶŐ ĂůŐŽƌŝƚŚŵ͕ ƚŽ ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ ƉƌŽďůĞŵƐ ǁŝƚŚ 
ƚŽƵŐŚ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ĂŶĚ ůĂƌŐĞ ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ͘ 

 

Materials and methods 

Five different epoxy formulations; a base control resin A, and four experimentally toughened resins 

B, C, D and E, were supplied by an industrial partner and tested. Materials were toughened with 

ĞǆƉĞƌŝŵĞŶƚĂů ƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞ ͚ĨŝůůĞƌƐ͕͛ ĐĂŶĚŝĚĂƚĞƐ ĨŽƌ ĂĞƌŽƐƉĂĐĞ interlaminar toughening agents. The 

nature of these materials is commercially sensitive and as such some results have been normalised 

and details of the formulations have not been disclosed. 

The epoxy formulations were machined into a specimen geometry based on the work by Arcan and 

Banks-Sills ΀19΁͘ These allow mixed-mode loading from pure mode I, to almost pure mode II, 

performed at 15° loading intervals. Arcan-type specimens were chosen for their material efficiency 

and low crack-tip rigid body displacement to aid DIC measurement. WŚŝůƐƚ ŶŽƚ Ă ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ 
ŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ƚŚĞ ƐƚƵĚǇ ďǇ TĂŚĞƌ Ğƚ Ăů͘ ŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚĞĚ ƚŚĞ ƐŚĞĂƌͬƚĞŶƐŝůĞ ďĞŚĂǀŝŽƵƌ ŽĨ ĨŽĂŵ ƐƉĞĐŝŵĞŶƐ 
ǁŝƚŚ DIC ƵƐŝŶŐ ĂŶ AƌĐĂŶ-ƚǇƉĞ ĂƌƌĂŶŐĞŵĞŶƚ ΀20΁͘ FŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƵƌĞ ƐŚĞĂƌ ĂƌƌĂŶŐĞŵĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ DIC ƌĞƐƵůƚƐ 
ĐůĞĂƌůǇ ƐŚŽǁĞĚ Ă ƵŶŝĨŽƌŵ ƐŚĞĂƌ ƐƚƌĂŝŶ ĂĐƌŽƐƐ ƚŚĞ ƐƉĞĐŝŵĞŶ ůŝŐĂŶĚ͘ TŚĞ ƐƚƵĚǇ ƵƐĞĚ Ă ŵŽĚŝĨŝĞĚ AƌĐĂŶ 
ĂƌƌĂŶŐĞŵĞŶƚ ƚŽ ĂůůŽǁ ǀĂƌŝĂďůĞ ƌĂƚŝŽƐ ŽĨ ĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐŝŽŶͬƐŚĞĂƌ ƚŽ ďĞ ƚĞƐƚĞĚ ŝŶ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚĞŶƐŝŽŶͬƐŚĞĂƌ͘  

A specimen in the loading grips is shown in figure 1. Since toughness values were to be measured, 

sharp, naturally propagated cracks were generated by razor-tapping, and so a specimen with an 

edge-crack was necessary to enable this. Specimens are asymmetrical (notch on one side, machined 



out on other side) to ease specimen preparation. Tests were performed at room-temperature, 

ambient humidity conditions. 

A random speckle pattern of black paint on a white background was applied to the specimens using 

an airbrush. This gave speckle sizes of around 20-50 ʅŵ ŝŶ ĚŝĂŵĞƚĞƌ ;ĞƋƵŝǀĂůĞŶƚ ƚŽ ϰ-10 pixels on the 

camera CCD). 

A 2.0MP, 14bit LaVision 2D-DIC camera system was used with a Navitar PreciseEye long-field 

microscope lens, giving a field of view of 6.0 × 4.5 mm. The camera was fixed at an angle normal to 

the specimen, and rotated about the z-axis (out-of-plane) to be square to the crack. Cold, fibre-optic 

LED lighting was used. This arrangement is shown in figure 1. 

  

Figure 1 Experimental arrangement. Enlarged is a specimen in grips at a 45° loading angle. DIC field 

of view (yellow) and coordinate system are overlaid. 

LaVision Strainmaster 7.1 was used to determine displacement fields using multi-pass integration 

windows of size 64x64 pixels, trading some spatial resolution for absolute accuracy. These settings 

were determined through convergence study. DICITAC (Digital Image Correlation Intensity factor and 

T-stress Analyser Code) [21], a Matlab-based program created by Zanganeh [22] at the University of 

Sheffield ǁĂƐ ƵƐĞĚ ƚŽ ĞǆƚƌĂĐƚ ĨƌĂĐƚƵƌĞ ƉĂƌĂŵĞƚĞƌƐ ĨƌŽŵ ŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂů ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĨŝĞůĚ ͚ĨƌĂŵĞƐ͛ 
produced by the DIC calculations. The technique, algorithms and procedures are documented in 

[11]. Performing this technique on standard pure-mode I compact tension specimens of the same 

formulations, and comparing DIC-measured values with values derived by DICITAC, allowed the 

accuracy of this system to be determined. DIC-measured values were within ±Ϭ͘Ϭϱ MPĂяŵ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ 
͚ƚŚĞŽƌĞƚŝĐĂů͛ ůŽĂĚ-cell determined values [23]. 

In addition to the resin tests, the mode II fracture toughness of carbon-fibre composite specimens 

was measured. This was achieved by producing unidirectional prepreg on a prepreg tape line using 

an aerospace-qualified IM fibre using each experimental resin formulation. GIIc values were 

measured using a variation of the prEN 6034 End Notch Flexure (ENF) method; this method was 

varied by using a mode II instead of mode I precrack. 

 

x 

y 
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Results and discussion 

Stress intensity values 

KI and KII values at failure; KIQ and KIIQ, (the subscript Q referring to the value at failure load Q, to 

avoid confusion with subscript ܿ referring to a material toughness value) were taken immediately 

prior to fracture and plotted against loading angle for all materials. These are presented in figures 

2a-e. These figures show that the data exhibits an approximately linear relationship between 15° 

and 90° loading, i.e. when KII > 0.  

Values of KI/K and KII/K (i.e. normalised for applied stress; K is globally applied stress ʍ multiplied by 

√a) for angled edge-cracks subjected to tension theoretically follow co-sinusoidal and sinusoidal 

based relationships respectively as the crack angle varies [24]. However the values at failure do not 

appear to follow this relationship, nor is there any reason kinking cracks in non-homogeneous 

materials would be expected to. Linear regression lines have been applied to these data to aid 

statistical processing. 

Investigating the multiple toughening mechanisms of the materials under question, including 

crazing/microcracking; crack path deviations and bifurcation; toughening agent debonding, cracking, 

ĐƌĂĐŬ ďƌŝĚŐŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĐƌĂĐŬ ƉŝŶŶŝŶŐ͖ ŝŶ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ͚ƉůĂƐƚŝĐ͛ ƐŚĞĂƌ ǇŝĞůĚŝŶŐ ďĞŚĂǀŝŽƵƌ͕ ůĞĂĚƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŝĚĞĂ 
that different toughening mechanisms contribute to toughness in different modes differently. There 

is a strong discontinuity in KIQ behaviour from pure mode I (i.e. KIc), to the mixed-mode stress 

intensity factor values (figure 2). The suspected reason for this step-change in behaviour is that as a 

non-zero shear component is introduced, the fracture behaviours, specifically the active toughening 

mechanisms, change significantly. All mixed-mode and mode II specimens failed with sudden, 

kinking cracks. However, the cracks of specimens loaded in pure mode I failed more progressively, 

without change in crack direction. 

Similar behaviour is observed in composite materials; gradual propagation, or sometimes stick-slip 

crack propagation occurs in mode I GIC DCB specimens, whilst sudden crack propagation occurs in 

mode II GIIc 3PB-ENF specimens. This idea is discussed in the recent GIIc testing standard 

ISO15114:2014 [25]. 

Similar step-like differences in toughness from pure mode I to the mixed-mode region have 

previously been observed in mixed-mode tests of carbon-epoxy in a study by Reeder [26]. All three 

of the carbon-epoxy materials tested exhibited an increase in GIQ (GI at failure) when GII was 

increased from zero. In the bulk resin specimens presented currently, the step-change for most 

materials (including the particle untoughened system) can be seen to be a decrease in mode I 

toughness rather than cause an increase. Thus, there is evidence that there is a step-like disparity 

between pure mode I behaviour and mixed-mode behaviour in both composite and bulk material. 

KI and KII values measured at the supposedly pure shear conditions of the 90 degree specimens were 

comparatively more difficult to measure than in the pure mode I and mixed-mode conditions due to 

relatively small displacements and the presence of tractions on the crack flanks. Indeed, some 

specimens measured slightly negative mode I components, indicative of crack closure and crack-

flank tractions (and non-compliance with the Williams equation boundaries). Consequently, a 



method of extracting a mode II fracture toughness from mixed-mode data, rather than relying solely 

on the 90 degree loading was sought. 

Numerous studies have used mixed-mode failure criteria to compare with experimental data. There 

are many different criteria, however the simplest and most widely used is the Mixed-Mode Failure 

Envelope (MMFE), equation (2). 

 ቆܭூೂܭூ௖ቇ௠ ൅ ቆܭூூொܭூூ௖ ቇ௡ ൅ ቆܭூூூொܭூூூ௖ቇ௢ ൌ ͳ (2) 

 

The fundamental assumption of the MMFE is that failure occurs at a material critical energy release 

rate Gc and that the three failure modes each contribute to failure relative to the toughness in the 

respective mode. Thus, failure can be separated into three commutable proportions of failure, one 

to each mode. This approach is used as a failure criterion in the widely used Virtual Crack Closure 

Technique (VCCT) for design of composite components [27]. 

It is noted that the selection of powers m, n and o using this method is not phenomenonalistic; 

powers are chosen for their fit.  

The previously mentioned study by Reeder [26], in which toughness Gc was observed to increase in 

carbon-epoxy composites at small, non-zero, levels of KII/KI, sought to identify the most appropriate 

ĨĂŝůƵƌĞ ĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ͘ A ǁŝĚĞ ƌĂŶŐĞ ŽĨ ĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ůŝƚĞƌĂƚƵƌĞ ǁĞƌĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞĚ ƚŽ ĨŝŶĚ ǁŚŝĐŚ ĐŽƵůĚ ͚ĐĂƉƚƵƌĞ͛ 
ƚŚŝƐ ƌŝƐĞ ŝŶ ƚŽƵŐŚŶĞƐƐ͕ ŝŶ ĂŶ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚ ƚŽ Ĩŝƚ ƚŚĞ ĞŶƚŝƌĞ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ďĞŚĂǀŝŽƵƌ ͚ĐƵƌǀĞ͕͛ ĨƌŽŵ ƉƵƌĞ ŵŽĚĞ I ƚŽ 
pure mode II, to a semi-analytically derived failure criteria. The approach presented in this paper 

ĚŝĨĨĞƌƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĂƚ ŝŶƐƚĞĂĚ ŽĨ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚŝŶŐ ƚŽ ĐĂƉƚƵƌĞ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵƉůĞǆ ͚ĞůďŽǁ͛ ĐƵƌǀĞ that fitted through all 

points would make, the pure mode I behaviour has been analysed separately to the mixed-mode 

behaviour. As established earlier, the fracture failure ŵĞĐŚĂŶŝƐŵ ŝŶ ͚ďƌŝƚƚůĞ͛ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ under shear 

still occurs micromechanically, as a mode I fracture process, albeit after an apparent mode II value 

has been overcome. 

To account for the discrepancy in material behaviour between pure mode I and mixed-mode 

loading, the value of KIc in the MMFE was replaced with a mixed-mode effective value. This was 

defined by extrapolation of the mixed-mode KIQ regression line to the pure mode I, zero degree 

loading angle case. This is thought to give a failure value that appropriately describes the mode I 

͚ƚŽƵŐŚŶĞƐƐ͛ ǁŝƚŚ ƌĞŐĂƌĚƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŵŽĚĞ I ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ĨĂŝůƵƌĞ ŝŶ ŵŝǆĞĚ ŵŽĚĞ ůŽĂĚŝŶŐ͘ TŚƵƐ͕ ƚŚŝƐ 
value of effective KIc aims to sum the influence of mode I ƚŽƵŐŚĞŶŝŶŐ ŵĞĐŚĂŶŝƐŵƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĂƌĞ ͚ĂĐƚŝǀĞ͛ 
under kinking failure and remove those that do not contribute toward kinking failure, but do 

contribute toward the more progressive fracture observed in (pure mode I) compact tension tests. It 

is worth mentioning that the KIQ values at 0 = ࢕, the pure mode I case, were in close agreement with 

KIc values as measured using standard, compact tension specimens and the BS ISO 13586 method 

[28]. Through this modification of the standard MMFE criteria, it was found that despite the non-

ƉƵƌĞ ƐŚĞĂƌ ĨĂŝůƵƌĞ͕ ƚŚŝƐ ĞŵƉŝƌŝĐĂů ĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝŽŶ͛Ɛ ĞŶǀĞůŽƉĞ ĐůŽƐĞůǇ ĨŝƚƚĞĚ ƚŚĞ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů-specific 

behaviours of our results. 



By disregarding the mode III contributions, and using empirically appropriate powers m and n of 1, a 

value of KIIc can be determined for each specimen tested. At low loading angles, KIIc >> KIIQ which 

resulted in numerical instability and so only specimens of ࢕ ш ϯϬΣ ǁere considered. Values of 

apparent KIIc for each material were averaged, and the standard deviation of each set was 

calculated. These values can be found in table 1.  

  

  

 
Figure 2 ʹ KI and KII values at failure 
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Table 1 ʹ Normalised composite GIIc and measured apparent resin KIIc values. 

Material 

Composite GIIc 

(normalised) 

Apparent resin 

KIIc (normalised) 

Standard 

deviation 

Coefficient 

of variance 

A 1.00 1.00 0.22 22% 

B 1.98 1.17 0.19 16% 

C 2.54 1.25 0.30 24% 

D 0.89 0.90 0.20 23% 

E 1.37 1.09 0.28 26% 

 

Resin KIIc results were compared to composite mode II fracture toughnesses of each formulation 

(figure 3). The average GIIc value from six to thirteen specimens͛ ĂǀĞƌĂŐĞ GIIc values are presented. 

GIIc values have been normalised to the baseline resin ͚A͛͘ 

 

Figure 3 ʹ Resin apparent KIIc against composite GIIc for experimentally toughened systems 

Figure 3 suggests that there is a positive correlation between the shear component at fracture in 

resin, i.e. the normalised resin KIIc using a mixed-mode failure locus, and the composite interlaminar 

shear behaviour, i.e. GIIc. 

In a composite subject to mode II loading there are Ă ŵƵůƚŝƚƵĚĞ ŽĨ ŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂů ͚ĐƌĂĐŬƐ͛ resisting mode I 

growth under shear͕ ĂƐ ĞǀŝĚĞŶĐĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƵďŝƋƵŝƚŽƵƐ ͚ƐŚĞĂƌ ŚĂĐŬůĞ͛ of GIIc fracture surfaces. The 

resin mixed-mode tests presented here describe a method of measuring an apparent resin shear 

toughness, indicating the resistance of the crack to kinking toward mode I and subsequently 

propagating. This is thought to be analogous to the micromechanical behaviour of the resistance of 

individual hackles. Consequently, it is understandable that small differences in ͚ƵŶĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶĞĚ͛ ďƵůŬ 
resin KIIc performance correspond to larger GIIc changes in the composite. 

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

0.7 0.8 0.9 1 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5

C
o

m
p

o
si

te
 G

II
c 

(n
o

rm
a

li
se

d
) 

Resin KIIc (normalised) from mixed-mode failure locus using KIc-MM-eff 

KIIc error bars: ܵݔܧҧ ൌ േݏȀ ݊ 



As one continues to increase resin mode I toughness, improvements in composite GIc are more 

difficult to realise and the relationship flattens since less benefit can be exploited within the tightly 

constrained, narrow resin interlaminar layer in a composite [1]. However, for small improvements in 

the micromechanical mode II resin toughness, the opposite situation appears to occur, and huge 

improvements in composite GIIc are realised. This is due to the laminate structure constraining the 

fracture between the plies, allowing toughening effects to occur over a longer distance along the 

crack-path. 

The resin GIc values calculated in this study are lower than the composite GIIc values. However, this 

compounds the difficulties in studying mode II performance further; the failure mechanism in both 

resin shear-loaded fracture and composite GIIc ENF test are already both inherently unstable and 

both are subject to much scatter. Nevertheless, statistically significant differences in resin shear 

fracture performance have been measured and these favourably correspond to composite 

performances.  

Conclusions 

2D digital image correlation and parameter extraction has been shown to be a useful tool in the 

analysis of fairly brittle materials such as epoxy. It has been shown that the shear fracture 

performance of composites can be related to the behaviour of the matrix resin under a shear 

component. It is hoped that this study can form the basis for showing further links between resin 

shear fracture behaviour and composite shear fracture behaviour, aiding the understanding and 

development of new, tougher aerospace materials. 

Difficulties in comparing mode II behaviour in resins and mode II behaviour in composites have 

arisen previously and been blamed on the huge differences in constraint and behaviour between the 

two systems [6]. The increase in constraint in a composite changes the global behaviour and hugely 

increases the energy release rate from a bulk, unconstrained state. The results from the five 

materials presented here suggest that at a local mechanistic level crack behaviour is similar and 

quantifiable. 

It has been shown that performing direct measurements of parameters at failure, rather than relying 

upon shape-function and load-based methods, offers a promising insight into connecting the 

material behaviour of matrix and composite. 
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