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ABSTRACT. An analysis to show the capability of moving mesh strategy to 
predict dynamic crack growth phenomena in 2D continuum media is 
proposed. The numerical method is implemented in the framework of the 
finite element method, which is coupled with moving mesh strategy to 
simulate the geometry variation produced by the crack tip motion. In 
particular, a computational procedure based on the combination of Fracture 
Mechanics concepts and Arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian approach (ALE) is 
developed. This represents a generalization of previous authors’ works in a 
dynamic framework to propose a unified approach for predicting crack 
propagation in both static and dynamic frameworks. The crack speed is 
explicitly evaluated at each time step by using a proper crack tip speed 
criterion, which can be expressed as a function of energy release rate or stress 
intensity factor. Experimental and numerical results are proposed to validate 
the proposed approach. Mesh dependence problem, computational efficiency 
and numerical complexity are verified by comparative results.  
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INTRODUCTION  
 

any researchers devoted their attention to investigate dynamic fracture mechanics by means of analytical or/and 
computational formulations. In the literature, most of the models are developed in the framework of the Finite 
Element Method (FEM), because of its robustness and reliability to deal with complex geometries. Smeared crack 

models are utilized with large success, since they are easy to be implemented and reproduce correctly the amount of energy 
dissipation during the crack growth [1,2]. However, regularization techniques such as nonlocal or gradient based models are 
required to prevent material instability problems and to capture the internal characteristic length and displacement 
discontinuity in presence of microcracks. In addition, mesh dependency problems are typically observed, since a large 
number of FEs should be introduced in the region in which the crack path is expected. Numerical models based on the 
Cohesive Zone Modelling (CZM) are frequently adopted for simulating crack evolution in both static and dynamic 
frameworks [3,4]. An important advantage of the CZMs is their ability to predict directly crack onset and propagation, 
without introducing preexisting material discontinuities [5,6,7]. However, the initial finite stiffness in the constitutive laws 
may produce, especially in brittle solids, an excess of compliance with spurious interface traction oscillations. Moreover, a 
refined mesh is required to predict accurately the fracture variables, which in many cases may lead to instability or non-
convergent phenomena. Such problems may be circumvented by the use of re-meshing techniques, but numerical 
complexities still remain due to the need of local mesh modification algorithm [8]. Despite high computational costs, re-
meshing based methods have shown rigorous results to predict crack path and related fracture variables. Alternatively, 
Embedded or Extended Finite Element Methods (EFEM, XFEM) are able to reproduce crack growth without the use of 
re-meshing procedures by the enrichment of displacement fields inside an element. In particular, material discontinuities 
propagate within the elements, leaving unaltered the mesh discretization [9]. However, due to lack of proper criteria for 
crack branching and interaction, reliable predictions of complex fracture patterns remain a key challenge [10].  
Recently, several refined formulations are proposed to improve crack onset criterion and growth procedures with respect 
to conventional models based on CZM or Fracture Mechanics (FM). For instance, methodologies, based on the Scaled 
Boundary Finite Element Method (SBFEM) for simulating dynamic crack propagation by adopting polygon elements, are 
developed in [11]. Although, these numerical schemes present good capabilities for computing the fracture variables by 
means of re-meshing events, they change the global mesh, leading to large computation costs. Differently, efficient numerical 
models consistent to the Cracking Elements (CE) are proposed, in which strong discontinuity embedded approach, based 
on the use of disconnected cracking segments, is developed [12]. The main advantage of this approach is the absence of re-
meshing or enrichments events, whereas the main disadvantages are the inability to describe accurately crack path and 
SIF/ERR functions. Phase-Field Methods (PFMs) have rapidly spread in view of their capability to seamlessly deal with 
complex crack patterns like initiation, branching, merging and even fragmentation [13]. One of the main disadvantage of 
the PFM is the fact that the method is still computationally intensive. 
In order to avoid some of the issue previously mentioned, numerical models based on moving mesh methodology are 
developed in the literature. In [14], a model based on a combined approach developed in the framework of Fracture 
Mechanics and moving mesh methodology is able to predict dynamic delamination phenomena in layered structures. 
Similarly, numerical strategies based on a coupled approach between moving mesh and the cohesive zone modelling are 
presented in [15-18]. In this case, moving mesh methodology based on ALE approach is introduced only to represent 
process zone region, leaving the governing equations of the structural model, basically, unaltered [19].  
The aim of the present work is to generalize the numerical approach developed in [19,20] to describe dynamic crack 
propagation in 2D structures. In particular, the approach combines concepts arising from structural mechanics and moving 
mesh methodology, which are implemented in a unified framework to predict crack growth on the basis of Fracture 
Mechanics variables. Moving computational nodes are modified starting from a fixed referential coordinate system on the 
basis of a crack growth criterion to predict directionality and displacement of the tip front. This is achieved by introducing 
both crack propagation in terms of tip speed and angle of propagation, appropriately. Numerical results demonstrating the 
effectiveness of the method to simulate crack growth in continuum media under dynamic loading conditions or impact 
phenomena are proposed.  
 
 
FORMULATION OF THE MODEL 
 

he proposed modeling is based on the combination of FM and Moving Mesh Method (MMM). The former predicts 
crack growth, by the use of the ERR/SIF concepts and an advancing criterion, whereas the latter is introduced to 
account geometry changes produced by the crack evolution.  

M 
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The crack growth is predicted by the use of a moving mesh methodology based on an arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian (ALE) 
formulation. In particular, two coordinate systems are introduced, known as Referential (R) and Moving (M) ones (Fig. 1). 
A one to one relationship between the R and the M is defined by the following mapping operator 


 : 

 

   M RX X ,t
  

  1
R MX X ,t
  

       (1) 

 
where RX


 and MX


 identify the positions on the computational points in R and M configurations, respectively. More 

details on the derivation of the governing equations are reported in [21]. According to ALE formulation, the time and spatial 
derivatives of a generic physical field, in referential and material configurations can be related by the following relationships: 
 

 

1

1

X R

X R

f J f

f f X f X ,t f X J f





  

          

   


    

   with      R r

d
X X ,t

dt
 

  
  (2) 

 
where X 


 represents the relative velocity of the grid points in the material reference system. Analogously, starting from 

Eqn.(2), the second time derivative is evaluated recursively as:  
 

 2  X X X X X Xf f f X fX f X X f X X               
               

    (3) 

 
where 


 is the gradient operator function. 

 

 
 

Figure 1: Relationship between R and M coordinate systems. 
 
The governing equations in the material configuration can be written by means of the principle of d’Alembert, taking into 
account virtual works of inertial, external and internal forces: 
 

 V V V

u dV u u dV t u ndA f u dV


           
        

       (4) 

 
where, n


is the unit normal vector,  is the mass density, 


is the Cauchy stress tensor, t


is the traction forces vector on 

the free surface, f


is the volume forces vector dV and dA  are the volume and the loaded area in the material configuration. 

Substituting Eqn. (2)-(3), consistently to ALE formulation, the governing equations given by Eqns. (4)-(5) should be 
reformulated to take into account the transformation rule between the Lagrangian and referential coordinate system (Fig.4): 
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 (5) 

 

where rV and r  are the volume and the loaded area in the referential configuration, C


 is the elastic moduli matrix 

collecting stiffness coefficients, det( J )  is the determinant of a scalar metric representing the ratio of differential areas. It is 
worth noting that Eqn. (5) requires the definition of a proper advancing scheme to enforce the crack tip displacements and 
a rezoning procedure to move the current positions of the crack tip front, keeping the computational mesh undistorted 
during the whole calculation. In the proposed modeling, the crack tip motion is consistent to the crack growth criterion 
based on the instantaneous crack tip speed [22]. A fracture function depending from fracture tip variables, such as for 
instance ERR or SIF is required. According to ALE approach, the region enclosed into the   contour is able to describe 
the crack motion by introducing the following boundary conditions (Fig. 2): 
 

  0 0      T F T FX cos , Y sin ,        


        (6) 
 
where 0  is the crack propagation angle, whereas F is the incremental scalar quantity computed at the current iteration step, 
by adopting a proper dynamic crack growth criterion. Angle prediction and crack tip displacements are evaluated by solving 
the following equations: 
 

 0 0 0Gf G, ,G        0 Fg G      
G

F F

f

G
  




     with  0F    and 0F G G Gf f      (7) 

 

where F  is the fracture multiplier, G represents the fracture variable, i.e. total ERR or SIF, 0  is the angle of propagation 

depending from the crack kinking function Fg  , Gf is the fracture function. Eqn. (6)-(7) are completed by additional 
boundary conditions applied to the geometry contour lines and time initial conditions (Fig.2): 
 

1 20 0

0 0 0

                             on   

         

X , Y ,

X Y , X Y t

   

   

  

             (8) 

 
The elements of the remaining regions of the structures are stretched due to a Laplace based regularization method leading 
to a consistent transition of the mesh during the crack growth: 
 

2 0X X , 


  2 0X Y , 


        (9) 

 
The variational form of the governing equations of the ALE problem is derived starting from Eqn. (8)-(9), introducing 

weight functions    1 2w X ,Y ,w X ,Y and then integrating by part. Internal boundary conditions regarding the 

prescribed crack tip speed, defined on the basis of Eqn. (7) are taken into account for by means of non-ideal weak constraints 
based on the Lagrangian Multiplier Method (LMM). Therefore, the resulting equations for ALE formulation are: 
 

  0
R F F

F

V S S

X : X dV Xn dA X dA               
         

     (10) 

 
where X


 is the vector containing the horizontal and vertical nodal point positions, 


 is the LMM vector. Governing 

equations, given by Eqn. (5), (7) and Eqn. (10), introduce a nonlinear set of equations, which are solved numerically, using 
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a customized finite element program based on COMSOL Multiphysics [23]. In particular, proper script files are carried out 
to manage the steps involved in the procedure, regarding the geometry variation due to the crack propagation and the mesh 
enrichment in the process zone. Moreover, the resulting algebraic equations are solved by using an implicit time integration 
scheme based on a variable step-size backward differentiation formula (BDF), in which a coupled approach, in which no 
splitting operators in the solving procedure for plane stress and ALE formulation are considered. More details on the 
implementation procedure are reported in [20].  
 

 
Figure 2: ALE formulation: boundary and initial conditions. 

 
 

EVALUATION OF THE ERR AND CRACK GROWTH CRITERION  
 

n the present section, the main formulas regarding the computation of the ERR and crack growth criterion are 
summarized. It is worth noting that the present formulation is quite general to be utilized in conjunction with other 
existing formulas and procedures typically developed in Fracture Mechanics to predict crack growth. In order to 

compute the ERR components, a path independent J integral formulation developed in [24] has been considered into the 
proposed numerical scheme by means of the following expression: 
 

 

    
0

0

dS

     = dS dV
c

k   k i i ,k

k i i ,k i i ,k i i ,kV V

J lim W K n t u

lim W K n t u u f u u u








 
 







    

         



    
    (11) 

 
where  is a contour enclosing the crack tip, W and K are the strain and the kinetic energy densities and kn  is the outward 

normal, ,  and i i iu u u  are the displacement velocity and acceleration of the material point, respectively,   is the material 

density,  is an arbitrary contour going around the crack tip. From the numerical point of view, case it is convenient to 
consider the following expression taking the limit of 0V  , i.e 0  : 
 

   dS dV
c

k k i i ,k i i ,k i i ,kV
J W K n t u u f u u u

 
 


                    (12) 

 
The ERR components, evaluated with reference to the global coordinates system, can be projected on the local tip 
coordinates by using the following coordinate transformation rule (Fig.3): 
 

 

0 0

0 0

x X

y Y

J cos sin J

J sin cos J

 
 

     
         

          (13) 

 
with 
 

 

0 0

0 0

x X Y

y X Y

J cos J sin J

J sin J cos J

 
 

 
  

          (14) 

I 



 

                                                           F. Fabbrocino et alii, Frattura ed Integrità Strutturale, 51 (2020) 410-422; DOI: 10.3221/IGF-ESIS.51.30 
 

415 
 

where  x yJ , J is the tangential or normal components of the dynamic J integral.  

 

 
 

Figure 3: Schematic representation of the path independent J integral developed by Nishioka (1997). 
 
The computation of the SIFs is developed by using the component separation method, where IK  and IIK  expressions are 
related to the dynamic J integral, crack velocity parameters and evolution functions [24]. In order to compute the crack 
propagation direction a proper crack kinking criterion has to be considered. The proposed model incorporates Maximum 
Energy release rate criterion which is simply defined as follows: 

 

1
0

Y

X

J
tan

J
   

  
 

           (15) 

in which 0  is measured with respect the horizontal global axis (Fig. 3). 
 
 
RESULTS 
 

n this section, results are developed with the purpose to verify the consistency and the reliability proposed 
methodology, by means of comparisons with numerical and experimental data. Moreover, a sensitivity analysis is 
carried out to verify the consistency of the proposed model in term mesh dependence and accuracy of crack tip motion. 

In particular, the computational performance of the proposed model is verified by means the investigation of two loading 
configurations based on a rectangular sample made of Araldite-B. At first, the simulations are conducted on the loading 
configurations experimentally tested in [25], which involve a pure mode I loading condition. The loading scheme, boundary 
conditions and geometric configuration are represented in Fig. 4, whereas the mechanical parameters are summarized in 
Table. 1. 
Fig. 4b reports the mesh discretization adopted in the numerical simulations, in which a relatively refined mesh is considered 
only around the crack tip region, whereas the remaining part of the structure presents a transition mesh with a lower element 
size. The mesh discretization is featured by a ratio between the characteristic length element and the moving region 

radius  equal to  in the tip region and transition mesh in the remaining part of the plate with maximum 

length equal to   (M2), involving in a total number of DOFs equal to 7516. Numerical and experimental 
data are collected by means of a two-step analysis. The first one is needed to load the structure by means a static analysis, 
in which a vertical displacement at the pin is applied until the mode I SIF reaches its critical value [25]. Once the SIF reaches 

 D

 R  / 1/ 4D R

 / 15/1D R

I 
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the prescribed value, a restart procedure is achieved and the crack propagation is enforced by the crack growth criterion. In 
particular, the curve experimentally determined in [25] is implemented to compute the crack tip velocity at each time 
increment of the simulation (Fig. 5). It is worth noting that, in the present loading scheme, the crack proceeds along the 
horizontal direction, leading the crack angle always to be equal to zero.  
 

 
 

Figure 4: Araldite-B rectangular double cantilever beam: (a) geometry and loading configurations; (b) initial mesh configuration. 
 

 (MPa)E     (MPa)  3  (kg m )  

3660 0.39 1316 1172 

 

Table 1: Mechanical properties of Araldite-B. 

 
Figure 5: Dynamic fracture toughness vs. crack tip speed for Araldite-B. 

 
 
The dynamic behavior of the structure is analyzed by means three different loading levels, which are featured by the initial 
values of SIF reached during the static loading step: 
  (L1) 

  (L2) 

  (L3) 
 

0 51 33 ..  MPa mIK
0 51 76 ..  MPa mIK
0 52 32 ..  MPa mIK
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Figure 6: Crack tip speed vs crack tip position, comparisons with numerical ([26]and experimental [25]data: (a) L1 loaded configuration; 
(b) L2 loaded configuration. 
 
 

 
Figure 7: (a) Crack tip speed vs crack tip position: comparisons with numerical [11,26] and experimental [25] data; (b) Variation of 
dynamic stress intensity factor vs time: comparisons with experimental data [25]. 
 
In Figs. 6a-b and 7a, results in terms of crack velocity normalized on the Rayleigh wave speed rc  a function of the crack tip 
position normalized on the specimen length (L) obtained by the proposed model are compared with existing experimental 
[25] and numerical [11,26] data. The curves show high values of the crack tip speed especially during the initiation phase. 
Once the crack tip moves, an oscillatory behavior is observed until the crack arrest phenomenon is achieved. 
In Fig. 7b, the dynamic SIF time histories, computed by means of the proposed model and for the three loading 
configurations, are compared with experimental data [25]. The numerical results are in good agreement with the data arising 
from the experimental [25] and numerical [11, 26] data taken from the literature. 
All the computations are performed on a Xeon processor running on a Windows 10 system. The governing equations are 
solved by using an implicit time integration scheme based on a variable step-size backward differentiation formula (BDF). 
The total computational time used by the proposed numerical scheme is about 700 s, while it is about 360000 s for the re-
meshing technique developed by [26]. Thus, this formulation allows to save much of the total computational time. 
In order to verify the computational efficiency of the proposed model, the influence of the mesh discretization as a function 
of both the mesh dependency and computational costs are discussed. To this end the following mesh discretization are 
considered: 
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 characteristic length equal to / 1/ 3D R   in the tip region and transition mesh in the remaining part of the plate 
with maximum length equal to / 20/1D R   (M1); 

 characteristic length equal to / 1/ 4D R   in the tip region and transition mesh in the remaining part of the plate 
with maximum length equal to / 15/1D R   (M2); 

 characteristic length equal to / 1/ 4D R   in the tip region and transition mesh in the remaining part of the plate 
with maximum length equal to / 3/1D R   (M3). 

Fig. 8 shows the mesh discretization around the crack tip region for M1 M2 and M3 configurations. In this case the 
numerical simulations are employed by considering the loading condition with 0 51 33 ..  MPa mIK .    

 

 
 

Figure 8: Mesh discretizations detail around the crack tip for M1, M2 and M3 configurations. 
 
 

 
Figure 9: Comparisons in term CPU time and number of degrees of freedom for the numerical simulation performed by using different 
mesh discretizations (M1, M2 and M3). 
 
In Fig. 10a, comparisons in terms of crack tip speed as a function of the crack tip position in terms of mesh configuration, 
are reported. The results show how the proposed model is able to describe dynamic crack propagation phenomena by using 
a coarse mesh discretization. The results, reported in Fig. 10b, present a good agreement in the prediction of the dynamic 
SIF time history. Moreover, the solution is quite independent from the mesh utilized in the numeric model, since also using 
a coarse discretization (i.e. M1) no instability phenomena are observed in the prediction of the fracture variables.  
Fig. 11 shows a synoptic representation of the mesh motion during the crack propagation for the M1 configuration. The 
mesh movements of the crack tip region are enforced rigidly, ensuring accuracy in the prediction of the fracture variables. 
In the remaining parts in which a lower accuracy is required the mesh is affected by distortion phenomena produced by the 
mesh motion. However, once the distortion tolerance is reached, a re-meshing procedure with an update of the ALE and 
structural variables is achieved.  
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Figure 10: (a) Crack tip speed vs crack tip position and (b) variation of dynamic stress intensity factor vs time for the numerical simulation 
performed by using different mesh discretizations (M1, M2 and M3). 
 
 
 

 
Figure 11: Synoptic representation of the mesh motion during the crack propagation for the M1 mesh configuration. 

 
 
Additionally, a numerical case study similar to the previous one but subjected to mixed mode crack propagation is 
investigated. The geometry and the loading configurations are reported in Fig. 12a, whereas material characteristics are 
summarized in Tab. 1. 
The rectangular plate, fixed at the bottom edge, is loaded by prescribing the upper pin with a vertical displacement until the 
mode I SIF reached the value of 0.52.32 MPa mIK  . The motion of the crack tip region is driven by the crack growth 
criterion, while the crack is assumed to propagate along the direction computed by using the crack propagation angle defined 
on the basis of the Maximum Energy release rate criterion [19].   
 

 
Figure 12: Mixed mode crack propagation: (a) geometry and loading configurations; (b) initial mesh configuration. 

. 
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In Fig. 12b, the initial mesh configuration used for the simulation is reported. As shown, a refined mesh discretization is 
considered just around the crack tip region, whereas the remaining part of the structure requires a relatively coarse mesh. 
Fig.13a represents the dynamic stress intensity factor time history detected by the proposed formulation. Fig. 13b shows 
the crack tip speed time history components along X (blue) and Y (red), whereas crack tip speed (black) is computed as 

2 2
X Yc c c  . 

In Fig. 14, Von Mises stress maps, coincident at several times selected at magenta points of Fig. 13 (from A to F), are 
reported. The analysis shows that the crack initiation angle is equal to 33° and it remains substantially unaltered during the 
whole propagation process. It is worth noting that the proposed procedure is strictly dependent from internal parameters, 
such as the limit value of angle tolerance, which may influence the solution in terms of both computation efforts and 
accuracy. A detailed discussion about this aspect is reported in [19]. It is worth noting that such parameter controls the 
maximum variation angle allowed during the crack growth and in this case is set equal to 2°. Once that the predicted crack 
propagation angle is larger than the tolerance value, a re-meshing procedure is required. This procedure, extensively 
described in a previous authors’ work developed in static framework [27], is made by proper script files implemented in a 
MATLAB® environment, which manages the numerical procedure. 

 
Figure 13: (a) Variation of dynamic stress intensity factor vs time; (b) Crack tip speed components time history. 

 

 
Figure 14: Von Mises stress maps at six crack propagation steps (from point A to point F, shown in Fig. 13a). 

 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 

ynamic crack propagation phenomena are successfully simulated by using a new numerical methodology, which 
combines concepts arising from solid mechanics, fracture mechanics and moving mesh methodology. The 
numerical formulation is able to describe crack propagation just by adopting a proper crack function and kinking D 
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criterion. The numerical model is able to describe fast crack curving phenomena. Two loading configurations involving in 
both pure mode I and mixed mode are successfully simulated. The validity of the proposed model was proved by means of 
a sensitivity analysis in terms of mesh dependence and time required for the computation. The proposed model shows 
capabilities to simulate fast crack phenomena although further studies are required to simulate crack branching phenomena. 
 
 
REFERENCES 
 
[1] Tawk, I., Navarro, P., Ferrero, J.F., Barrau, J.J., Abdullah, E. (2010). Composite delamination modelling using a multi-

layered solid element. Composites Science and Technology 70 (2), pp. 207-214.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.compscitech.2009.10.008. 

[2] Fortunato, G., Funari, M.F., Lonetti, P. (2017). Survey and seismic vulnerability assessment of the Baptistery of San 
Giovanni in Tumba (Italy). Journal of Cultural Heritage 26, pp. 64-78. DOI: 10.1016/j.culher.2017.01.010. 

[3] de Borst, R., Remmers, J.J.C. (2008). Computational Methods for Debonding in Composites. Mechanical Response of 
Composites 10, pp. 1-25.  

[4] Funari, M.F., Greco, F., Lonetti, P. (2018). Sandwich panels under interfacial debonding mechanisms. Composite 
Structures 203, pp. 310-320. DOI: 10.1016/j.compstruct.2018.06.113. 

[5] Rabinovitch, O. (2008). Cohesive interface modeling of debonding failure in FRP strengthened beams. Journal of 
Engineering Mechanics-Asce 134 (7), pp. 578-588. DOI: 10.1061/(Asce)0733-9399(2008)134:7(578). 

[6] Funari, M.F., Lonetti, P. (2017). Initiation and evolution of debonding phenomena in layered structures. Theoretical 
and Applied Fracture Mechanics 92, pp. 133-145. DOI: 10.1016/j.tafmec.2017.05.030. 

[7] Rabinovitch, O. (2014). Dynamic edge debonding in FRP strengthened beams. European Journal of Mechanics, 
A/Solids 47, pp. 309-326. DOI: 10.1016/j.euromechsol.2014.04.008. 

[8] Murotani, K., Yagawa, G., Choi J.B. (2013). Adaptive finite elements using hierarchical mesh and its application to crack 
propagation analysis. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 253, pp. 1- 14.  

[9] Dirik, H., Yalçinkaya, T. (2018). Crack path and life prediction under mixed mode cyclic variable amplitude loading 
through XFEM. International Journal of Fatigue 114 34-50. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2018.04.026. 

[10] Menouillard, T., Belytschko, T. (2010). Smoothed nodal forces for improved dynamic crack propagation modeling in 
XFEM. International Journal for Numerical Methods in Engineering 84 (1), pp. 47-72. DOI: 10.1002/Nme.2882. 

[11] Ooi, E.T., Shi, M., Song, C., Tin-Loi, F., Yang Z.J. (2013). Dynamic crack propagation simulation with scaled boundary 
polygon elements and automatic remeshing technique. Engineering Fracture Mechanics 106, pp. 1-21.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.engfracmech.2013.02.002. 

[12] Zhang, Y., Zhuang, X. (2019). Cracking elements method for dynamic brittle fracture. Theoretical and Applied Fracture 
Mechanics 102 1-9. DOI: 10.1016/j.tafmec.2018.09.015. 

[13] Bilgen, C., Weinberg, K. (2019). On the crack-driving force of phase-field models in linearized and finite elasticity. 
Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 353 348-372. DOI: 10.1016/j.cma.2019.05.009. 

[14] Lonetti, P. (2010). Dynamic propagation phenomena of multiple delaminations in composite structures. Computational 
Materials Science 48 (3), pp. 563-575. DOI: 10.1016/j.commatsci.2010.02.024. 

[15] Funari, M.F., Greco F., Lonetti P. (2016). A cohesive finite element model based ALE formulation for z-pins reinforced 
multilayered composite beams. Procedia Structural Integrity 2, pp. 452-459. DOI: 10.1016/j.prostr.2016.06.059. 

[16] Funari, M.F., Greco, F., Lonetti, P. (2017). Dynamic debonding in layered structures: A coupled ALE-cohesive 
approach. Frattura ed Integrita Strutturale 11 (41), pp. 524-535. DOI: 10.3221/IGF-ESIS.41.63. 

[17] Funari, M.F., Greco, F., Lonetti, P., Luciano, R., Penna, R. (2018). An interface approach based on moving mesh and 
cohesive modeling in Z-pinned composite laminates. Composites Part B: Engineering 135 207-217.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.compositesb.2017.10.018. 

[18] Funari, M.F., Greco, F., Lonetti, P. (2016). A moving interface finite element formulation for layered structures. 
Composites Part B: Engineering 96 325-337. DOI: 10.1016/j.compositesb.2016.04.047. 

[19] Funari, M.F., Lonetti, P., Spadea, S. (2019). A crack growth strategy based on moving mesh method and fracture 
mechanics. Theoretical and Applied Fracture Mechanics 102 103-115. DOI: 10.1016/j.tafmec.2019.03.007. 

[20] Fabbrocino, F., Funari, M.F., Greco, F., Lonetti, P., Luciano, R., Penna, R. (2019). Dynamic crack growth based on 
moving mesh method. Composites Part B: Engineering 174 107053. DOI: 10.1016/j.compositesb.2019.107053. 

[21] Bruno, D., Greco, F., Lonetti, P. (2013). A fracture-ALE formulation to predict dynamic debonding in FRP 
strengthened concrete beams. Composites Part B: Engineering 46 46-60. DOI: 10.1016/j.compositesb.2012.10.015. 



 

F. Frabbrocino et alii, Frattura ed Integrità Strutturale, 51 (2020) 410-422; DOI: 10.3221/IGF-ESIS.51.30                                                            
 

422 
 

[22] Ingraffea, A.R., Grigoriu, M., Probabilistic fracture mechanics: A validation of predictive capability. 1990, Cornell Univ 
Ithaca Ny Dept Of Structural Engineering. 

[23] COMSOL Multiphysics® v. 5.2, www.comsol.com. COMSOL AB, Stockholm, . 2015. 
[24] Nishioka, T. (1997). Computational dynamic fracture mechanics. International Journal of Fracture 86 (1-2), pp. 127-

159. DOI: 10.1023/A:1007376924191. 
[25] Kalthoff, J., Beinert, J., Winkler, S. (1977). Measurements of dynamic stress intensity factors for fast running and 

arresting cracks in double-cantilever-beam specimens. Fast Fracture and Crack Arrest.  
[26] Shahani, A.R., Amini Fasakhodi, M.R. (2009). Finite element analysis of dynamic crack propagation using remeshing 

technique. Materials and Design 30 (4), pp. 1032-1041. DOI: 10.1016/j.matdes.2008.06.049. 
[27] Funari, M.F., Greco, F., Lonetti, P., Spadea, S. (2019). A numerical model based on ALE formulation to predict crack 

propagation in sandwich structures. Frattura ed Integrita Strutturale 13 (47), pp. 277-293.  
DOI: 10.3221/IGF-ESIS.47.21. 

 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


