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Abstract: Ductile-to-brittle-transition refers to observable change in fracture mode with decreasing
temperature—from slow ductile crack growth to rapid cleavage. It is exhibited by body-centred cubic
metals and presents a challenge for integrity assessment of structural components made of such
metals. Local approaches to cleavage fracture, based on Weibull stress as a cleavage crack-driving
force, have been shown to predict fracture toughness at very low temperatures. However, they are
ineffective in the transition regime without the recalibration of Weibull stress parameters, which
requires further testing and thus diminishes their predictive capability. We propose new Weibull stress
formulation with thinning function based on obstacle hardening model, which modifies the number
of cleavage-initiating features with temperature. Our model is implemented as a post-processor of
finite element analysis results. It is applied to analyses of standard compact tension specimens of
typical reactor pressure vessel steel, for which deformation and fracture toughness properties in the
transition regime are available. It is shown that the new Weibull stress is independent of temperature,
and of Weibull shape parameter, within the experimental error. It accurately predicts the fracture
toughness at any temperature in the transition regime without relying upon empirical fits for the
first time.

Keywords: cleavage fracture; finite element analysis; local approach; Weibull stress

1. Introduction

Metallic materials with body-centred cubic (bcc) lattices exhibit a unique behaviour
with decreasing temperature—their fracture toughness decreases rapidly as the mode of
fracture shifts from slow ductile crack growth, typically by void growth and coalescence,
to fast brittle fracture, typically by transgranular cleavage. This behaviour is referred to as
the ductile-to-brittle transition (DBT). A distinguishing feature of DBT is the scatter in the
measured fracture toughness values, which arises from the random spatial distribution
of microstructural features controlling the fracture processes. DBT presents a challenge
for a number of industries, where structural components are made of bcc metals, with a
very important example being ferritic steels. Stress-critical applications of ferritic steels
include reactor pressure vessels (RPV) in light water reactors and pressurized equipment
in hydrocarbon processing. These applications require reliable assessments of the fracture
toughness in the DBT regime. Such assessments are challenging because the fracture
mechanisms encompass multiple length scales—from atomic to component—and remain
an active area of research.

The microstructure processes leading to ductile and cleavage failure modes are well
known from experimental observations [1-3]. In ferritic steels, cleavage initiates at sharp
microcracks formed in brittle carbides, sulphides, or other second phase particles. Alter-
natively, second phase particles could either decohere from the matrix or break and then
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blunt and form voids (prerequisites for ductile crack growth). Microstructural parameters
of the particles such as their size, shape and orientation with respect to the applied load,
have been shown to affect their tendency to break or decohere [1-4]. Additional factors
such as irradiation and welds in the structural component need to be considered as they are
known to modify the DBT behaviour. The main factor that determines the outcome in the
competition between cleavage fracture and ductile tearing is the ability of the plastic defor-
mation to relieve the applied stresses ahead of a crack. On a microstructural scale, plastic
flow in bec metals is controlled by the thermally activated movement of screw dislocations,
which is dependent on a combination of an internal lattice resistance and an interaction
between the dislocations and obstacles in the microstructure [5-7]. A recently published
dislocation-obstacle model showed that the activation energy for plastic flow is mainly
determined by the kink (which represents a step of atomic dimension in a dislocation
line) formation energy [7]. Swinburne and Dudarev [7] were able to predict the ductile to
brittle transition temperature in both unirradiated and irradiated ferritic-martensitic steels,
where the irradiated temperature increased up to twice that of the unirradiated material in
agreement with multiple experimental data. Their dislocation-obstacle interaction model is
used as a key ingredient in our proposal.

From an engineering perspective, integrity assessments can be done by two different
approaches. In the traditional global approach, a single mechanics parameter, such as the
J integral, representing a crack-driving force, is evaluated against a material parameter—
an experimentally obtained value representing the resistance to fracture, or the fracture
toughness. This can be highly conservative, since the fracture toughness is typically
obtained with a high-constraint (deep) crack, whereas the mechanics parameter could be
obtained from analysis of a component with a low-constraint (shallow) crack. Apart from
the inherent conservatism, the global approach cannot predict DBT behaviour—its use
requires measurements of fracture toughness values at any temperature of interest and the
decision which of the scattered values to evaluate against the crack driving force.

Local approaches to cleavage fracture (LAF) were developed as alternatives to the
global approach with the intention to capture the mechanistic understanding of the cleavage
process described above. These are probabilistic models, which incorporate weakest link
statistics of microcracks, controlled by local stresses, to model the observed scatter of
fracture toughness values. The majority of local approaches to cleavage fracture are based
on the Beremin model [8], which defines a microstructural crack-driving force, the so-
called Weibull stress, and the probability of fracture as a Weibull distribution. The Weibull
stress depends on two material-dependent parameters—a shape parameter m, linked to
the shape of the probability density of the micro-crack sizes, and a scale parameter oy,
linked to the elastic properties and surface energy of the material. Typically, the Weibull
stress parameters are fitted to experimental data with shape parameters varying between
17 and 20 for different materials in the lower-shelf [9]. Considering that measured size
distributions of second phase particles would provide significantly smaller Weibull shape
parameters (around 4-5, see, e.g., [10]), such calibrations suggest large differences between
the shapes of particle and micro-crack size distributions.

While the Beremin model predicts well the cleavage fracture toughness in the lower-
shelf of the DBT curve, the accurate prediction of cleavage fracture toughness in the DBT
temperature regime has proven a challenge. Petti and Dodds [11] and Wasiluk et al. [12]
proposed that the shape parameter should be independent of temperature, while the scale
parameter should increase with temperature and should be calibrated to achieve agreement
with the experimental data for the material. This is equivalent to the assumption that the
shape of the micro-crack size distribution does not change with temperature, while the
variation of cleavage fracture toughness is controlled by the variation of the material’s
elastic properties and surface energy with temperature. That assumption is problematic
because the changes of material’s elastic properties and surface energy are very small in the
DBT temperature regime. Another option is to consider that the shape parameter changes
with temperature, while the scale parameter is constant due to the argument in the previous
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sentence. For the case of small-scale yielding (SSY), the Hutchinson-Rice-Rosengren [13,14]
fields have been used to calibrate the shape parameter in the DBT regime [15]. While the
approach is reasonable, it still requires fracture toughness data at multiple temperatures,
and assessments will be conservative, similarly to the global approach, due to the SSY
conditions being used. The third option is to consider both Weibull stress parameters to be
dependent on temperature. Wiesner and Goldthorpe [16] reported variation of m between
13 and 23 and of 0, between 1700 and 3700 MPa. As in the previous two cases, this option
relies on extensive experimental data at a number of temperatures. A model for cleavage
fracture toughness predictions in the DBT regime without relying on empirical fittings to a
large number of toughness measurements is yet to be achieved.

In the present study, we extend our previous approach [17] of incorporating a thinning
function in the Weibull stress by presenting a theoretical formulation as opposed to an
empirical one. The newly developed thinning function determines the number of cleavage
initiators at a given temperature in the DBT regime. It is based on the kink-formation free
energy from [7], and thus entirely theoretically based without any reliance on empirical fit
to experimental data. We calibrated the model using a typical RPV steel with data from the
Euro fracture dataset [18]. We were able to predict the characteristic fracture toughness at
a few temperatures in the DBT regime based on experimental toughness data of a single
temperature, which has not been done before. The paper is structured as follows: after
a brief introduction to the Beremin model and some of the major previous modifications
of the Weibull stress, we outline our new model and the required parameters, followed
by a review of the finite element analysis in Section 2. Section 3 presents our results of
applying the model and predicting the fracture toughness at three temperatures in the
DBT region. Section 4 discusses the accuracy of the predictions and the importance of the
findings, followed by a summary of the main conclusions in Section 5.

2. Methods
2.1. The Beremin Model

The Beremin model [8] was the first local approach to cleavage fracture, that is based
on the weakest-link assumption, according to which the macroscopic cleavage event
depends on the failure of a single cleavage initiating microcrack. This approximation is
considered reasonable for the physical cleavage process, which consists of three main
stages—firstly, microcracks initiate at randomly distributed second phase particles, assisted
by the plastic deformation of the surrounding matrix; next, some microcracks propagate
across the particle-matrix interface (alternatively, they can form voids, determined by
the local mechanical conditions); and finally, cleavage occurs when a single microcrack
propagates across the matrix without being arrested at a grain boundary [19,20]. From a
statistical point of view, the cleavage process is represented as an inhomogeneous spatial
Poisson point process [21] with points corresponding to the cleavage initiators (CI). There
are three conditions to be met for a Poisson process including: failures of non-overlapping
volumes are independent of each other; the probability of failure of a unit volume is
proportional to its volume and the probability of more than one failure in the unit volume
is zero. If u. is the probability density of sharp microcracks eligible for cleavage, the
probability of failure 6P of a unit volume 6V and that of the whole solid P are:

1 (o]
OPf = bV = (Vo /a fc(a)da) 5V and (1)

P=1 —exp(—/vych), k)
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where f;(a) is the microcrack size distribution, a, is the critical size of a penny-shaped
crack of size a according to Griffith’s criterion, and V} is a reference volume. The critical
microcrack size can therefore be expressed as:

Ey
Ge = ——t s, 3
201 -12)0? ©)

where E and v are the elastic modulus and Poisson’s ratio of the steel, respectively, o; is the
maximum principal stress, and 7 is a measure of fracture energy.

In the original Beremin model, plastic deformation is assumed to be a prerequisite for
cleavage initiation, and the microcrack size distribution is assumed to follow a power law
with scale and shape parameters, § and &, as follows:

fola) = e(ﬁ)“, @

a

where 0, the fraction of particles converted into eligible micro-cracks, is equal to the
Heaviside step function, § = H(ep,), or in other words all cleavage initiators nucleate at
the onset of plasticity. In the terminology of the statistical Poisson process,  is a thinning
function, which creates a new Poisson process by only including some of the points of
the original Poisson process. Integrating the microcrack size distribution and rearranging
leads to the expression for the total failure probability in terms of the Weibull stress oy

o m
Pr(ow) =1 — exp(gz:) , and (5)
1 1/m
I m
O = (Vo /V oo dV) , ©)
. TE 1/2
where the Weibull shape and scale parameters are: m = 2o — 2, and oy = (ﬁ) ,

respectively. We note that the shape parameter m is linked to the shape parameter of the
microcrack size distribution, where it is assumed that the distribution follows the same
shape as that of the particle size distribution, whereas the scale parameter oy, incorporates
the elastic properties, the surface energy, and the scale of the size distribution.

2.2. Proposed Model

In bee metals, the plastic flow is controlled by the thermally activated motion of screw
dislocations and their interaction with obstacles. Dislocations move through the lattice
via kinks, minimizing the Peierls potential of the dislocation. Swinburne and Dudarev [7]
developed a model of obstacle hardening of bcc materials that accounts for the kink
mechanism, which is temperature and shear stress dependent, in the dislocation-obstacle
interaction. Their model demonstrated that the kink activation energy halves when a
critical length becomes smaller than the average dislocation segment.

Equations (7) and (8) show the critical length L* and the kink formation free energy
Fy, analogous to [7], where we substitute the maximum shear stress using Tresca criterion
as an approximation to the Peierls stress, b is the dislocation Burger’s vector, T is the
temperature, k is the Boltzmann's constant, 0, is the critical Peierls stress, T, is the
athermal temperature and we set the free energy to zero in elements with negative energy
due to numerical reasons:

L*(Tmax, T) = b exp[Fx(Tmax, T)/kT], (7)

0.0, Tmax > Up(l - T/Tath>2
Fe(tmax, T) = max ' °
k( max ) { uk (1 - %;h - %)/ Tmax < UP(l - T/Tath)z ( )
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Setting the average dislocation segment to the average distance between carbides (d),
we calculate a normalized free energy as:

| 2F(Twmax, T)/KT, L* > (d)
fk(Tmax/ T) = { Fk(kTmax/ T)/kT, L* < <d> . (9)

Next, we obtain a thinning function 6 for the Poisson process, dependent on the
normalized free energy as:

B fie(Tmax, T)
G(TmaX/ T) - fk (0 MPa, —200 OC) ' (10)

The as-constructed thinning function’s behaviour is shown in Figure 1 as a function of
the shear stress and temperature. At very low temperatures and stresses, the thinning tends
to 1, which corresponds to all particles being converted to cleavage initiators, whereas
increasing the temperature and the maximum shear stress reduces the value of the thinning
as physically expected by the reduction in particles that form sharp micro-cracks.
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Figure 1. Poisson thinning vs. temperature for a range of shear stresses.

Figure 2 presents a flow chart of the developed model—for a given temperature Tgjyen,
at which at least 8 to 10 fracture toughness measurements are available, we perform a finite
element (FE) analysis and for each load increment, we find the elements within fracture
process zone (FPZ), based on two conditions for the maximum principal stress and the
equivalent plastic strain, typically applied in the local approaches to fracture, as follows:
o; > Aoy and s’e]q > Sszs ot where A is a scalar equal to between 1 and 2.5, and sszs ot 1S
equal to 0.2%. The maximum o7 and minimum o7y j; principal stresses and the volumes V
for all elements in the FPZ are stored as arrays. Then, the local approach is applied as a
post-processor to the FE data—we loop over all load increments and for each increment
calculate the maximum shear stress based on Tresca criterion, the kink-formation free
energy and characteristic length scale [7], the normalized free energy (Equation (9)) and the
thinning function (Equation (10)), the maximum principal stress within the load history up
to the current increment. Next, we compute the Weibull stress using any shape parameter m
and unit volume Vj (here, set to the volume of a spherical grain with a 10 pm radius, which
corresponds to the approximate grain size in RPV steels [22]). The procedure is repeated
for any temperature of interest T;, at which we would like to predict the fracture toughness.
Finally, we plot the Weibull stress curves as a function of | as shown in the schematic in
Figure 2 and compute the predicted | for a given percentile, for instance the characteristic
Jo at 63.2%, at each temperature T; corresponding to the equivalent Weibull stress for the
given temperature. There is no need to calibrate a scale parameter o;, since the probability
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Figure 2. Flow chart of the developed model.
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2.3. Finite Element Analysis

The model was developed using experimental fracture toughness and mechanical
properties for the reactor pressure vessel steel 22NiMoCr37, which are available in the
literature within the lower shelf and in DBT. Fracture toughness data [18] for a standard
1T compact tension specimen with thickness B = 25 mm, width W = 50 mm and crack
length a to width W ratio of 0.5 at three temperatures, —91 °C, —60 °C and —40 °C,
were used. The toughness data were ranked in ascending order with a rank probability
F(Ji) = (i—0.3)/(N +0.4), wherei=1,...,Nand N is the total number of data points.
The temperature dependence of the Young’s modulus E, the yield stress oy and the ultimate
tensile stress oyTts were approximated by [23]:

E = —90T + 206, 000, 11)
oy = 421.2463.9exp(—T/91) and (12)
oyts = 564.1 4+ 70.2exp(—T/108). (13)

Abaqus 2017 [24] was used to model two-dimensional models of a half standard
1T compact tension specimen, 1T-C(T) with the above material properties in the large
strain finite element analyses. A mesh with finite crack tip radius was designed, where
the corresponding radius for each temperature was chosen approximately five times
smaller than the crack tip opening displacement at the characteristic fracture toughness
Jo. The radii equal to 10, 15 and 20 um for —91 °C, —60 °C and —40 °C, respectively, were
verified against boundary layer models in a previous study for each of the corresponding
temperatures [25]. Figure 3a shows the half-C(T) model with a 10-um radius. The local
approaches have been found to be more sensitive to the mesh design compared to the
global approaches. Thus, we designed a mesh with a uniform element size within the area
of interest, as shown in Figure 3b. There is a small fan section of the mesh near the crack tip
with a side of no more than five times the initial radius, which is excluded from the Weibull
stress calculation based on the yield stress cut-off condition specified above. This uniform
mesh design was shown to lead to a more consistent Weibull stress calculations across
temperatures compared to a traditional fan mesh due to the change of the stress and strain
fields ahead of the crack with increasing temperatures. The experimental high-strength
maraging steel loading pin [26] was replaced by a purely elastic wedge, which was found
as a good approximation and provided shorter computational times. The material was
modelled as elastic-plastic with flow properties computed using Equations (11)—(13) and
specified in a tabular form in the FE software.

-

(@) (b)

Figure 3. (a) 2D half 1T compact tension specimen model; (b) Uniform mesh design with a finite radius crack tip.

3. Results

Figure 4a,b show the normalised maximum principal stresses and the plastic strain
fields ahead of the crack tip, where the distance from the crack tip has been normalized as
well. These mechanical parameters behave as expected with the increase of temperature.
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The critical length L* as calculated per Equation (7) decreases with increasing temperature,
as seen in Figure 4c. It represents the effect of easier dislocation motion through the lattice
at higher temperatures due to a reduced lattice resistance, and accordingly an increase
in the plastic flow. The average dislocation segment (d) was assumed to be equal to
10 nm and is indicated with a grey line. The thinning ahead of the crack is also plotted in

Figure 4d, where we note the step of doubling the value at the critical length L* crossing (d).

1.50

—T=-91°C
—T=-60°C
—T=-40°C

cq

£

0.01

0.001

roolJ

(a)

0.01

L* (pm)

0.001

0.34
0.32

0.3
0.28
0.26
0.24

0.22
> 0.2

0.18

—T=-91°C
0.16 — T =-60°C
— T =-40°C

roolJ roglJ

(©) (d)

Figure 4. (a) Normalised maximum principal stress, (b) equivalent plastic strain, (c) critical length and mean interpar-
ticle distance; and (d) thinning as a function of the normalized distance from the crack tip for the 1T C(T) models at

all temperatures.

Figure 5 presents the Weibull stress calculated for each of the three temperatures
considered as a function of the shape parameter m using the original Beremin model
in (a) and using the developed model in (c). Furthermore, the Weibull stress differences
between the two higher temperatures and the lowest temperature are obtained, as shown in
Figure 5b,d, for the original and the developed models, respectively. Qualitatively, we
observe the Weibull stress curves to diverge, specifically at low m values, when the original
Beremin model is used. On the contrary, the developed model brings the curves to coincide.
The importance of this coincidence is that the proposed model works with any shape
parameter within reasonable limits, or inversely, that the shape parameter to be used in
cleavage fracture toughness predictions is independent of temperature. Quantitatively,
we observe a reduction in the difference between the Weibull stress curves from up to
about 10% in the case of the original Beremin model, to up to about 4.5% in the case of the
developed model. This is within the uncertainty limits for the deformation properties of
the material measured at different temperatures and used for the analyses in the work.
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Figure 5. (a) Weibull stress and (b) Weibull stress difference in percentage with respect to the Weibull stress at —91 °C, using
the original Beremin model as a function of the shape parameter m; (c) Weibull stress and (d) Weibull stress difference in
percentage with respect to the Weibull stress at —91 °C, using the developed model as a function of the shape parameter m.

Next, we consider the characteristic fracture toughness predictions, as listed in Table 1.
There is a good agreement between the measured and the predicted values using simula-
tions. Figure 6 presents the cumulative probability distribution fits using the Maximum
Likelihood (ML) method to the experimentally measured . as well as the simulated fits
based on a calibration of the developed model to the toughness data at T= —91 °C and a
Weibull shape parameter m = 7. At the fitted temperature of —91 °C, there is a complete
coincidence with the experimentally fitted curve. At temperatures of —60° and —40 °C,
there is better agreement at the lower toughness values, with some under- and overesti-
mation at the higher toughness values, respectively. This is due to the larger number of
experimental data points at the lower toughness values at —91 °C, and so there is a better

agreement with the predicted values.

Table 1. Characteristic fracture toughness ] calculated based on a Weibull distribution fit to the experimental data using
the maximum likelihood method and predicted using the developed method based on the fracture toughness experimental

data at T = —91 °C, —60 °C and —40 °C, and a shape parameter m = 10.

SIM, T=—91°C
J

0

SIM, T=—60 °C ]SIM, T=—40°C

T eC EXP -1 0
Q) Jo™ (Nmm™5) (Nmm™1) (Nmm™1) (Nmm™1)
—91 57.6 - 41.0 57.5
—60 112.3 153.8 - 153.8
—40 234.9 237.6 177.2
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Figure 6. Cumulative probability function of experimentally measured J. using the Maximum Likelihood (ML) method and
Weibull fit as predicted by the proposed method for (a) T = —91 °C, (b) T = —60 °C and (c¢) T = —40 °C, where the toughness
data at T = —91 °C is used for calibration of the model at m = 7.

4. Discussion

We showed previously [17,24] that the mechanical fields alone are not enough to
capture the large exponential difference between the Weibull stress curves, which in general
do not cross if no correction is applied. This means the use of a single shape parameter m
would be impossible to predict the toughness across temperatures. Additionally, under the
assumption of cleavage fracture as a Poisson point process, it was found that for the same
percentile ], the number of cleavage initiators are equal across different temperatures,
but they are spread across a different plastic zone volume, i.e., the volume density of CI
changes. The proposed thinning function mathematically captures this effect—it represents
the decrease of microcracks that convert to CI with the increase of temperature. As shown in
Figure 1, the thinning is close to one at low temperatures and shear stresses, corresponding
to the case of all microcracks to convert into cleavage initiators. As the temperature
and the shear stress (corresponding to the increase of plasticity due to loss of constraint)
increase the thinning function reduces, and so a larger fraction of the microcracks will
convert into voids rather than cleavage initiators. The biggest advantage of the current
form of the thinning function and the developed model is the theoretical basis and so
lack of empirical fittings required. The model includes microstructural parameters of the
crystal structure of iron and the Boltzmann constant, as shown in Figure 2. All constant
parameters have been computed for the screw dislocation in iron in the literature using
atomistic simulations [4]. The only parameter calibrated as part of the model is the mean
inter-obstacle distance—the value was chosen to describe an assumed mean inter-obstacle
distance for the microstructure of a typical RPV steel and it did not have significant effects
on the results. The model also includes two engineering parameters, which have values
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typically chosen in the local approaches to cleavage models as listed in Figure 2, namely
the multiples of 0y cut-off and the plastic strain offset.

The major benefit of the developed local approach to cleavage fracture is the ability
to predict the probability of cleavage at any temperature in the ductile-to-brittle regime
by calibration through fracture toughness experiments at a single temperature. Previous
approaches [9,15] require fracture toughness experiments at multiple temperatures, which
is costly and time consuming. The developed model is of great industrial relevance, as it
reduces the cost and time of performing these assessments.

Furthermore, the developed local approach to cleavage has the potential to predict
the changes of fracture toughness due to irradiation. It is known that the macroscopic
effects of irradiation are increased yield stress and reduced hardening and ductility. In fact,
the kink formation energy model [7] used here has been developed to predict precisely
these changes with irradiation. The application of the proposed model promises to capture
the change of fracture toughness solely due to these changes of deformation properties,
because at a given temperature the changes will result in reduced shear stress and from
there in increased density of eligible micro-cracks in the plastic zone, leading eventually to
higher probability of cleavage compared to unirradiated material at the same temperature.
This needs to be explored in future work, although the validation would be even more
challenging due to the very limited fracture toughness data of irradiated materials.

5. Conclusions
The main findings of this study are summarised below:

e  Anexponential correction to the density of micro-cracks eligible for cleavage, which is
dependent on a material property, that changes with temperature, was proposed. It
represents a thinning function of the Poisson process, which creates a new Poisson
process with a subset of the points of the original Poisson process.

e  The developed procedure for probability of cleavage estimation would only require
experimental fracture toughness tests at a given temperature, and deformation prop-
erties at any other temperature of interest.

e  Very good agreement was shown between the predicted and experimentally measured
characteristic fracture toughness as well as the predicted and experimentally fitted
probability distributions.

e  The value of the work stems from the possibility of significant reduction in the neces-
sary experimental fracture toughness testing.

e  The validation of the model requires four to six deformation tests, and at least 30 frac-
ture toughness tests at three constraint conditions with a ratio, a/w of 0.5, 0.2 and 0.1.

e  These would allow the prediction of cleavage toughness in the ductile to brittle transi-
tion regime using a decoupled model, which makes it advantageous for engineering
purposes.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.S.Y. and A.PJ.; methodology, M.S.Y., A.PJ. and R.P;
software, M.S.Y.; validation, M.S.Y.; formal analysis, M.S.Y.; investigation, M.S.Y.; resources, M.S.Y.,
A.P]J. and R.P; data curation, M.S.Y. and A.PJ.; writing—original draft preparation, M.S.Y.; writing—
review and editing, M.S.Y., A.PJ. and R.P; visualization, M.S.Y.; supervision, A.PJ. and R.P.; fund-
ing acquisition, A.PJ. and R.P. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding; This research was funded by the National Nuclear Laboratory and Electricité de France.
Furthermore, A. P. Jivkov acknowledges the financial support of the Engineering and Physical
Sciences Research Council UK (EPSRC) via grant EP/N026136/1.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.
Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Data supporting the findings of this study are available from the
corresponding author upon request.



Materials 2021, 14, 1224 12 of 12

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to acknowledge the assistance given by Research IT and
the use of the Computational Shared Facility at The University of Manchester. The authors thank
Andrew Sherry for fruitful discussions.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1.  Curry, D.A,; Knott, ].E. Effects of microstructure on cleavage fracture stress in steel. Met. Sci. 1978, 12, 511-514. [CrossRef]

2. Mcmahon, C.J.; Ferriten, V. Initiation of cleavage in polycrystalline iron. Acta Metall. 1965, 13, 591-604. [CrossRef]

3. Gurland, J. Observations on the fracture of cementite particles in a spheroidized 1.05 % C steel deformed at room temperature.
Acta Metall. 1972, 20, 735-741. [CrossRef]

4. Armstrong, R.W. Material grain size and crack size influences on cleavage fracturing. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. A Math. Phys. Eng. Sci.
2015, 373. [CrossRef]

5. Roberts, S.; Noronha, S.; Wilkinson, A.; Hirsch, P. Modelling the initiation of cleavage fracture of ferritic steels. Acta Mater. 2002,
50, 1229-1244. [CrossRef]

6. Tang, M.; Marian, J. Temperature and high strain rate dependence of tensile deformation behavior in single-crystal iron from
dislocation dynamics simulations. Acta Mater. 2014, 70, 123-129. [CrossRef]

7. Swinburne, T.D.; Dudarev, S.L. Kink-limited Orowan strengthening explains the brittle to ductile transition of irradiated and
unirradiated bce metals. Phys. Rev. Mater. 2018, 2, 73608. [CrossRef]

8. Beremin, EM. A local criterion for cleavage fracture of a nuclear pressure vessel steel. Metall. Trans. A 1983, 14, 2277-2287.
[CrossRef]

9.  Tanguy, B.; Besson, J.; Piques, R.; Pineau, A. Ductile to brittle transition of an A508 steel characterized by Charpy impact test. Part
II: Modeling of the Charpy transition curve. Eng. Fract. Mech. 2005, 72, 413-434. [CrossRef]

10. Ruggieri, C.; Jivkov, A. A Local Approach to Cleavage Fracture Incorporating the Measured Statistics of Microcracks 2018. Avail-
able online: https://www.research.manchester.ac.uk/portal/files /70129677 /CP2018_153_Ruggieri_Jivkov_Final.pdf (accessed
on 1 February 2021).

11.  Petti, ].P; Dodds, R.H. Calibration of the Weibull stress scale parameter, ou, using the Master Curve. Eng. Fract. Mech. 2005, 72,
91-120. [CrossRef]

12.  Wasiluk, B.; Petti, ].P.; Dodds, R.H. Temperature dependence of Weibull stress parameters: Studies using the Euro-material. Eng.
Fract. Mech. 2006, 1046-1069. [CrossRef]

13.  Hutchinson, ].W.; Hutchinson, ].W. Generalizing ] 2 flow theory: Fundamental issues in strain gradient plasticity. Acta Mech. Sin.
2012, 28, 1078-1086. [CrossRef]

14. Rice, ].R.; Rosengren, G.F. Plane strain deformation near a crack tip in a power-law hardening material. J. Mech. Phys. Solids 1968,
16, 1-12. [CrossRef]

15.  Andrieu, A.; Pineau, A.; Besson, J.; Ryckelynck, D.; Bouaziz, O. Beremin model: Methodology and application to the prediction of
the Euro toughness data set. Eng. Fract. Mech. 2012, 95, 102-117. [CrossRef]

16. Wiesner, C.S.; Goldthorpe, M.R. The effect of temperature and specimen geometry on the parameters of the “local approach” to
cleavage fracture. J. Phys. IV JP 1996, 6. [CrossRef]

17.  Yankova, M.S,; Jivkov, A.P; Patel, R.; Sherry, A.H. Using local approaches to fracture to quantify the local conditions during the
ductile-to-brittle transition in ferritic steels. In Proceedings of the D2-Fracture Mechanics and Structural Integrity, SMiRT-25,
IASMIRT, Charlotte, NC, USA, 4-9 August 2019.

18. Heerens, J.; Hellmann, D. Development of the Euro fracture toughness dataset. Eng. Fract. Mech. 2002, 69, 421-449. [CrossRef]

19. Wallin, K,; Saario, T.; Torronen, K. Statistical model for carbide induced brittle fracture in steel. Met. Sci. 1984, 18, 13-16.
[CrossRef]

20. Ruggieri, C.; Dodds, R.H. A local approach to cleavage fracture modeling: An overview of progress and challenges for engineering
applications. Eng. Fract. Mech. 2018, 187, 381-403. [CrossRef]

21. Kingman, J.E.C. Poisson Processes; Oxford University Press: New York, NY, USA, 2002.

22.  Zhao, X,; Lidbury, D.; da Fonseca, ].Q.; Sherry, A.; Neu, R.; Wallin, K.; Thompson, S.R.; Dean, S.W. Introducing Heterogeneity into
Brittle Fracture Modeling of a 22NiMoCr37 Ferritic Steel Ring Forging. . ASTM Int. 2008, 5, 101562. [CrossRef]

23. James, PM.M.; Ford, M.; Jivkov, A.P.P. A novel particle failure criterion for cleavage fracture modelling allowing measured brittle
particle distributions. Eng. Fract. Mech. 2014, 121-122, 98-115. [CrossRef]

24.  Abaqus/Standard 2017; Dassault Systemes Simulia Corp, 2017. Available online: https:/ /www.4realsim.com/documentos/pdf/
abaqus-standard-2017-datasheet.pdf (accessed on 1 February 2021).

25. Jivkov, A.P; Ford, M.; Yankova, M.; Sarzosa, D.; Ruggieri, C. Progress and challenges with local approaches to cleavage fracture.
Procedia Struct. Integr. 2019, 23, 39-44. [CrossRef]

26. ASTM E399-20a, Standard Test Method for Linear-Elastic Plane-Strain Fracture Toughness Klc of Metallic Materials; ASTM International:

West Conshohocken, PA, USA, 2020. Available online: www.astm.org (accessed on 20 December 2020).


http://doi.org/10.1179/msc.1978.12.11.511
http://doi.org/10.1016/0001-6160(65)90121-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/0001-6160(72)90102-2
http://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2014.0124
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-6454(01)00425-6
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2014.02.013
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.2.073608
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF02663302
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.engfracmech.2004.03.011
https://www.research.manchester.ac.uk/portal/files/70129677/CP2018_153_Ruggieri_Jivkov_Final.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.engfracmech.2004.03.009
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.engfracmech.2005.11.006
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10409-012-0089-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/0022-5096(68)90013-6
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.engfracmech.2011.10.019
http://doi.org/10.1051/jp4:1996629
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-7944(01)00067-4
http://doi.org/10.1179/030634584790420384
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.engfracmech.2017.12.021
http://doi.org/10.1520/JAI101562
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.engfracmech.2014.03.005
https://www.4realsim.com/documentos/pdf/abaqus-standard-2017-datasheet.pdf
https://www.4realsim.com/documentos/pdf/abaqus-standard-2017-datasheet.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prostr.2020.01.060
www.astm.org

	Introduction 
	Methods 
	The Beremin Model 
	Proposed Model 
	Finite Element Analysis 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

