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Abstract

The model of structural interfaces developed in Part I of this paper allows us to analytically attack
and solve different problems of stress concentration and composites. In particular, (i) new formulae
are given for effective properties of composite materials containing dilute suspensions of (randomly
oriented) reinforced elliptical voids or inclusions; (ii) a new definition is proposed for inclusion
neutrality (to account for the fact that the matrix is always ‘overstressed’, and thus non-neutral in a
classical sense, at the contacts with the interfacial structure), which is shown to provide interesting
stress optimality conditions. More generally, it is shown that the incorporation of an interfacial
structure at the contact between two elastic solids exhibits properties that cannot be obtained using
the more conventional approach of the zero-thickness, linear interface. For instance: contrary to the
zero-thickness interface, both bulk and shear effective moduli can be optimized for a structural
interface; effective properties higher that those possible with a perfect interface can be attained with a
structural interface; and neutrality holds with a structural interface for a substantially broader range
of parameters than for a zero-thickness interface.
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1. Introduction

The mechanical properties of the interphase, which separates inclusions from the matrix
in composite materials, have been demonstrated to play an important role in the overall
behavior of the composite.> Often the interphase is modelled as a surface separating two
materials, across which displacements may be discontinuous, but this discontinuity is
(linearly or nonlinearly) related to tractions. A more realistic model—which takes account
of the actual interfacial microstructure—is obtained through the concept of a structural
interface, developed in Part I of this paper. The focus of the present Part II is to investigate
the role of this microstructure on the mechanical properties of composite (fiber- and
particulate-reinforced) materials, always under the assumptions of two-dimensional linear
elasticity. These can be quantified through investigation of: (i) stiffness, and (ii) strength. In
particular,

e i) Stiffness is quantified (in Section 2) by finding the effective properties of a material
containing a dilute suspension of randomly oriented elliptical inclusions connected to
the matrix via a structural interface. It is shown that there are geometries of the
interfacial structure yielding optimal properties in terms of shear and bulk stiffness. We
determine for the first time the effective properties of a dilute suspension of randomly
oriented fiber-reinforced elliptical voids, showing the strong effect of the fibers. In
addition, we show that the effective properties tend to those of the matrix for a certain
distribution of inclined fibers. In this sense, a reinforced void can be designed that leaves
the stiffness of the matrix unchanged.

@ ii) Strength is addressed (in Section 3) in the following way. A neutral inclusion,
i.e. an inclusion which does not perturb the ambient stress/strain fields, is
considered optimal from the point of view of strength, since it eliminates stress
concentrations. It is shown that a circular inclusion coated by a continuous
structural interface is neutral under both shear and equal biaxial tension, for a far
broader material parameter range than for the linear interface analyzed by
Ru (1998). In addition, the notion of weak neutrality, based on energetic arguments
and more general than the concept of neutrality usually employed (e.g. Ru, 1998;
Milton and Serkov, 2001), is introduced. This is useful for analyzing discrete
interfacial structures and reveals that interfacial structures can be tailored to produce:
(a) weakly neutral elliptical inclusions coated by a discrete structural interface under
remote shear but not under equal biaxial tension; (b) weakly neutral circular inclusions
coated by a discrete structural interface under both shear and equal biaxial tension
separately.

2In particular, to quote some among many contributions, Walpole (1978) showed that a thin coating on an
inclusion strongly influences the stress fields; Benveniste (1985), Achenbach and Zhu (1989, 1990), Hashin (1990,
1991a, b) obtained expressions for the effective moduli; Levy (1996) introduced a nonlinear separation mechanism
in the problem of effective transverse bulk response of a composite; Hashin (2002) derived by a Taylor expansion
method imperfect interface conditions which are equivalent to the effect of a thin elastic interface.
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2. The effective properties of a dilute composite containing inclusions with structural
interfaces

It is shown in this section that analytical expressions can be found for the effective elastic
properties of a dilute suspension of randomly oriented reinforced elliptical voids and
elliptical inclusions, connected to an elastic matrix by structural interfaces. The effective
properties of the composite are shown to depend strongly on the geometry and stiffness of
the interfacial structure, a finding allowing design of structural interfaces to obtain extreme
properties of composites.

We refer to the volume averaged stress 6 and strain &

_ 1/ 1/ _ 1 1
6=— [ edV =— (o-n®x)dS,s=—/st=—/ (u ® n)g,, dS, (D
V- Jv V' Jas VJv V Jas >

(in which the suffix Sym denotes the symmetric part of a tensor) so that the effective elastic
Lamé constants A, i and two-dimensional bulk modulus K are introduced as

6= A(tre)l +20g = K (tre)l + 2fidev, )

where dev and tr are the operators taking the deviatoric part and the trace of a tensor and
the elastic constants appearing in Eq. (2) are related as

(©)

This section is organized as follows. First, the effective moduli of a dilute suspension of
circular inclusions coated with a continuous double Warren structural interface (of the
type analyzed in Part I, Section 4 of this paper—see Fig. 1) are obtained as simple
analytical expressions. Second, discrete interfacial structures are analyzed, reinforcing
randomly oriented elliptical voids and inclusions.
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Fig. 1. Circular inclusion of radius R coated with a continuous double Warren structure of thickness o.



38 K. Bertoldi et al. | J. Mech. Phys. Solids 55 (2007) 35-63

2.1. Dilute suspension of circular inclusions connected to the matrix by a continuous
structural interface

Let us consider a dilute suspension of circular inclusions of radius R connected to an
infinite matrix by a continuous double Warren truss structure of thickness ¢ (Fig. 1).

When a remote uniaxial stress ¢5 is applied to the matrix, substitution of the complex
potentials solution (given by Eq. (49) in Part I of this article) into Egs. (1) and neglecting
terms of O(f?) yields

— Do+Fm_Bm fo'o)
Oxx =0 — 2 11/
xX 11 (R+5)2 11
Fin + By _
+ i nyZOa

G,y = T om goop
" T R+ o) 11
_ (I +xHely | Bux" —Fy,

Sy = a3f,
- But 2R+ oru
- (K+ - 3)6C1>? BmijL + Fm _
&y = — o f, &y =0, 4
" 8ut 2R+ o)t M o @

where f = (R+ 5)2 / r? is the inclusion volume fraction, and the coefficients B,,, F, are
given by Egs. (51) in Part I of this article. Introduction of (4) into Eq. (2) yields

&, 2Bt 41, K (kT +1)
ﬂ*_l (R+ 0 ’K+_1+(R+5)2(K+—1)f' )

In the limit case of a zero-thickness linear interface (obtained by setting y = ¢ and taking
the limit as § — 0), the coefficients B,, and F,, are given in Egs. (54) in Part I of this article,
so that the effective properties of the composite are the same as those given by Thorpe and
Jasiuk (1992) and Bigoni et al. (1998).

The effective moduli for an inclusion volume fraction of 0.1 are plotted in Figs. 24 as a
function of the fiber inclination «. Matrix and inclusion are characterized by u= /ut = 10
in Fig. 2 and p~/u* = 0.1 in Fig. 3, while both cases are considered in Fig. 4 (in all cases
v~ =vt = 1/3). Different values of the dimensionless fiber compliance parameter A, =
2ut/l(kt + Dk R] (see Eq. (65) in Part I of this article) have been considered and
geometries defined by /R = {0,0.25,0.5, 1}. Note that for the limiting case of a linear
zero-thickness interface, when o = 0 the tractions at the interface are given by

Opp = Zk[ui‘ ﬂ »  Op = 0: (6)
while when o — 7/2 they become
o =0, o,9=2k[up]. (7

In the case of a perfect interface, the averaged properties reduce to the well-known results
(see, for instance, Willis, 1982)

u 1+ xt)yp —put
%=1+f( +)7(u )
I Ktp~ + pt

(L +xD)p (" = 1) —p(x” —1)]
(et = DQu~ +pt (k= = 1))
®)

K
B ciakhed
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Fig. 2. Effective shear modulus 7 (left) and 2D bulk modulus K (right) (normalized by u* and K+, respectively) of
a dilute suspension (f = 0.1) of circular elastic inclusions of radius R connected to the matrix by a continuous
double Warren truss structure with thickness 0 and fibers’ inclination o. The inclusions are stiffer than the matrix
(w/pt=10)and vt =v~ = %, whereas the interfacial compliance is A, = 5 (upper part) and 4, = 1 (lower part).
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Fig. 3. Effective shear modulus i (left) and 2D bulk modulus K (right) (normalized by u* and K, respectively) of
a dilute suspension (' = 0.1) of circular elastic inclusions of radius R connected to the matrix by a continuous
double Warren truss structure with thickness ¢ and bars inclination o. The matrix is stiffer than the inclusions
(w/pt=01)and vt =v = %, whereas the interfacial compliance is A, = 5 (upper part) and A, = 1 (lower part).
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Fig. 4. Effective shear modulus i (left) and 2D bulk modulus X (right) (normalized by u* and K, respectively) of
a dilute suspension (f = 0.1) of circular elastic inclusions of radius R connected to the matrix by a continuous
double Warren truss structure with thickness 6 and bars inclination «. Both inclusions stiffer than the matrix
(u /™ =10, upper part) and inclusions less stiff than the matrix (¢~ /pt = 0.1, lower part) are considered,

whereas vF = v~ = % and the bars are rigid (4, = 0). Two perfect interface results are also plotted: one for the

same u~ /ut ratio as for the structural interface cases, and one for rigid inclusions.

so that we get ii/ut = 1.135, K/K* = 1.116 for u~/u* =10 and fi/u* = 0.794, K/K" =
0.723 for u~/ut = 0.1, values shown in Fig. 4, where bars having an infinite stiffness
(i.e. A, = 0) are considered.

We conclude from Figs. 2—4 that

e While it is obvious that increasing (decreasing) the bars’ stiffness, the averaged bulk and
shear moduli of the composite increase (decrease), it may be surprising to note that for
inclusions less stiff than the matrix, the averaged moduli may be stiffer than the matrix
moduli, if the interfacial structure is stiff enough (Fig. 4). This effect cannot be obtained
with a linear, zero-thickness interface, which always decreases the stiffness of the
composite material.

® As a function of the bars’ inclination «, the averaged bulk modulus has two stationary
points, at « = 0 and « = nn/2. Moreover, « = 0 corresponds to a maximum for K if

SRR+ 0) (k™ = 1)

u Rkt + 1) ©)

A.>

e For a zero-thickness linear interface, Eq. (9) yields the condition & = 0 (corresponding
to null tangential stiffness kg = 0) for the maximum averaged bulk modulus, while the
averaged shear modulus attains a maximum for o« = n/4 (corresponding to equal
tangential and radial stiffnesses k, = kg = k). Therefore, for a zero-thickness linear
interface it is not possible to maximize both the bulk and the shear moduli of the composite
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material. 1t is clear from Figs. 3—4 that this is not true if the inclusions are connected to
the matrix through a structural interface: in fact, a structural interface with bars
characterized for instance by A. = 1 and inclination o = 7 /2 allows us to maximize both
the bulk and the shear moduli of the composite material (Fig. 5).

2.2. Dilute suspension of randomly oriented elliptical voids and inclusions reinforced by
discrete structures

A dilute suspension of randomly oriented elliptical voids reinforced by an arbitrary
distribution of bars or reinforced by a structural interface enclosing an elliptical inclusion,
so that there are N junction regions on the boundary of each void, is now considered.

The averaged stress and strain can be determined by using Egs. (1), with reference to a
circular contour of radius r, centered at the center of the elliptical void. To this purpose, we
need the leading-order terms of the displacements and tractions, calculated on the large
circle having r> R. These fields can be obtained by using the resultants P, and S (in the
radial and tangential directions, respectively), applied at the center of the kth junction
region. We will determine now (employing the complex potentials given by Eq. (32) in Part
I of this paper) the leading-order large-r terms of the displacement and stress fields,
assuming that the void’s boundary is loaded by N concentrated forces of tangential and
normal components S, and Py, respectively.
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Fig. 5. Geometry of the interfacial structure permitting maximization of both the bulk and the shear moduli of
the composite. Discrete (upper parts) and smeared (lower parts) structures.
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First we note that, since from the conformal mapping

- R(C—i—%), (10)
we can obtain ( as
2
é:z:i:«/z;€4mR (an

and since we seek the leading-order (large r) terms, we expand Eq. (11) in z/R and find for
z/R large (note that only the + sign in Eq. (11) is physically correct)

R\ e R
C ,06 —E—FO(Z) ?-{‘O(Z), (]2)

so that we conclude that a circle of radius r> R is mapped into a circle of radius p = r/R in
the transformed domain such that 6 = . Therefore, we can express the leading-order
terms in the far field displacements as
r R’ R
U = o— U1(0) + —— Ua(0) + —— U3(0),
8u 8ur drur

2
w= g UsO)+ 5 R uy0) +3 i - U0) (13)
u dur

where

2
Ui(0) = 40%5sin20 + > " o%[(k — 1)+ 2(3 — 2u) cos 26)],

a=1

2
U»(0) = 4(1 + x + mcos 20) sin 20075 + Z oo [2(1 + m*) — m(3 + 1) cos 20

+ (3 = 2a)(m(cos 46 — 3) + 2cos 20(1 + x))],

Us(0) = ZZFk {(l + K)COS(ZQ 0F — 0, ) + cos(@,: — 55(2%)

k=1 o=1

—m COS (Gk + 0w g)] s

2
Us(0) = 2055¢0520 — > 623 — 22)sin 20,  Us(0) = [(x — 1) + mcos 20)U4(0),

a=1

Uq(6) = f: EZ:F;ﬁ [(K — 1)sin (20 0 =6 g)
k=1 o=1
+sin(@,: — 0 g) - msin(@,f + 2 g)}’ (14)

with d; denoting the Kronecker delta and F§ = {Py, Sk} and @k = B + 0}, @; =f —
where 6] denotes the angle between the inward normal at the void boundary and the xl
(horizontal) axis at the node k.
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From the far field displacement field, we obtain the leading-order terms in the far field

stress

R2
o = S1(0) t532 52(9) t5.2 53(9)

R2
a0 = S4(0) t5.2 55(9) t5.2 56(9)

R2
oo = S7(0) +t32 58(9) t53 S9(9)

(15)
where

S1(0) = 655 5in 20 + 5; o[ + (3 — 20) cos 20],

2
S5(0) = 4(mcos 20 — 2)sin 20075 + > _ o5[4mcos20 — 1 — m’

=1

+ 2 cos26(mcos 20 — 2)(3 — 2a)],

S4(0) = f:iF [4 cos<20 0F — 3,5 ) + cos(é,; 6 g)
k=1 o=1

_ e n
mcos (Gk + 0 2)} ,
1 2
Sa(0) = 073 c0s 20 — 7 5in 20 > 653 - 2),
a=1

2
S5(0) = 4[cos 20 — msin’ 20]675 + 2sin 20 Z ooolm — (3 — 2a)(1 + mcos 20)],

=1

T

Se(0) = Z ZF“ {2 sin (20 0F — 0, ) — sin (@,: — 0 E)

k=1 a=1
+msin (97{ + . g)},

S7(0) = —o75sin 20 + = Z o[l — (3 — 20) cos 20],

S(0) = —2mo’S sin 40 + Z o[l 4+ m* — m(3 — 20)(1 + cos 40)],

=1

Sg(e)z—zN:zz:F [cos( *—(ng) —mcos(éz+5%2g)}. (16)
k=1 o=

1
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Note that the resultant components Pj and Sy are functions of the geometry, the loading
at infinity, and the eclastic constants of the plane, elliptical inclusion and structural
interface. In particular, compatibility at the elastic body/structure jth junction, where M
bars converge, can be expressed as (see Eq. (9) in Part I of this paper, but now in terms of
resultants, instead of quantities per unit length of the bar)

M
(P 4180 =3 K Tu(xi) — u(xn))-€fyp el (17)
h=1

where u(xy) is the displacement at the Ath junction central point xy, k;f’k) is the stiffness of
the hk bar, and ef,, is the unit vector aligned parallel to the bar,

r _ Xi — Xp
Note that, with x;, lying on the matrix, u(x;) is due to both the remote stress applied (u®)
and the tractions applied at the junction (u’S)
u(x) = u™(x;) + w5 (x;); (19)
otherwise, if x;, lies on the inclusion,
u(x) = u”S(xy). (20)

It is important now to note that u”S(x;) is a linear function of the load components P; and
Sk,

N
u$(0) =Y (VP + WyS)), 1)
=1

where the coefficients are determined by employing the complex potentials given in Egs.
(24) and (32) in Part I of this article for the elliptical inclusion and matrix, respectively.
Note that the compatibility Eq. (17) needs to be written at each node of the interfacial
structure, so that, after separation of its real and complex parts, a linear system of 2V
equations is obtained

T(P1, Sty s P S} = FU(xn), 3 (x), -, 7 (xv), 1 (X)) (22)

Nyt denoting the total number of nodes of the structure. Therefore, the traction resultant
components P, and S at the k-junction can be solved for from Eq. (22) as

N
P = Z (TilF)(Zkfl)(ijl) ups(x;) + (TilF)(Zkfl)Zj us® (x;),

J=1

N
Sk => (T F)yjor) 15°(%) + (T F)y; u5°(xy). (23)
j=1

Finally, to simplify the notation, we introduce the following matrices:

A = (T F)ye_neons B = (T F 1y

—l » 24)
Cit = (T Fyjmys Dje = (T7 F)yyy-
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We consider now a remote uniaxial stress ¢} and employ Eq. (23) in Egs. (13) and (195),
which, substituted in Egs. (1), allows us to obtain the averaged stress and strain in the
circular region of radius r containing an elliptical reinforced void or inclusion inclined at
an angle o with respect to the horizontal direction (truncated at first order in f)

(24 m* —2mcos2a) f(1+ K)R*6S

=g _f ooRZ
o =0 —/fon 2ab l16mabu
N
< >[I0 Aje + T} Bih™ + (I Cy + I} Do)k,
jk=1

fmR*6%sin20 f(1 4 k)R%c

oo N .
G = N[V Ap + T} By sin (0 + 22)

2ab 16mabu =i
+ (LY Cye + I} Dy cos(Of + 20)],
_ fomPR® (14 KR S~ Lo v 020)
- _ Ay + I'' Bi)h>
o2 ab T6raby ij:l[( G Aje + T Bihy,
+ (I Cy + I} Dl ™) (25)
and
_ o1+ 2 oo MO+ K)cos200—4(1 + k. +m?)]  f(1 +K)Ra5S
= o 8 Rooii 16abu © 32nabi2
N
x >[I0 Ay + T B + (I Ci + I} Dy,
jk=1
_ fmR*6%(3 +1)sin20 (1 + KR 6T S~ . A
= — - Ay +I'B, 0 +2
o2 16abu 32naby? /‘;[( j A+ T'j Bye) sin(0) + 201)
+ (I Cj + I} D) cos (O + 20)],
gk 3 —fo'°°R24(1 — K+ m*)+ (kK = 3)mcos2o f(1 + K)R*G53
2=%1 8u 1 16abu 32nabu?
N
xS [0y + T Bl + (I Cye + T} D)k ™), (26)
jhk=1

where f' = ab/r* and
P ( T . r
I} =[1—(=1)’m]cos ([)’j pz) +2cos([3]+2a —i—pz),

BP9 = cos (9; —pg) — mcos (@); +pg) + g cos (@,J{ + 20+ g%) (27)
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In order to analyze a dilute suspension of randomly oriented elliptical inclusions, an
isotropic average, defined for an arbitrary function g of angle « as

. 1 2n
0 =5x [ ad (28)
27'5 0
is employed, yielding

22+m2 f(1+K)RZJIIZ[A ((000) (111))

oh = ot — SR = T6abr (Wi

+ B (U(l L) (1 01))+ CJC(U(OOI) I W(]Ol))_’_D (v(l SR W(] 1, 1))]

i 1 + K)R*c : 0
b= f(Tb);m“ Z [(Ci — By cos (B; = 0) — (A + D) sin (B; — G,
Jok=

s _foi"fm2R2 +f(1 + )R 6 Z[A (0(000) (111))

2= 2ab 16abru =
+ B, (U(l S ](/10 D)4 c (U(oon (10 Dy +D, (U(l L) (1 1, 1))] (29)
and
i 1+K 21+K+m2 f1+ 1R E ©00) (k0.0)
= on +/onR 4abu B 32abnyu? Z A (v + Wik )
+ B (v(1 10 4 W(I]i ! 0)) + C; (U(OO 1 wj(,]:lo)) +D; (v(1 LD 4 w(koo))]
&= 22 Tia.
s ooK_3+f ooR21 — K+ m? _sa + K)R*0y EN: A0 0.00) _, (00))
&p = 04 ETEREAL dabp Nabm o, Uk T Wik
n Bjk(v(l 1,0) wﬂflo)) e (Uoo R W(klO)) + D, (U(l L) ;IICC,O,O))]’ (30)
where

(””) [(=1) —m] cos(ﬁl +J2) [(—1)" cos(@; + qg) —mcos(@Zr +q%>},
w}i"”q) —pcos(ﬂ/ -0 + g2 ;) (3D

We note that we have always found ¢%, = ¢¥, = 0, a result consistent with the symmetry
enforced by the isotropic averaging (28).
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We are now in a position to determine the effective moduli for the composite; employing
Egs. (2), we obtain (considering only up through linear terms in f)

fla+ b1 +x) {

N
abm | k40 > [ + D) cos(B; — 07)

g
H Jk=1

—(Bjx — Cji) sin(; — 9;?)]},

N
—4(@ + D ypm+ (e + 1) [Ap(B g + abgl )

Jok=1

K f( +x)
E_]+8,uabn(1c—l){

- B, (abg“oo) 2 (1 1,1 ) C; (abg(olo) bzg}ﬁ”*”)
+Dp(a’gy " “bg,lo ”)]} (32)
where

g](i‘]q) —cos(ﬁj—i—qg) cos(ﬁk—}—gg) cos(@,‘l—}—qg). (33)

We note that the effective moduli given by Eq. (32), in the limit case of a void (i.e. in the
absence of a structural interface), reduce to

(a+b? K 1 + kd® + b?

4ab EZl_fK—l 2ab

==

=1—-f(14+k) (34)
which coincide with those reported by Jasiuk et al. (1994) for a dilute composite with
randomly oriented elliptical holes.

As an application of the expressions for the effective properties (32), the effective shear
and bulk moduli for an infinite elastic plane with a dilute suspension of randomly oriented
cracks of length 2a reinforced with two fibers orthogonal to the fracture surface (having
locations x and —x from the central point of the crack) is considered (see the detail in Fig.
6, right). In this case, Sy = 0 and only u5° contributes to the fiber elongation, so that
Aj = Cjp = Dy = 0. For a crack density n, the volume concentration f is given by
f = nmab, so that, taking the limit for b — 0, Egs. (32) reduce to

I (1 +x)a’n 14K . -

—=1- T+ E By sin(f; —0)) |,

1 4 8u 4= sk

K (1 + x)a’n 1+ K & . . :

= _ _ B ) o 35
X 20— 1) (n a5 j’g:l i sin f; sin B sin Oy |, (35)

where, numbering the junctions as in the detail of Fig. 6 (right), By are
Bi1 = =By = By = — By = Viy[adPk(1 + k) — 8my],

By = —B3 = Biy = — By = —VadVkty(1 + 1),
Bjz = Bp, Bjy = By, (36)



48 K. Bertoldi et al. | J. Mech. Phys. Solids 55 (2007) 35-63

2.5
750 «__—— 2a \@VI.

% 2x @
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

RS
a

Fig. 6. Effective shear modulus 7 (left) and 2D bulk modulus K (right) (normalized by p and K, respectively) for a
dilute suspension of randomly oriented sharp cracks of length 2a reinforced by two symmetrical transverse fibers
located at x and —x, for different values of the fibers compliance parameter A.

in which
- 8kmu
@2k + ) [(AVY — (AP)] + 16a4Pk(1 + k)mp — 64n2)2’

2 . —1+(=1)"cos (B, + )
n_ _ 1y ok ,
AV = ;:1( D*|4p,sin f + 2(cos p — (—1)" cos ,) log Ir s~ pl|’
(37)

with §; = B~ and f, = .
Note that in the absence of fibers, B;; = By} = 0, Egs. (35) reduce to the well-known
formulae for a dilute suspension of randomly oriented cracks (Kachanov et al., 1994).
The variation of averaged shear modulus 7 and 2D bulk modulus K (normalized by u
and K, respectively) as a function of the fiber position is shown in Fig. 6, for #,/a = ﬁ,
crack density n = 0.001, and different values of the dimensionless compliance parameter
A =2u"/[(k* + Dktp] (see Eq. (35) of Part I). First we note that as A increases, the
averaged moduli tend to those corresponding to an unreinforced crack, ii/u = 0.79 and
K /K = 0.37. The effect of the fibers vanishes when they are close to the crack tip, whereas
it is maximum for x/a >~ 0.2. We conclude that fibers close to the crack tip drastically reduce
the stress singularity, but are almost ineffective for enhancing the overall elastic properties.
As a final example, the effective shear and bulk moduli for an infinite elastic plane with a
dilute suspension of randomly oriented elliptical (thin, a/b = 20) voids reinforced by rigid
fibers (A = 0) is plotted in Fig. 7, for an inclusion volume fraction f = 0.005. The results
model the averaged stiffness coefficients of a cracked fiber-reinforced material, such as that
reported in Fig. 1(B) of Part I of this article, a situation not previously investigated.
The fibers are characterized by 1, /a = 1g5; and two different distributions are considered:
purely orthogonal to the major axis (marked in Fig. 7 as ‘vertical’) and randomly
distributed and oriented (marked as ‘random’ in Fig. 7). The averaged properties for a
dilute suspension of randomly oriented rigid inclusions are given by the well-known
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Fig. 7. Effective shear modulus i (left) and 2D bulk modulus K (right) (normalized by u and K, respectively) for a
dilute distribution (f = 0.005) of randomly oriented elliptical voids (a/b = 20), reinforced by N rigid fibers
(A = 0). Two different fiber distributions are considered: purely vertical and randomly oriented and distributed.

formulae
- 2y + (172 T + 2 +
] m= + kt[2 — kT (m* — 2)] K (kt —m)(1 4+ k1)
L =1 —=1
ut +f 2kt(1 —m?) (et +m?) ° KT +f 2kt(l —m?) (38)

as reported by Thorpe and Sen (1985), so that for an inclusion characterized by a/b = 20,
/u=1.024 and K/K = 1.019. These values are not approached in the case of (highly
dense) parallel vertical fibers, since in this case the reinforcement remains weak in the
direction perpendicular to the fibers, but those values are approached in the case of
randomly distributed fibers. Note that the oscillations in the graph are due to the fact that
only one random distribution of fibers is considered for each N.

2.2.1. Circular inclusions coated by a discrete structural interface: effective properties

In the particular case of a circular inclusion of radius R connected to an infinite matrix
having a circular hole of radius R + ¢ by a discrete structural interface, Eqs. (32) simplify
to

_ 1+ N
% —1—f(1+ K){l - Vﬂ’cj,kZ:l[(Ajk + D) cos(B; — 20)
—(Bj — C)sin(f; — 291()]}, (39)
K 1+ 1+x & .
= 1 +j% -1+ S;mK Z(Ajk cos f; + By sin ) | .

Jik=1

As an example, the effective shear modulus 7 and bulk modulus K (normalized by u* and
K™, respectively) are determined for a dilute suspension (f = 0.1) of circular inclusions
coated by a discrete structural interface with thickness 6 = R. Two different interfacial
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Fig. 8. Effective shear modulus 7 (left) and 2D bulk modulus K (right) (normalized by p and K, respectively) for a
dilute distribution (' = 0.1) of circular inclusions of radius R connected to an infinite matrix having a circular hole

of radius R+ 6 (6/R = 1) by a double Warren truss structure comprised of 4N rigid fibers (A = 0). The matrix is

stiffer than the inclusions (u~/p* = 0.1) and vF =y~ =1

structures are considered: the discrete BM-model (from Bigoni and Movchan (2002), see
Part I of this article) and a double Warren truss structure with two different opening angles
y = {n/3,7/8} (see detail in Fig. 8), corresponding to o ~ {n/2,7/4}. The elastic materials
are characterized by p~/pu™ =10 and v- = v = %, while the bars of thickness 7,/R = 101W
are assumed to be rigid (4 = 0). The effective moduli are reported in Fig. 8 at increasing
bar density N (4N for the double Warren structure). It is clear from the figure that the non-
locality introduced by the bars’ inclination increases the averaged properties of the
composite.

In the particular case of a dilute suspension of circular holes, the averaged properties are
equal to fi/u™ =0.733 and K/K* = 0.6, the values approached in the graphs when the
numbers of bars approaches zero. On the other hand, for a dilute suspension of circular
inclusions connected to the matrix by a perfect interface, the averaged properties are equal
to /ut = 1.14 and K/K* = 1.12, values approached in the graphs as the number of bars
increases. In closure, we note that a dilute suspension of circular inclusions coated by a
sufficiently dense structural interface is characterized by averaged properties higher than
those corresponding to the perfect interface and that, increasing the bar density, the averaged
properties tend to those predicted by the continuous model.

3. Optimal stress distribution: neutrality

The possibility of tuning the properties of the interface, so that an ‘optimal’ stress
distribution is achieved, is investigated in this section. Optimality is intended here to
correspond to a minimum stress concentration near the interface in the matrix, a condition
which is fully satisfied when the inclusion is neutral. Previously, Ru (1998) analyzed the
design of neutral elastic inclusions employing the zero-thickness linear interface, while
Bigoni et al. (1998) investigated for the same structure a weaker condition of neutrality.
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We show here that by employing a continuous structural interface, neutrality occurs for a
range of material parameters broader than for a zero-thickness linear interface. A new
concept of weak neutrality (coincident with the notions of neutrality employed by Ru,
1998 and Bigoni et al., 1998 only in particular cases) is introduced for inclusions coated by
discrete structural interfaces, and it is shown that for a weakly neutral inclusion the
perturbation introduced in the matrix is very localized, although non-null at every point of
the matrix, as the notion of strong neutrality implies.

3.1. Strong- and weak-neutrality conditions for an inclusion connected to the matrix by a
structural interface

Let us consider a generic inclusion connected to an elastic matrix by a structural
interface, as shown in Fig. 9, and subject to a remote uniform stress ¢°°. Denoting by a
superscript p the perturbation induced by the inclusion, we have

u=w+u>*, ¢=&+&°, o6=0"+0". (40)
The strain energy in the elastic matrix contained within a contour I’ enclosing the

inclusion, W,,, can be expressed as

17
Wm=§ (6™ e +06" & +6% & +a" &), 41)
V+

Fig. 9. Elastic inclusion and structural interface.



52 K. Bertoldi et al. | J. Mech. Phys. Solids 55 (2007) 35-63

where V' is the volume enclosed between I' and the contour I't, defining the boundary of
the structural interface. On application of the divergence theorem, Eq. (41) becomes

1
Wm=§[(t°°-u°°+t”-u”+t°°~u”+t”-u°°), (42)
I

where t = on denotes the traction vector and

where N is the number of the junction regions ;" lying on I'" (see Part I, Section 2). The
last term on the right-hand side of Eq. (43) is equal to the strain energy W; in the structural
interface and inclusion (changed in sign).

Therefore, the strain energy in the region enclosed by the contour I' is the sum of the
contributions of the matrix, structural interface and inclusion, viz.

1
W:Wm+W,:E/(t“’-u°°+tP-u1’+t°°~u1’+tP-u°°), (44)
r

and it can be observed that W diverges as b — oo. However, this divergence is due to the
fact that the unperturbed solution corresponds to a homogeneously stressed infinite
domain, so that its energy is necessarily infinite. Therefore, the quantity

1 1

W —= t°°-u°°=—/(t”~u”+t°°-u”+t”-u°°) (45)

2Jr 2Jr
remains finite. This is zero in the absence of any inclusion and can be viewed as the
perturbation of the energy due to the presence of the inclusion. Therefore, we take as a
definition of strong inclusion neutrality the condition that the energy perturbation (45) be zero
for all the ‘control’ volumes singled out by contour I', namely

/(tp~up+t°°-up+tp-u°°)=0, VI (46)
r

This definition of neutrality is equivalent to that employed by Milton and Serkov (2001)
and Ru (1998).

The problem with applying (46) to discrete structural interfaces is that the matrix will be
always ‘overstressed’ at the bar junctions, where a strong-neutrality condition will in general be
violated. We prefer therefore to introduce a new, weak notion of neutrality. In particular,
specializing I" to a circle of radius d and taking the limit for d — oo of Eq. (46) we obtain

lim v —0, 47)
d—o0 r(d)

so that
we take as a definition of inclusion ‘weak neutrality’ the condition that the energy

perturbation (45) be zero for d — oo, namely

lim [ (- -w+¢ u®) =0. 48)
d—o0 I'(d)
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That condition (48) is connected to neutrality is obvious since it is a weak form of (46).
However, it is proven below that for a continuous structural interface (thus including as
particular cases perfect and zero-thickness linear interfaces), connecting a circular
inclusion to a matrix, condition (48) is equivalent to requiring the material’s effective
properties to be equal to the properties of the matrix material (i/u = K/K = 1) for a
dilute suspension of inclusions, a condition of neutrality also employed by Bigoni et al.
(1998).

3.2. Strong- and weak-neutrality for a circular inclusion connected to an infinite matrix by a
continuous structural interface

We start by considering a circular inclusion of radius R connected to an infinite matrix
having a circular hole of radius R + ¢ by a continuous double Warren truss structure (see
Fig. 1). Since when a uniform stress is applied at infinity, the stress and displacement fields
are derived from Egs. (49) of Part I of this article, choosing I' as a circle of radius d
centered at the inclusion center, Eq. (46) can be rewritten in matrix form as

6 -He* =0, < detH=0, (49)
where
o™ =[5}, o35, 31", (50)

and the coefficients of the symmetric matrix H are

an 2 1
Hyy = Hyy = (¢ — 3) = 4F )+ Hon,
1 33 4d2,u+[ (1 ) ]+4 2
2
Hy =~ " {OM2, — 128, Mypd® + Bd'[d*(1 — k) + 2B, (" + 3)]},
,u
1
H13=H11—§H22, Hyy=Hy =0, (51)

in which B, F,, and M,, are given by Eqgs. (51) in Part I of this article. The form of the
neutrality condition given in Eq. (49) is instructive, since it reveals that if the eigenvalues of
H are distinct, neutrality holds only for certain loading at infinity, corresponding to the
eigenvector related to the vanishing eigenvalue.

We are now in a position to compute the eigenvalues /; and the corresponding
eigenvectors v; of the matrix H, which turn out to be

iy
B 2d° ut

h [d*(kt — 3) — 4F,,],

2
hy=hy = —dé—n+{6M,2n — 12B,, Mypd® + Bud 2B,k +3) + (1 — k")d?]),

u
=L 0 1, m»=v=[0 1 0, (52)

showing that an inclusion can be neutral for equibiaxial stress or pure shear. The condition
of strong neutrality requires vanishing of /; or A, for every d, whereas weak neutrality
corresponds to the vanishing of /; or /;, but computed at the limit d — oo, so that
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Strong neutrality :

F,=0 for equibiaxial tension;
B, =M, =0 for shear.
. m m (53)
Weak neutrality :
F,=0 for equibiaxial tension;
B,=0 for shear.

Therefore, there is no difference between strong and weak neutrality for equibiaxial remote
stress, whereas the difference is in the requirement of M, vanishing for remote shear. Note
that in the case of weak neutrality, for an infinite matrix characterized by k = 3 (kx = 1),
the eigenvalue %, (h3) is identically zero; for these cases higher-order terms should be
considered in the energy.

For a dilute suspension of circular inclusions connected to an infinite matrix by a
continuous double Warren truss structure, the averaged properties are given by Eq. (5), so
that it is clear from Eq. (53) that the condition of weak neutrality under equibiaxial tension
is equivalent to K/K" =1, whereas the condition of weak neutrality under shear is
equivalent to i/ut = 1.}

The following can be concluded from the conditions of strong and weak neutrality:

e It is possible to choose the interfacial properties to satisfy weak neutrality
(coincident for circular inclusions with K/Kt =7n/ut =1) for both remote
equibiaxial stress and pure shear (i.e. F,,, = B,, =0, or, in other words, & = h, = 0).
A circular inclusion connected to the matrix by a zero-thickness linear interface is
weakly neutral for both remote shear and equibiaxial tension when the conditions
found by Bigoni et al. (1998, their Eqgs. (43)—(44)) are met, which is possible only for
inclusions stiffer than the matrix. For a circular inclusion coated by a continuous
structural interface, the solution of the conditions B, = F,, =0 in the plane pu~/u*
versus J/R is reported in Fig. 10, for v = v~ = % and different bar inclinations o. It is
clear that employing a continuous structural interface, weak neutrality becomes possible
also for pu~/ut <1.

e In the case of strong neutrality, the stress at each point of the matrix is the same as in
the absence of the inclusion. However, as in the case of the zero-thickness linear
interface (Ru, 1998), differently from weak neutrality, it is not possible to choose the
interfacial properties to satisfy strong neutrality for both remote equibiaxial stress and
pure shear (i.e. F,,, = B, = M,, = 0);

e For remote equibiaxial traction, strong neutrality occurs when F,, = 0 (see Eq. (53)),
which in terms of bar stiffness k becomes

2u" (R +9)

k = . - (54)
(1 = k)R(R+ d)utcos? o+ (kt — Du~(R*cos?a + 2R + §7)

3The coincidence between weak neutrality and the criterion K/K* =q/ut =1 (for circular inclusions) is valid
also as particular cases for a zero-thickness interface (in this case the coefficients B,, and F,, are given by Egs. (54)
in Part I of this article) and for a perfectly bonded interface.
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Fig. 10. Circular inclusion of radius R connected to an infinite matrix by a continuous double Warren truss
structure of thickness 6 and bars inclination «. Combinations of parameters u~/u™ and /R for which weak
neutrality is possible under both remote equibiaxial tension and shear (F,,, = B,, = 0). Different bar inclinations o

are considered.
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Fig. 11. Circular inclusion of radius R connected to an infinite matrix by a continuous double Warren truss
structure of thickness 6 and bar inclinations o = {0,7/2}. Range of parameters p~/u*, and §/R for which
inclusion strong neutrality becomes possible under remote equibiaxial stress. Admissibility corresponds to all
points in both the gray zones for o = n/2 and in the light gray zone for o = 0.

In the limit case of a linear zero-thickness interface [0 — 0 and « — arctan(cR), see
Eq. (46) in Part I of this paper], Eq. (54) reduces to a condition found by Ru (1998)

4up

+

kr = p
R{(k* = Dy~ — pt (= = 1)]

whereas ky remains unprescribed and neutrality is possible only for inclusions stiffer
than the matrix, = /ut > 1. Assuming for simplicity k* = k™, we report in Fig. 11 the
regions in the plane u~/u* versus /R where neutrality is possible (namely, when the

(55)
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compliance parameter k of the continuous structural interface is positive), for two bar
inclinations & = 0 and /2. We note that all values of u~/ut lying above the curve
marked o =0 correspond to strong neutrality under equibiaxial stress (we mean
therefore points in the light gray zone). Strong neutrality under equibiaxial remote
stress for o = 7/2 is possible at every point in the figure (thus in both the light and dark
gray zones). Other values of o have been investigated and they always correspond to
limiting curves lying below the limiting curve for o = 0 shown in the figure. Therefore,
for a circular inclusion coated by a continuous double Warren truss structure,
differently from a linear zero-thickness interface, strong neutrality for equibiaxial
tension is possible also for u~/ut <1.
For remote shear stress, strong neutrality occurs when both B, and M, vanish, see Eq.
(53). In particular, from the condition M,, = 0 we obtain a linear equation in k, which
can be solved as function of u~/u*. Introduction of this computed value into the
equation B,, = 0 yields a polynomial expression of second order for u~/u*. Assuming
for simplicity k* = k~, the values of the parameters u~/ut and /R for which strong
neutrality is possible for different values of bars’ inclination « are reported in Fig. 12. In
the particular case of a linear zero-thickness interface, we obtain that neutrality is
possible under shear for

2upt n
TR -y "W (56
so that k, = kg = k, a result coincident with that given by Ru (1998). Therefore, for a
zero-thickness linear interface, the neutrality condition is possible only for inclusions
stiffer than the matrix, ¢~ /u* =1, whereas for a continuous structural interface this
condition is not necessary if o>n/3. In addition, we note from Fig. 12 that under
remote shear stress, strong neutrality is possible only for a>n/4 (the case o = n/4 is
attained in the limit case of a zero-thickness linear interface). It is interesting to observe
that for n/3<a<m/2, strong neutrality is possible on two separate branches: (i) for
0/R<0.2 with u~ /ut >1 and employing a continuous structural interface characterized
by high stiffness &; (ii) for 6/R>0.2 also for inclusions less stiff than the matrix.

7\
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«=90° \
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Fig. 12. Circular inclusion of radius R connected to an infinite matrix by a continuous double Warren truss
structure of thickness d and bars inclination . Combinations of parameters u~/u*, and 6/R for which strong
neutrality is possible under remote shear stress, for different values of the bar inclination o. Admissibility
corresponds to all points on the curves.
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o In closure, we emphasize that: the range of parameters for which neutrality occurs for a
continuous structural interface is much broader and extends to values u~ /put <1
(inclusions less stiff than the matrix) than that obtained by employing the zero-thickness
linear interface model (limited to inclusions stiffer than the matrix).

3.3. Weak neutrality for an elliptical inclusion connected to an infinite matrix by a discrete
structural interface

Let us consider an elliptical inclusion connected to an infinite matrix by a structural
interface, so that we can make recourse to Egs. (13), (15) and (23). Substituting these
equations into the weak-neutrality condition (48) and employing the representation
(50) yields the condition of weak neutrality in the same form (49), but with H given
now by

Hy = [2+m(—7+6m)+1<(2+m—2m2)]n+(1:—K)

x{(3 — ©)[(m — 3)(a 0 + OO 1 (1 — m) (b0 4 g~y
+ (cm +2) = 2= 3m)[(m = 3)(@" OO — 00+ (1L =BTV — O],

H22 = 16(K — 1)7‘[ —

2
4k — 1)[a+(1,1) 4 ptD 4 0D 4 d*“’l)],
u

1+ x)
4p
{3 = ©[(m+ (@ + ) — 3+ m)(b~ "0 4 a7 OV)]
+ (1(m — 2) + 2 = 3m)[(m + 1)@ OO — Oy — (3 4 m)(p™ OO — gHOMy

Hyz = 2+ m(7+ 6m) — k(m — 2 + 2m*))n +

(1+x)
2u
+ (1 = x)(m = 3)(@ "0 4 ) 4 (e — 1)(m — 1)@ 0 4 pH10)

+ (K2 +m) = 2 = 3m)[at OV 4 pTOD _ FOD _ gHODyy

Hypp =

(B =) OV 4+ p7OD 4 ~OD 4 g~

(I+x)
4u
{3 = ©)0m = D@ O + O — (1 +m)(b™ " + 7))
+ [K(4 — m 4+ m?) — 4+ 3m — 3m*) (@O0 — 00
— k(@4 +m+m?) — 4 —3m = 3n?) (BT — gt O,

Hiy = 2[5+ 3m? — k(m® + 3)]n +

207 = 1) son) 400 1t 00) 1 2410 L 4O
H23:H12+T[C ) — T pTEY 4 pTEY 4 T

4 a0 0D 10 (57)
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where
N
+ig) — N 4 o 4+ ;8 B +g2),
a ];:1 chos( p 12) cos( g g2>
. N ~ LT . T
pECO — Z Bj cos (9,f + l§> sin (ﬁj — gz),
kj=1
N
A9 — kJZ:] Cik sm(@,f - zg) Cos(ﬂ] + gg),
69 _;E B —gl). (58)
];:1 ksm( i )sm(j gz)

If the structural interface is symmetric with respect to both x; and x, axes

aEOD = pEOD _ FOD _ 0D _

aEH0) = pEO0) (1.0 — 10 _ (59)
so that

Hiy = Hy =0, (60)

a condition which thoroughly simplifies the calculations. For the particular case of a
structural interface symmetric with respect to both x; and x, axes, we can compute the
eigenvalues /; and the corresponding eigenvectors v; of the matrix H, which turn out to be

hi = Ha, vi=[0, 1, 0]

T
Hy+Hyu—/4 Hy—Hyu—/4
h2: 1 233 , Vo= [ 1 2H?3 ,0, 1} ,

(61)
/’l3 — H11+HQ33+\/Z’ vy = |:H11 Hy+V/4 O 1:|T’

His
with 4 = 4H?%, + (H1 — H33)*. Therefore

assuming H3(H |y — H33)#0, the inclusion can be weakly neutral only when a uniform
shear is applied at infinity and no neutrality under equibiaxial stress is found.

Although we cannot exclude that either H; = H33 or H;3 = 0 might be satisfied, we
were unable to find a geometry for the interfacial structure to satisfy such a condition for
an elliptical inclusion (in contrast to the circular case), so that we were unable to find weak
neutrality under biaxial stress for elliptical inclusions or reinforced voids.

As an example, an elliptical void with a/b = 5 is considered, reinforced with 15 double
Warren truss structural elements comprised of bars with thickness #,/a = 10‘00, as shown in
Fig. 13. The infinite matrix is characterized by v = 3 and loaded by a uniform remote shear

stress 695 = p/100. The bars’ stiffness is selected to satisfy the weak neutrality condition
given by Eq. (48) and corresponding to A =0.17. It is clear from Fig. 13, where the
absolute value of the components of stress perturbation (normalized by the remote shear
stress, 1.e. |0 — 05| /o93) are shown, that, when the elliptical void is weakly neutral, the
perturbation introduced is very localized near the bar junctions, whereas the perturbation
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Fig. 13. Elliptical void reinforced by 15 double Warren truss structures and loaded by a remote shear stress: weak
neutrality occurs for bars compliance 4 = 0.17, so that in this case the stress fields are almost unperturbed
(compare to the non-neutral case A = 0.5). Maps of the absolute values of the perturbation in the stress
components (normalized by the remote stress) are shown.

spreads through the matrix when the bar stiffness is changed (see the other example with
A =0.5).

3.3.1. Weak neutrality for a circular inclusion reinforced by a discrete structural interface

Let us consider a circular inclusion having radius R connected to an infinite matrix with
a circular hole of radius R+ ¢ by a structural interface. For this particular geometry
m=0, 0} = B = Ok, 0 =20, and 0, =0, so that

a0 — 4= — o, p=10 — =D ¢
OO = O =g =00 = g=OD — ¢, (62)
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Therefore, coefficients (57) for the particular case of a structural interface symmetric with
respect to both x; and x, axes simplify to

1
Hyy = 2n(1 + k) + %{(3 — (b0 — 34700
+ 2(K _ 1)[b+(0,0) _ d+(0,0) _ 3(a+(0,0) _ C+(0’0))]},

402 — 1
Ha = 16n(c— 1) — 20 =1 . ) (@) 4 0D 0D gy

1
His = 2n(1 4+ 5) +— = (= 1)@ = 36700)
u
4 2( — D[TO0 _ gH00) _ 3(g+00) _ 00

1+
4p
43 — 1)@ O0 — OO _ 00 4 g+00y)

Hyz; =2n(5 —3K) + K[(K _ 3)(Cf((),O) + b’(o’o))

Hyy = Hp, =0. (63)

If the structure is symmetric about n distinct diametral lines at fixed angles 2n/n, we find
that, in addition to Eqgs. (58) we have

a~00) = =00
a0 = g+ — _p+00) — (LD
dHO0 — gD — 00 — ALY, (64)
so that Egs. (63) reduce to
1

H11 =H33=2(1+K)ﬂ?+

;— K [(K . 3)a—(0,0) + 4(1 _ K)(a+(0,0) _ c+(0,o))]’
u

1
His = (x—3)|~4n+ " L)
u
Hyy=Hy; =0, Hyp=2H—Hp). (65)
For this particular case, the eigenvalues /; and the corresponding eigenvectors v; of the
matrix H turn out to be

hy=Hy+Hps, vi=[10, 1],

66
hy=hs=Hp, vi=vi=[0, 1, 0], 0

showing that now weak neutrality is possible for shear and equibiaxial stress separately. It
follows that for a circular inclusion connected to an infinite matrix by a (symmetric,
discrete) structural interface, neutrality occurs:

e for remote equibiaxial tension when

4un

1+’ 67)

1
Hy+ Hiz = (k= 3) {471 — %a—(o,m] =0=a "=
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e for remote shear stress when

1
Hp = (x—1)|2n — %(aﬂ‘w — 00| — g

2um
—y HO0) _ 00 I'Mﬂ _ (68)

As already observed in the case of a circular inclusion coated by a continuous double
Warren truss structure, Eq. (67) is also satisfied for a matrix characterized by k = 3 (i.e.
v =0) and Eq. (68) for a matrix characterized by x =1 (i.e. v= %). However, for these
cases higher-order terms should be considered in the series expansion of the energy.

As an example of weak neutrality, a circular inclusion with a 30-cell hexagonal lattice
structural interface comprised of bars with thickness #,/R = ﬁ is considered, with an
inclusion radius R and a thickness of the structure 6 = R/4 (Fig. 14). The two materials
forming the inclusion and the matrix are characterized by the same value of Poisson ratio
v = % and by u=/ut = 10, so that the inclusion is stiffer than the matrix. A remote shear
loading (695 = p*/100) is applied, so that the condition of weak neutrality (68) is achieved
for A = 0.52. As a comparison, the (non-neutral) value 4 = 0.15 is investigated. The level
sets of the absolute value of the components of stress perturbation (normalized by the

L1y l/oss o120731 /o1

l6-6]

[ T T

00 01 02 03 04 05 2
Fig. 14. Circular inclusion connected to an infinite matrix by a 30-cell hexagonal lattice structure and loaded by a
remote shear stress: weak neutrality occurs for the bars compliance A4 = 0.52 (upper part), so that in this case the
stress fields are almost unperturbed (compare to the non-neutral case A = 0.15). Maps of the absolute values of
the perturbation in the stress components (normalized by the remote stress) are shown. The inclusions are stiffer

than the matrix (u=/u* = 10) and vt = v~ =1



62 K. Bertoldi et al. | J. Mech. Phys. Solids 55 (2007) 35-63

remote shear stress, i.e. |o; — 03°|/0{35) are shown in Fig. 14, again illustrating that, when
the inclusion is weakly neutral, the perturbation introduced in the matrix is minimal.

4. Conclusions

We have shown that the model of a structural interface developed in Part I of this article
is a powerful tool to investigate different situations of interest related to inclusions coated
with structures: (i) effective properties, and (ii) stress neutrality. In particular, we have
determined for the first time:

e The effective properties of a dilute suspension of randomly oriented bridged elliptical
voids and bridged elliptical inclusions.

e A new, weak neutrality condition that can be satisfied for inclusions coated with a
structural interface.

The tools developed allow design of interfacial structures to obtain optimal properties,
which have been in part explored, providing for instance the structures shown in Fig. 5
giving the maximal effective properties of a composite containing reinforced circular
inclusions.
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