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Abstract

An elasto-plastic-damage constitutive model for ductile materials was derived under the
framework of thermodynamic approach of contimuum damage mechanics (CDM) in which
internal irreversible thermodynamic change of micro-structure of materials such as plastic
deformation and damage evolution were considered as thermodynamic state variables. New
constitutive model can predict not only the elasto-plastic behaviors but also the sequencial
degradation process of ductile materials more rationally.
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E3 vo) el Wy mel g Ml e o
1= a9 2oty F4ud d4L =AH xR
£ ol&Ho g o753 Hadoh 1eju &40
8o Au7 G443 ZAS 41 sdE e A9 o
3 HAE BAHVES AFE T e AV A2
B 9EAQ Hwy HAl adAtA e 78k
B4 & A9 229 5olH A "%§°] Fo] 7
A7) "o HEg B YA FHe vAFTFol
U elAage] Aoy <laty °¥7lﬂv‘3 A 5 A
9] oFz}d A MdYsir|ole R A, dA7tA
Aol e ue ojed f‘é’&ﬂ’—q 2y e
TEH] FAHLE NAE e AL EFS T
IUE AE WREANA &3S IdA g2 —‘?—E’_(wrgm
material) 3} o|u] &Abo] WAE R EL R3] A
g8 F gl& ¥ ol &40 AxE HHI}VI=
te Brlssitte Holoh aebA ”“"2}% Y9}
nldAA2 AEAF o18E vdelde 189 A
B2 X sokd Yado] 5 9\1‘:}.

2ol Truesdellsol o8 AAsE F+A343
Ao d9sty A4zt #gn2]dl 1958E
Kachanov[3]ol ¢]&] A|¢te A&A&E495H(CDM,
continuum damage mechanics) S HEFFo 24 11
3% Ag Z(creep) VA, AAANRY HAbolF
1 2 (low cycle fatigue)sz R EaIE, &4, o
o] HAvy T o]&FoR HNE & Aw T
Aol Aol #E A7rt AR Uk &89
JdMe AMes sHE&dAol vlMZ A (micro-struc-
ture) FEA A LA EE FE(void), MATETS v
AT AR 2 AT ZLe dwo) Yvte AR
ZotRole] APAAEE vl o= o ANEFTE
o] Fajol Lotz gry oW YR EXHE v
A AFES H7E AxE &c)ge WEEs
2 ez Mg vHE ASS AXNHLR
4 FHI F dod HEHozm AAHE 3
QAR = ABAAE A&E7458E7) Qi F2F
Hopo 4wiflatA H87ted Aoz AFHTh

2 AR e ojHd A4 £4H8 Bote A
Supyol we} e AAWY AALE FHT
NAAX] 7]&e] Ajo]&o] e FAE ITHIA W
RPN HAH e AR 248 1Y F
Qe FY FAAHQ FRAMA FrIHE Ndst
v H 2 E2He 72U d&A9de] 9953 A
A g AHo uwat &4 xFEE 4 WRAFES
TANAH AL Pt oy ol F o] &ty A -E

212, 444, AlFA
A% & (plastic-damage flow rule) & fx3tdc}
EZ HAANE T o] LA H 84 R
FAE HESIA

2.

2

SH| &4t

2158 &4

Kahanovl¥E =gl @A slea] F&9] £410]
v AFF LA IdEe AoE HFEL o] FF
of ol3t @ Aol FAavES & v F9sl
o] 9§99 (effective stress)o*s} WP T o] FA A
< oS3 go] BH3HH(Fig.2.1).
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Fig.2.1 Damage model of Kachanov [ 1958]

a*=% (2.1)
,5:%‘:_&7 (2.2)
Y=—A(g,/¥)* (2.3)
Uzt A Aef kg iAo 2 3 7] wf ol

Ye &40 B “é% ne &R Rite 2% o
2 FXE ol A5 SHAH ot &4
AREE & &AEA 2 (damage evolution equ-
ation)& 7|23 E APH o2 AT BAAF
ES HYEE E3lo] AH I

2.2 oA &4

dutd oz Agol &4 od LPYE 7 7
4279 g2 vele 397 god HAol & AR
YFE oy T AL U A3 AS &S
2E W¥gos FFHo g FFLE NFIE
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APAES £FES TR B8 A7

594 EAolgoz e ol § &4 YUt o
W EAE OES g17) g HYAEY 5
Zdel EAlo B A £4€ FRale e AEE
gt dedes Re 44 Y + Utk
Vakulenko and Kachanov{5]& @ gol &Alsle &
Aol A EAEE g FAYE GdES A
934 = (displacement jump) ¥ €} 8] t}elel= F(dy-
adic product)oll th3 HEFo 2 A== A &
“+(tensor damage)7H'd € HZ2 =UFo2H o]
WA £ HeAe AAsIden &4 YR
2 FHFsln d98tE g Ay o d&A
Qote] Ity FEAYE =Yt F4 3 At
Davison and Stevens[6], Krajcinovic[16] & &

£ WA dakg sl e g BAgoaN HA
Mgl HHE&AH(spall damge)FAE FRUC
Murakami and Ohno[7] $& Vakulenko & &44dl
Mol w9 xule| o] Wako] e gt 4
Hel dx|ste Aoz 7t3sied & o 7t vd &
Arsgen o] &4 "dAe T/ 1F Wy
o] HAZASE EdteE A S By rd=
A A&t olgd waw oA E4UAM QF
&2 7 2o} Yntslstal Y Qo)

Qé; w;, (v,®v,) (2.4)

old vi= &Y FE5UY AHAYH, e T
FERY ZA2E8E S0 FESH S2REH O
¥ o] Hdr}.

o*=g - ¢ (2.5)
¢ =(I1—-Q)? (2.6)

714 L 22 A E Qs (2.5)4e 1%
LA (2L P02 $3% Yejrt Gek

3. 7|2YF A YAst

REEASRIRCSCK H20% 48 19924 11A
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31 A& MUY 788

(1) ¥ & Fujell A (Deformation gradient tensor)

AL 7 HP A o] FH of BU R JJH
pe A3 3 AAHE = xoll M y2 H3letA @
t} webd AT oM A& R ZHE
AxE L2 2L 191 B3 A7 AP

y=y(x,t) (3.1)

azln w3 A&A WREY nido] dxvl dy2
HYE o o] £7) vliFe HAAAE Hsle A
7 M FE o33 o) el gict

dy=F - dx (3.2)

F=Grad y=2&- (3.3)

olul, Fo] 8 ¥4](determiment)& Jacobian ] &
k=Y

J=det F (3.4)
(2) &= T4 &l A (Velocity gradient tensor)

SETHAM LS WY THAN Fob fA17 2
o2 Bew gol Rojwn,

L=grad vz% (3.5)
o 71M, v
%)

viyo=3 (3.6)

oln], qleo] APl £ E Euler 2 HHE
Aok, oluf, Pl LS AR HPE
(stretching or rate of deformation or velocity
strain) 1A D} HofA HE<l 3-8 (spin) WA
wel oz B8EY 4= Yrh

L=D+W (3.7)
D=Lsym=%—(L+LT) (3.8)
W=Lus =5 (L~L7) (3.9)
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(3) AP FuAA Q] FPAHE
sition)
A Y gL2AAEES HA U}-rﬂ s E 4+
e AANPAR A 3L AAR F 2FHAE
SAWE RS EE st ’7343}—‘1 Ro) Hg) st
Nemat-Nasser[9], Guo[10]5< H¥ Fuldl M E &
AREN AR o g FAEE 7MY
Ajersti rh

WA &5 JEAQ AFHES 1@y At
o RE HJEQLTEC) Y3 WYY S FABM
Agz7o] AFHoz UEIHE TAHUIFAH
(homogeneous deformation) & 7} gte}. 28|
9] AF polA o] WU u WS u o 24
A2 Balst & 4 Arh

&} (additive decompo-

FE

NIO {

u=u,tu, (3.10)

(3.10)8o22H &5 u(=v)7l thS4og §4
2R

u=u.+u =v.+v, (3.11)
(31004 & AN e o Fo 2 npiol2d
y=y.ty,—x (3.12)

SEERERTEEELESLECE S
Yalo) A prt Afroke P AR AElE BA
S (3.12)42) e x2 Aol Eatd wF e

X1, )

X2, Y2

Fig.3.1 Configurations in elasto-plastic deformation

=Y, AAH, AFEA
N7b e e e E FuE e

F=F.+F,~1 (3.13)
(3.13) o2 2E) theAlo] SR
F=F+F, (3.14)

(3114 # (3.5)2] 2 2 1¥ (3.15) 0] =&€r}

i
v_|__e

L=
dy oy

+ 0 =L.+L, (3.15)
oy

aglx (3.8)4d (3.15)4& HYsa MEE D
7} e go] SRS 2448 §og B4
g9

=L (LAL) =L (LALALIHLT) =D 4D,
(3.16)

(4) B8 % 7} (Strain measure)

s SAA el 9 o] AEAAo]

WAz &2 Afde FANFEdel 3=
o 9.8 o] Wag 7+e) WAIA (rate type constitut-
ive equation) 2.2 E&@=|ojo} 7] ¥l Euler&
o] W EL A2t ol W} waiA 2 o
Fo e (316)2es REY HYEL AH d¥E
(material time integration) 3t ¢& W3 = BA 2 A
2] g},

¢ =D, e=[, Ddt (3.17)

‘?‘;%E «] FawAe da A g aEF

HEH7te A4S 93t Q7] did &
8] w3l 21 W38 % (logarithmic strain), ¥ HE%
(true strain) &-& ) ¥# % (natural strain) 2] 3%}
Az g oz olald 5 Utk (316) (A1NHL
2 Ry H¥F 9A @AY A44E des
E¥7153h

¢ =D 4D,=:¢ +¢, (3.18)
3.2 %93 4] (Equation of motion)
(1) A 3krE(Mass Balance)

W Fo & A& B FA o] WA et
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t z2ddA o] gk
po—p]=pdet F (3.19)

(2) Me%a ¥Z(Balance of linear momen-

tum)

Newton zﬂ 38 HeEY &y id o o
=3 FuA 4ol frdch

div o™+ pb— g:=o (3.20)

o]} Cauchy &HHA o HEH A FefolA
o] ©¢) AAY &5 HAS ov)ste Euler /
9] 28 b9 (stress measure) 7} €T},

(3) zt %% 12 &(Balance of angular momen-
tum)

g oo 2§t 2 $5Hol HYP S olEdE
zhoz2RE g g Cauchy 3 A
ZHol =&

=0 3.21)

3.3 ol\y =] ®.Z(Energy balance)

(1) 998 A1 3

9lxole] EFwPo] g A&5A WRe FoY
o] walEe A2 FUHE YE(power) ¥ EF
o] g3t gris 498 A1 Hd o) ohg @ 2ol
iz BEY o] Aydrh

E total Pmput +Qinput ( 3 22 )

714 A EHE A& Pinpud 2§80 o3 &
o gto g Yehd F AN EFYEF Quud EHOR
2e] AxEE 9% uiel #xd 9944 TF
He 9% gog FAE & Ak (3.22)4 9 oY
A BEYIAL O B2 FHoE P

pu =g:D+pr—div q (3.23)

o714, q= 94 (heat flux)HEelo]ln r& @9 4
g g2 499 A7 vehdch ol g A FS
WER] ue A9 93 Jel g BA sk AH
HEE FraEs Rd7Hesto)

Kt ain i $208 43 19924 11A
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(2) 993 A2 3

Eos Ay Ho oJatd 2YAE olF & A&
Axel JEZF FrHEe dHzd g JdE=R
%7}%5‘.‘4 g Aok oA wEtd AEA R

EZAE I/ 29 EAxd o I

‘—;‘v:‘{ ofuzt A& HFden e ZF wizpAy w3
off o) A= &ite] o] Fofx 1 o]of ulet AER
e F710t FRbEThE Holth o] g A2 &
s o33 2o

_\':‘._3‘_-’.

s > L lyv L
s 23 —;dlv 5 (3.24)

of71A, s 99 ALF JdEZY O A28
veldth (3.24) 42 Clausius—Duhem R 5402
Jda a3 A

3.4 38

Clausius—Duhem #5402 HE |44 Wi
A E FAIEE 4 JadsEY d3EACE f 2
HSEH ojAHol vz A&NE FASE ARy 1K
EA4S Yehdle 78R 4] €

(1) Afeld =] 2l A

FAstel HYE 3l Ry A F F23F
(isothermal process)&to| Al &34 A= HEI}
5% oy AE 2Kl e} U= (Helmholz free
energy density) Y& th& 3 o] & 9]t}

Y=y—sb (3.25)

(3.25)4 & (3.23) 2 tifdsted R A uE
2A% o ohAl (3.24)4 ¢ Clausius—Duhem %
S0 thdsle] r& A3 HY HFHOE g
3} @& 2o e

) ..
pD=¢ : (¢ e ) —p(P+sB)—>q:-g20
(3.26)

oq7)14, g *ET7 & grad 68 Jebdth 2=

o 1] ) A 2+ &% & (energy dissipation power den-
sity)ol® A Fofl T o] A4E on g
o},

(2) dep s

AEe] AANAH AFEAHL Wz vjAH A
3l & ddaty Aulol o AYHe ReE UnF
& F 3z o)t mAl e 49 Jee 73
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Ao =YPHS,E =, U 5S (state variables) 9
FzA 2AHE B 8T 5 de Aoz nFEH
[11[2] =3 o] AHHFES R H o2 Fo] 7}
=% @ad 4 (observable variables) 2} H¥ o] g
#A= o} AdEtezE o g 2Ho] B}
=%t W) 2 4= (hidden or internal variables) & &
g 4 <t} Lemaitre, Chaboche %[11,12,13]12 %
HESEe 498 duA FAE o|Fe FAW
2 (associate variable) &3 &7 Table 3.17 2ol
S T =

Table 3.1 Mechanical thermodynamic variables

State variables Associated
Observable Internal variables

strain ] stress ¢
temperature 6 entropy 8
temp, gradient g heat flux ~ ~-q/0
elastic strain & | stress ¢

plastic strain g | stress -6

other variables A« Vi

(3) g9y A=A

Truesdelle] 2 &4 (principle of eqipresen-
ce)ol| wat AW A HESEL] FBBAAE
vehle pAA el e e Hez EA)
Aoz HRE & AoH1,2,14].

Y=¥(e, 6, g Vi) (3.27.2)
g =ole, 0, g Vi) (3.27.b)
s =s(s, 0, g Vi) (3.27.¢)
q =qle, 6, 8 Vi) (3.27.d)
A=A (e, 6, g Vi) (3.27.¢)

ek, AAFH o8] AFelix LA A
o2 e oo e P HA"
ov . oY,
=£ : 8e+69 0+

g v .
—g+—-V .28
o g+avk K (3.28)

(3.28)41¢ (3.26)2] 9] Clausius —Duhem ¥4
o tielste] A st theH g2 Ao frdrh

o . v .
pD=(c—p—) : é,+a 1 &,—p(s+)0 —
€ 0

« . ¥ . ¥ .
3 e g —p— V¥ (3.29)

=4, 4449, AFA

HYAP e SeRgoz s (32042 2
2 gengol 149 543 ol 2448 ovlste
1748 25402 s B ATh

o=p ‘3:' (3.30)
.Y
D=0 : sp—pa—vk' V. 20
X-J=0 (3.31)
4714,
X={o, AJ" (3.32.2)
I=ié,, V. } (3.32.b)
a=—"Y k=12, (3.32.)

aVy

J= 9493y Zel2~ W4 (themodynamic flux
variable), X¥ €983 F%¥(coujugated ther-
modynamic forcess)& 27| e},

(4) 24 X914 2 KB ¥ ¥ (complementary law)

(3.31)218 71AR AR 2404 FH A
A e S8 2H4Ee] w2 (evolution equation)
o] Holglojot e} WA Z 2 WE JE SYAT
2 3le 24X o EAE g 2o HEE

o) = 1pa=1x(0) -3 (3.33)

a8, 4983 398 X 24X dY oo o
3 2w & (nomality rule) 2.2 t}-&-2 o] FEEY
+ Utk

- f¢o
X=7] (3.34)

oy WREsFEe] A e 8] AiMe
Fay X2 =¢42 3 B (complementary) X
B4 o*E Foslm WRHESTE o*o] Faydes
EdaE Aol ug et meld Aaxdd ¢
2R Eydss FH5E59 AEEE 3
Legendre —Fenchel H&gte 24 B XM o*&
ohe-3 ol A 9jgr} [13],
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o*(X)=Sup(X - J—¢) (3.35)

B EAY g} olEsbssE gy el oz
YD gebd, WSS BHNE e 2
ol EY 4+ AUtk

_ 09*(X)
J—-——‘“—ax (3.36)

4 BIRN £ THYNAS| HAY

41788

FAsE A FAgHE e AEe @i
BAF 2 &84 ZAd 4 &3ta G2 -&4
TN E FEPrt

(1) W] e

A AEHFe wAFH] 2AHEE B¥H3e
HREFES 4380 a2 e 399 o%
2 A, vladge) ez AT A9 Fsdy
T HEAFH 2L ANF BHANAM B F
€ ABAF, E4UF & AHEid A5 24 &
FEAANA G AR 23 A4S BHEe 9%
3 EHaWs g 298 £ Table 4.13 o] 3§
2t

Table 4.1 State variables in plastic damage probelim

Conjugated forces
plastic strain £ stress -0
kinematic strain A back stress o

effective plastic strain  p | isotropic hard stress R

damage Q| energyrelease rate Y

Flux variables

(2) FrESH B SN

(2.4)(25)2 258 HA A8 FASA 28
e 89 o*e o o] FojE .

*=g-¢,¢=0-0Q)! (4.1)

Y (4DHAM §9 o*E A WA T} oY)
&ol o*o] AR FESHUAM FE thA|
o g

F=o* 1 {a*+o*T) -l (9 ~oto-¢)

2 2

=P : ¢ (4.2)

REEMERRIE $H20% R 19924 114

185

E49M o FESY T BEY] &9 09 BA
€ Jeldi< o3 43 dlAolx)

(3) AR 5713

Eae] Moz Aste d3lE Ao ¥ -
Hx #AANAN FEGHH ] 7HAZE Yuste
£ 02 AL AHosle WP 717
w2l iz gl 4 drh B = M
Sidoroffl817}  AIrE oL X5 7P & (Energetic
identification) 2] 7} & &3tk ANA £4to] @l
¥ A & (virgin material) ol 4 B Ao =] (comp-
lementary elastic energy) = o83 o] X5
Cla=

We(, 0)=% 6T Cl g (4.3)

o714, C.& 6=C, : .2 BVAE NFHale @43
Aol &4 & AFAME (4.3)49 B
Aol A7t othAl R EASHGS €42 FHE + 9
ohal 7HA g

Welo, ®)=We(37, 0)

e":C g (4.4)

(442N SEGAZHEA C, 7 e 2o
A ojgr},

~

C.=0':C,:0°T (4.5)

42 g98d Y243

(1) ARold=

(3.18) 4ol M H & il o] 2 U I SAAHY
o] M2 EgHoln Barigdictn NYste Ry
AR GAY - EAME 2A4HE B
HE A gol ot WRAEsES AYEFA} 9
= ReZ 71337 sl Helmholzel =Hgollv=x] %
dd Y& b33 go] @483 ANgog Bajs)
o HFE + Aot [11,16].

Y(e, D, A, Q)=¥.(e, Q)+¥,(p, A) (4.6)

(4.5)4 9 FEVYFANS C.8 =93 Y. &
o3 go] E#s s



Y. = Ee g (4.7)

2

283 GEE R -8 BAY o] gd54eg &

A2l
¥_ ¥
TP P, Ce
—=p1:C,: 0 T:g (4.8)
3=C. %, (4.9)
o 7] A
F=0"T: ¢ (4.10)

ES (3.32)2 o8] 2t FAHED R
Hrg] FraEA te3 go] FoEn

oF v,

—R=p5 =5 (4.11.2)
R (4.1Lb)
2%% : 2% e, (4.11.c)

(4.11.c)2 9] —Y& B J&A H9 3t Irwin
o FEAA 3 AR HHEH RAFRF 7)ol
o A 93 W¥E dvx] s E(damage
strain energy release rate)-& 2|v] 3} (11,16,17].

(2) 23 —-&3 F5HY

(4.6) Al A9} oL FRE(3.35)4) 9] B A o* o
A} 245 o7 o] &S BASE o* ot &
Aol A WE ouA 24E BAEE %Y &
o234 g3 go] REE 4 Ut

o*(a, o, R, Y)=0¢%,(q, o, R)+*,(Y) (4.12)

meba, BG5S BHAL (3.36) 40 oA
et 2ol & 4 9l

6‘/’*9
g = —— (4.13.2)
7 oo
. oo*
A="0¢ (4.13.b)
ou

=4, 9444, AEA

do*,

-p = R (4.13.c)
9 *
O = %ﬁ (4.13.d)

dutFSo] £§H HP 252 1/4087 He &
=ZHA AQEE S FAE g AEH 52
Z FAEHIE FAE 5 S =R JE Ao
g2 A ArH13] o8 § S eI AP e 1y Tt
W ZA p*e v E7H5EHR) o, szl vt
52 e F9ie 0, FEZHo HEH = HS
d T3 e e o3 d A, (4.13)42
Fate 5 ¥ el 39§ 4 (equipotential surface fun-
ction)o] ti¥ mExe} izte %4 (multiplier) 9
Fo8 B4 7pesiti[13]. ol o, (4.12) 2] ol A &} v} 3
ZIAZ FYAl &4 7 &488 J5ES 23y
g 22 2o g vepd F gl

F(o, «, R, Y)=F,(0, a, R)+F,(Y) (4.14)

=3 A 4 A (associated plasticity) &} A& vt
3= AEQ A9de Fuv $2d5 19 543
2 AT £ U (413)e2RH A3 og
23 e 24 —&4 759 3 (plasticdamage flow
rule)o] =¥}

oF, . of

=] ; =i (4.15.a)

A ZTFP - ig—i (4.15b)
_p= ,iz_% - jz—; (4.15.0)
_o= ,12_? (4.15.d)

&4 Ao gRzANo] &AL B EA §

£ W U3 FAHE FASA 28 oA FES
%! 7o ¥z Y F Utz sPAFE von
Miesse] FEZAN L T3 go] & & AYth

(&, @, R)=6.,— R(p) (4.16)
o 7] A,

e {g (5-%)°: (F—7)° 1”2 (4.17.a)
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HEak P el Be A

A4 A5l

b

=P« (4.17.b)

oly ( )P HA}AJE (deviatoric component ) &
oujgict, dwtdow 7 gol AME&H= 3
Ramberg-Osgood4] (Swift 2])ol] ub=2y Su 7 314
£ R th&-3} go] FojRth

R(p)=0,(1—cp)" (4.18)

o, cne AMEAFOITE  (416)-(418)4%
(4.15) 4 e shel ohgat ol Yeld + Uch

Cof : ofam
=A-=i
o6 05 do.
=329 (z-3)P (4.19)
20’eq
__:of__:of & _
A=-i5=-1% =, (4.19.b)
p=—id =i (4.19.¢)

4.2 £ 4 (Damage evolution equation)

(4.15.d) 28] &4l F.E Yol ¥ &4
o ez spFEtE 3 (4.15) 40 & £4RAg
-QE v go] et

—a=-1%-_irq (4.21)

q71M Qe &gl o|ud S HAlsh: dMz
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g F Qloh

~Q=V,p (4.22)
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o 7] A,
Vo=C1-4,2,) G 1
3
&
+C, S (1-42,0) FD) (v @ vi) ]
(4.23)
C.Cy By B, ABAT
<a> =] a>0d
=() a<0dad
02.=(02,1+0Q,+2,) /3 (4.24)
G = (5, +3»t3y) /3 (4.25)
FEESLBEE s
Wi RESY FEubgre o d WE
3 =5—3d, (4.26)
Qv(x)=v(x) -0 - v(l) (4 27)
(4.23)4]¢] 9 AL A &4, FHAY
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BERE
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7 rhg sl 2058 w0} Bk
(7, @, R)=0 (4.28)
of. yof . of o
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(4.16) — (4194 22 2 F (4.29)4 & 37 2o
HEgE

of . _of. OR._
50 PP op p=0 (4.30)

(4.30)%] & A =7 (consistency condition) o] &}
i E p(=1)E Aoz RE T

s 5 _(of . _of .y @R
p=i (aa.a aaa)/(3p (4.31)
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=225
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Fig.5.1 Measurment process of anisotropic damage
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Fig.5.5 Relation between effective stress and strain;
measured data and fitted hardening curve

Table 5.1Material constants for plastic —damage

analysis
Material properties Value
Elastic modulus E [73600 Mpa
Poisson’s ratio v | 0.3
Yield stress gy | 350 Mpa
Isotropic hardening parameters c R
n 0.3
Damage evolution parameters C | 045
C, 0.5
i 7
B 16
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Fig.5.6 Uni-axial tension of a plane stress element
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