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law with dilatancy was presented to investigate 'icial cracking processes of composites. The tangential ion-

separation law was derived via a pre-defj

interface was in tension. On the contra (eng
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Sgrensen model is not con facilitate numerical simula-

tion, expressions of interface stiffness matrix applying to three dimensional ¢} element models were also presen-

ted.
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rived applying the method presented in this paper to those func
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gential traction-separation law was de-
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were given. These numerical simulation results are in reement with the experimental data.
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