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Maraging steel plate

® Code predicts correct crack angles™.
® Crack velocity ~ 900 m/s.

*J. F. Kalthoff & S. Winkler, in Impact Loading and Dynamic Behavior of Materials, C. Y. Chiem, ed. (1988)
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e Plate is stretched vertically.
® Code predicts stable-unstable transition.

Crack growth direction —»
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Experiment*

*J. Fineberg & M. Marder, Physics Reports 313 (1999) 1-108
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