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Abstract In this paper, a critical reexamination of
the fractal models for the analysis of crack-size effects
in fatigue is proposed. The enhanced ability to detect
and measure very short cracks has in fact pointed
out the so-called anomalous behavior of short cracks
with respect to their longer counterparts. The crack-
size dependencies of both the fatigue threshold and the
Paris’ constant C are only two notable examples of
these anomalous scaling laws. In this context, a unified
theoretical model seems to be missing and the behav-
ior of short cracks can still be considered as an open
problem. A new generalized theory based on fractal
geometry is herein proposed, which permits to consis-
tently interpret the short crack-related anomalous scal-
ing laws within a unified theoretical framework. The
proposed model is used to interpret relevant experi-
mental data related to the crack-size dependence of the
fatigue threshold in metals. As a main result, the model
gives an explanation to the experimentally observed
variability in the slope of the asymptote of the scaling
law for the fatigue threshold in the short crack regime.
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1 Introduction

During the last decades, the enhanced ability to detect
and measure very short cracks, along with a great inter-
est in applying fracture mechanics formulae to smaller
and smaller crack sizes, has pointed out the so-called
anomalous behavior of short cracks with respect to their
longer counterparts (see e.g. Taylor 1981; Miller 1982,
Suresh and Ritchie 1984 for a review). Pearson (1975)
firstly reported the observation that such cracks are
characterized by a crack growth rate, da/dN , higher
than what would be predicted by the Paris’ law for
a given stress–intensity factor range, �K . Moreover,
experimental results by Lankford (1982) for a peak-
aged 7075 aluminium alloy firstly showed a decrease
in da/dN with increasing �K , as well as the occur-
rence of crack growth at �K values lower than the
long-crack threshold.

On the other hand, most of the fatigue crack growth
parameters are experimentally found to be crack-size
dependent. Among them, it is worth mentioning the
fatigue threshold stress–intensity range, ∆Kth, which
was introduced by McClintock (1963) in the framework
of the Paris’ law (Paris et al. 1961; Paris and Erdogan
1963). By definition, this parameter represents a thresh-
old condition of nonpropagation of a pre-existing crack
or notch subjected to cyclic loading. Therefore, in close
analogy with fracture toughness defining the limit of
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unstable crack propagation, the threshold ∆Kth defines
the limit of stable fatigue crack growth.

As the fatigue threshold represents a very important
parameter in design and failure analysis, much research
effort has been devoted during the last decades to reveal
underlying principles. Experimentally, the threshold
stress–intensity range is calculated in correspondence
to a conventional very low propagation rate, da/dN ,
(usually 10−11 m/cycle, see e.g. Radhakrishnan 1980)
and is typically determined for long cracks. For such
crack sizes, the threshold stress–intensity range, ∆K ∞

th ,
is found to be a material property independent of the
crack length.

Frost (1966) questioned the validity of LEFM-based
threshold stress intensity range in the region of short
cracks. He found a crack-size dependence of ∆Kth

in mild steel, aluminium and copper, where ∆Kth

becomes a decreasing function of the crack length. A
similar trend was also reported for several steels by
Usami and Shida (1979), and for a high-strength steel
by Kitagawa and Takahashi (1976). The same Authors
(Kitagawa and Takahashi 1979) later found that there
exists a transition crack length below which ∆Kth is
smaller than that for long cracks, and that such a length
is dependent on the material microstructure. Thus, the
short crack problem is essentially an outcome of the
inapplicability of the fracture mechanics parameters
to uniquely characterize the growth of fatigue cracks
independently of their size.

In the last two decades, the properties of fractal-
ity and multifractality of fracture surfaces have been
widely recognized in the case of both quasi-brittle
(Carpinteri 1994a,b,c; Carpinteri and Ferro 1994;
Carpinteri and Chiaia 1995) and ductile materials
(Mandelbrot et al. 1984; Williford 1988; Underwood
and Banerjee 1987). The former concept is related to
self-similar domains characterized by a constant frac-
tal dimension, whereas the latter permits to analyze
self-affine domains where their fractal dimension
depends on the scale of observation. According to this
second approach, Carpinteri (1994b) firstly proposed
two geometrical multifractal scaling laws for strength
and toughness of disordered materials.

Starting from these theories, successful applications
of fractal geometry to size effect-related fatigue prob-
lems have recently been proposed by Carpinteri et
al. (2002b) and by Carpinteri and Spagnoli (2004).
A self-similar invasive fractal set has been exploited
in Carpinteri and Spagnoli (2004) to model fracture

surfaces, and a size-dependent crack propagation law
has been proposed. Recent applications of this model
have concerned the analysis of the crack-size depen-
dence of the constant C entering the Paris’ law (Spag-
noli 2005). On the other hand, self-affinity of frac-
ture surfaces was also postulated by Spagnoli (2004)
to reinterpret the anomalous short-crack behavior of
the fatigue threshold according to a multifractal scal-
ing law. In this case, however, an ad hoc assumption
on the asymptotic value of the fractal dimension for
small cracks is put forward, which lies outside the typ-
ical experimental range of variation of this parame-
ter. Moreover, since both the Paris’ constant C and
the fatigue threshold ∆Kth are experimentally found
to be crack-size dependent, it is reasonable expecting
to interpret these anomalous behaviors within the same
theoretical framework.

From this brief overview, we note that fractal geome-
try emerges as a powerful tool for the explanation of the
anomalous scaling laws in fatigue that are usually inter-
preted according to empirical laws without a theoretical
ground. On the other hand, as a criticism, we observe
that none of the aforementioned models is able to con-
sistently interpret all the anomalous scaling laws due to
short cracks without introducing ad hoc assumptions.

For all of these reasons, in this paper we propose
a reexamination of the fractal models for the analysis
of crack-size effects in fatigue. Whereas in a previous
paper (Carpinteri and Paggi 2007) we focused the atten-
tion on the asymptote of the Paris’ curve for KI → KIC

to derive a correlation between the Paris’ constants, in
this study we analyze the asymptote for ∆K → ∆Kth.
The limitations of the existing models are put into evi-
dence and removed. At the end, a unified theory based
on fractal geometry is proposed, which permits to con-
sistently interpret the short crack-related anomalous
scaling laws within the same theoretical formulation.

2 Fractal and multifractal scaling laws

Experimental observations have shown that, within a
certain range of scales, the fracture surfaces exhibit
self-similar characteristics, i.e., they look the same at
different magnification levels. Self-similarity implies
that a (statistically) similar morphology appears in a
wide range of magnifications of the fracture surface.
The fractal dimension of these surfaces is a way to
quantify this “order behind chaos”, i.e., a measure of

123



Interpretation of the anomalous scaling laws in fatigue 43

the correlation in the surface topology. Experimental
evidence of self-similarity (Mandelbrot 1982) over a
broad range of scales has been reported frequently in
the literature for a wide range of materials: fractured
surfaces of steel (Mandelbrot et al. 1984), Molybdenum
(Matsuoka et al. 1992), natural rocks (Brown and
Scholz 1985) and also concrete (Carpinteri et al. 1999).

Formidable advances have been made in the last few
years in the study of the fractal aspects of crack mor-
phology and energy dissipation over fractal domains.
Carpinteri (1994a) firstly proposed to model concrete
damage by assuming that the rarefied resisting cross-
sections in correspondence to the peak load can be
represented by stochastic lacunar fractal sets with
dimension 2 − dσ (dσ ≥0). According to this approach,
a straightforward application of the Renormalization
Group procedure (Wilson 1971) permits to derive the
following scaling law for the nominal tensile strength
(see also Carpinteri et al. 2006 for a detailed review):

σu = σ ∗
u b−dσ , (1)

where σ ∗
u presents the anomalous physical dimensions

[F][L](2−dσ ) and is a scale-invariant mechanical prop-
erty.

To highlight the scaling on fracture energy,
Carpinteri (1994b) analyzed the work W necessary to
break a specimen of nominal cross-section b2. In this
case, a straightforward application of the Renormaliza-
tion Group procedure permits to derive the following
scaling law for the nominal fracture energy:

GF = G∗
FbdG , (2)

where G∗
F is the renormalized fracture energy whose

anomalous physical dimensions [F][L]−(1+dG) imply
that the energy dissipation is intermediate between
a purely surface dissipation and a bulk dissipation.
Here, the crack surface is modeled as an invasive frac-
tal whose topological dimension is equal to 2 + dG
(dG ≥ 0).

Considering the well-known Griffith’s energetic
approach to the problem of an infinite plate of unit
thickness, containing a crack of Euclidean length 2a
and subjected to a remote tensile stress σ , Carpinteri
(1994b) also determined a renormalized expression for
the stress–intensity factor within the context of fractal
cracks:

KI = K ∗
I adG/2, (3)

where the renormalized quantity K ∗
I has the following

physical dimensions:

[F][L]−(3+dG)/2. It has to be remarked that the expo-
nents dσ and dG of the aforementioned scaling laws are
not uncorrelated, as demonstrated by Carpinteri et al.
(2002a). At the smaller scales, we have dσ + dG = 1.

The scaling variations described by Eqs.(1) and (2)
are represented by a constant scaling exponent and
therefore can be called monofractal scaling laws. If
specimens of different sizes, made of the same mate-
rial, are tested in uniaxial tension, experiments show
that the monofractal scaling of σu and GF is strictly
valid only within a limited scale range, where the fractal
dimensions of the supporting domains can be consid-
ered as constants. As the size increases, in fact, the con-
cept of geometrical multifractality, strictly connected
to the characteristics of self-affine fractals (Carpinteri
1994b), implies the progressive vanishing of fractality
(dσ → 0, dG → 0) with a corresponding homogeniza-
tion of the domains. Intuitively, since the microstruc-
ture of a disordered material is the same, independently
of the macroscopic specimen size, the influence of dis-
order on the mechanical properties essentially depends
on the ratio between a characteristic material length,
lch, and the external size, b, of the specimen. Therefore,
the effect of microstructural disorder on the mechan-
ical behavior of the material becomes progressively
less important at the larger scales. On the other hand,
Carpinteri (1994b) observed that a Brownian disorder
is the highest possible at the smaller scales, yielding
to fractal scaling exponents equal to dσ = dG = 1/2 for
both invasive and lacunar morphologies.

This transition from a disordered (fractal) regime
to an ordered (homogeneous) one can therefore be
emphasized in the scaling behavior of any mechanical
quantity. The analytical expressions of the Multifractal
Scaling Laws (MFSL) for tensile strength and fracture
energy (Carpinteri 1994b; Carpinteri and Chiaia 1995,
1996), which are shown in Fig. 1, are the following:

σu(b) = ft

(
1 + lch

b

)1/2

, (4a)

GF = G∞
F

(
1 + lch

b

)−1/2

. (4b)

These scaling laws are both two-parameters models,
where the asymptotic value of the nominal quantity
(G∞

F or ft ), corresponding, respectively, to the high-
est nominal fracture energy and to the lowest nominal
tensile strength, is reached only in the limit case of infi-
nite sizes. The nondimensional term into round brack-
ets, which is controlled by the characteristic length
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Fig. 1 Multifractal scaling laws for tensile strength and fracture
energy, as proposed in Carpinteri (1994b)

lch, represents the variable influence of disorder on
the mechanical behavior. In the bilogarithmic diagram,
shown in Fig. 1, the transition from the fractal scal-
ing regime to the Euclidean one is evident, the tran-
sition scale being represented by the point of abscissa
log lch.

3 Fractal approaches to fatigue

The well-known Paris’ law (Paris and Erdogan 1963)
describes the kinetics of crack propagation in the inter-
mediate range of ∆KI:

da

dN
= C (∆KI)

m , (5)

where C and m are the Paris’ law parameters, N is the
number of fatigue cycles, da/dN is the crack propaga-
tion rate and ∆KI is the stress–intensity factor range.

An early application to fatigue of the innovative
concepts of fractals and multifractal measures intro-
duced by Mandelbrot (1982) can be traced back to the
work by Williford (1988, 1990). He modeled the frac-
ture surfaces near the crack tip as an invasive fractal
and proposed a power-law relationship between the
J -integral and the crack length increment, ∆a, with
a non-integer exponent which coincides with that in
Eq. (2):

J = J ∗(∆a)dG . (6)

Parameter J ∗ was considered as a material constant,
although its anomalous physical dimensions were not
pointed out. On the basis of this scaling law, Williford
(1990) proposed a modified Paris’ law where both the
Paris’ parameters are functions of the surface fractal
dimension. Hence, for the usual range of variation of

the exponent m of metals, i.e. 2 ≤ m ≤ 6, he sug-
gested a theoretical variability of dG in the range 0.6 ≥
dG ≥ 0.2. For AISI 4340 steel tested under mono-
tonic loading (Yokobori 1979), measured values of the
fractal dimension using fractographic images led to
dG = 0.51, which was also considered by Williford
(1990) as the representative value for fatigue condi-
tions.

In the 1990s, experimental evidences by Bažant and
Xu (1991) and Bažant and Shell (1993) pointed out a
dependence of the crack growth rate on the specimen
size, i.e., a size effect on fatigue crack growth. Thus,
exploiting the renormalized quantities related to frac-
tal cracks (whose surfaces can be modelled as invasive
fractals according to the results achieved by Carpinte-
ri and summarized in the previous section), Carpinteri
and Spagnoli (2004) proposed the following size-inde-
pendent fatigue crack growth law:

da∗

dN
=C

(
∆K ∗

I

)m
, (7)

where a∗ = a1+dG and ∆K ∗
I is given by Eq. (3). As

shown by several authors, including Pippan et al.
(1994), the crack path often shows deflections from
the macroscopic propagation direction due to Mixed
Mode effects, leading to a zig-zag shape. In the pres-
ent macroscopic model, the problem is simplified as a
Mode I crack with a fractal profile.

A scaling law was obtained by Carpinteri and
Spagnoli (2004) from Eq. (7), by rewriting such a rela-
tionship in terms of the nominal crack propagation rate,
da/dN , and the nominal stress–intensity factor range,
∆KI. Using a derivation chain rule to calculate the
crack propagation rate da∗/dN of the fractal crack,
they obtained:

da

dN
= C

1 + dG
aβ∆K m

I = CF(a)∆K m
I ,

(8)
β = −dG

(
1 + m

2

)
.

For geometrically similar cracked bodies, a is propor-
tional to b. Consequently, Eq. (8) can be regarded either
as a structural-size dependent Paris’ law (Carpinteri and
Spagnoli 2004), or as a crack-size dependent fatigue
crack growth law (Spagnoli 2005). Note that such an
equation is formally identical to the classical Paris’ law
in Eq. (5), but the new coefficient of proportionality,
CF, is no longer a material constant. Since β < 0,
Eq. (8) would predict that the crack growth rate da/dN
is a decreasing function of the structural dimension or
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the crack length. In the case of large structural sizes
where the transition from disorder to order takes place,
dG → 0, and no size effects occur.

This model was referred to as monofractal approach
to size effect on fatigue crack growth in (Carpinteri and
Spagnoli 2004; Spagnoli 2005). It was also noticed
that it can be applied within a limited scale range.
The use of a multifractal approach was also suggested
in (Carpinteri and Spagnoli 2004; Spagnoli 2005) to
model the propagation of both short and long fatigue
cracks, although this possibility remained unexplored.

On the other hand, Spagnoli (2004) proposed an
original interpretation of crack-size effects on the
fatigue threshold according to geometric multifrac-
tality. More specifically, the well-known Kitagawa
diagram (Kitagawa and Takahashi 1976) describes the
variation of the threshold stress–intensity range as a
function of the crack length, showing the existence of a
transition length beyond which the threshold of fatigue
crack growth becomes a material constant, ∆K ∞

th . For
shorter crack lengths, ∆Kth is progressively reduced,
as schematically shown in Fig. 2.

To interpret this anomalous trend in the context of
fractal geometry, Spagnoli (2004) supposed that the
monofractal scaling law in Eq. (3) would apply not only
to the generalized stress–intensity factor, but also to
the threshold stress–intensity range. According to this
equation, ∆Kth is expected to be a function of a raised
to dG/2 within a limited scale range. Then, he treated
fracture surfaces as invasive self-affine fractal sets and
postulated the existence of the following multifractal
scaling law for ∆Kth to bridge the two experimentally
observed asymptotical tendencies of ∆Kth ∝ a1/2 for
a → 0 and ∆Kth = constant for a → ∞:

∆Kth = ∆K ∞
th

(
1 + a0

a

)−1/2
, (9)

Fig. 2 Multifractal scaling law for the threshold stress–intensity
range, as proposed in Spagnoli (2004)

where a0 denotes a characteristic crack length. This
equation, which is identical to the empirical relation-
ship by El Haddad et al. (1979), implies that dG → 0
for long cracks, leading to ∆Kth = ∆K ∞

th and the dis-
appearance of size-effects. On the other hand, for short
cracks (a → 0), the slope 1/2 of the asymptote can
only be predicted in this model by setting dG → 1 (see
Eq. (3) and the diagram in Fig. 2).

As previously pointed out, dG has to be lower than
or equal to 1/2, and therefore the assumption in (Spag-
noli 2004) seems to be in contrast with the common
range of variation of this exponent. On the other hand,
from the geometrical point of view, fractal dimensions
larger than 2.5 would imply overhangs along the sur-
face, which clearly are not admissible in the kinematics
of a fracture process.

More importantly, the application of the scaling law
(3) to the fatigue threshold is questionable. In fact,
∆Kth is experimentally computed in correspondence
of a conventional very low crack propagation rate,
and thus it should depend on the parameters defining
the kinetics of the fatigue crack propagation phenom-
enon, such as m and R, as experimentally found in
(Radhakrishnan 1980).

In this sense, since both the Paris’ constant C and the
fatigue threshold ∆Kth are experimentally found to be
crack-size dependent, it should be reasonable expect-
ing to interpret these anomalous behaviors within the
same theoretical framework.

4 A unified fractal model for the interpretation
of the crack-size dependencies in fatigue

In this section, we propose a unified fractal approach
encompassing all the aforementioned size-effects
related to the anomalous behavior of short cracks
observed in fatigue. To this aim, let us consider the
crack-size dependent monofractal Paris’ law in Eq. (8).
Since the threshold stress–intensity factor range is
experimentally calculated for a conventional very low
propagation rate, vth ∼= 10−11 m/cycle (Radhakrishnan
1980), we can compute the fatigue threshold range by
inverting Eq. (8) in correspondence of da/dN = vth:

∆Kth =
(

vth

CF

)1/m

= v
1/m
th

[
1 + dG

C
adG(1+ m

2 )
]1/m

.

(10)

For long cracks, a transition from disorder to the
Euclidean order is expected, so that dG → 0. As
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a consequence, the crack-size dependence disappears
and we obtain the asymptotic value of the fatigue
threshold for long cracks, ∆K ∞

th :

∆K ∞
th =

(vth

C

)1/m
. (11)

In this case, recalling the correlation between the Paris’
law parameters established in (Carpinteri and Paggi
2007), we have:

∆K ∞
th =

(
vth

vcr

)1/m

KIC(1 − R), (12)

where vcr and KIC denote the coordinates of the point
of the Paris’ curve corresponding to the onset of crack
growth instability, whereas R = Kmin/Kmax is the load-
ing ratio. Equation (12) shows that the physical dimen-
sions of the fatigue threshold for long cracks coincide
with those of fracture toughness, i.e., [F][L]−3/2. For
long cracks, Eq. (12) can also be used to establish a
useful relationship between the parameter m and the
coordinates of two special points of the Paris’ curve:
the point corresponding to the onset of crack growth
instability, and the point defining the threshold con-
dition. Therefore, it should be possible, in principle,
to characterize the process of fatigue crack growth in
the intermediate regime (Region II) using the coordi-
nates of the aforementioned special points instead of
the parameters C and m.

According to Eq. (11), Eq. (10) can now be rewritten
in this synthetic form:

∆Kth = ∆K ∞
th

[
(1 + dG)adG(1+ m

2 )
]1/m

. (13)

For metals, where 2 ≤ m ≤ 6, this equation would pre-
dict a scaling law for the fatigue threshold of the type
∆Kth ∝ aγ , with an exponent γ ranging from 2/3 dG
for m = 6, up to dG for m = 2. Note, incidentally, that
this approach leads to ∆Kth ∝ √

a for short cracks
(dG → 1/2) in the case of m = 2, which is far com-
monly reported for steels. In this case, ∆Kth assumes
the physical dimensions of stress, i.e. [F][L]−2. This
is in agreement with the common interpretation of
the crack-size effects on the fatigue threshold at the
small scales based on the well-known Hall–Petch law
(Verhoeven 1975; Masounave and Bailon 1976). In
fact, the crack length can be considered as proportional
to the average grain size of the material microstructure
and we have ∆Kth ∝ √

dgrain. Therefore, the dimen-
sional transition from [F][L]−2 in the case of short
cracks to [F][L]−3/2 for long cracks can be physically

interpreted as a transition from a dislocation-based dif-
fuse damage to a macroscopic fracturing.

Exploiting the concept of self-affinity, we can also
consider a multifractal Paris’ law, as suggested by
Carpinteri and Spagnoli (2004):

da

dN
= CMF(a)∆K m . (14)

The new Paris’ law parameter is now given by the fol-
lowing equation:

CMF(a) = C
(

1 + a0

a

) 1
2 (1+ m

2 )
, (15)

where a0 is a characteristic length as that defined in
the multifractal scaling laws for tensile strength and
fracture energy. This equation, which is a decreasing
function of the crack length, is schematically shown
in Fig. 3 and bridges the two asymptotic behaviors for
the short and the long crack length regimes. For short
cracks, we have the asymptote 1

2 (1 + m/2), which is
obtained by setting dG → 1/2 in Eq. (8). On the other
hand, the asymptote for long cracks is characterized by
dG → 0, and therefore the crack-size effect disappears.

Again, inverting Eq. (14) in correspondence of
da/dN = vth, we obtain the scaling law for the fatigue

Fig. 3 Multifractal scaling law for the Paris’ constant C

Fig. 4 New multifractal scaling law for the threshold stress–
intensity range
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threshold stress–intensity range (see Fig. (4) for its
graphical representation):

∆Kth =
(

vth

CMF

)1/m

= ∆K ∞
th

(
1 + a0

a

)− 1
2

(
1
2 + 1

m

)
.

(16)

It is worth noting that this equation has been derived
as a straightforward consequence of the multifractal
scaling law in Eq. (15), without introducing additional
ad hoc assumptions or limitations on the value of dG
like in (Spagnoli 2004). The exponent of the proposed
scaling law ranges from 1/3 for m = 6, up to 1/2 for
m = 2. It is important to note that the variability in
the parameter m can also be ascribed to the effect of
the loading ratio, R = Kmin/Kmax, as firstly observed
by Radhakrishnan (1979), who proposed the following
empirical relationship:

m = m0

(
1

1 − R

)1/4

, (17)

where m0 denotes the value of m for R = 0. The range
of variation of the exponent of the multifractal scaling
law for the fatigue threshold, which corresponds to the
slope of the asymptote of the ∆Kth versus a bilogarith-
mic curve at the small scales, is quantified in Fig. 5.
More specifically, we have considered two cases: (i)
R = 0 and m ranging from 2 to 6; (ii) m0 = 3, R rang-
ing from 0 to 0.8 and m computed according to Eq. (17).
The exponent of the multifractal scaling law turns out to
be a decreasing function of m and R, implying that, for
a given crack length a, the fatigue threshold increases
either in materials having high values of m, or for a
given material tested under increasing loading ratios,
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Fig. 5 The effect of m and R on the exponent of the multifractal
scaling law for the threshold stress–intensity range

R. This prediction is in close agreement with the empir-
ical correlations proposed in (Radhakrishnan 1980).

Considering the data collected in (Tanaka 2003), an
experimental assessment of Eq. (16) is proposed in
Fig. 6 for a variety of metals. By performing a non-
linear regression analysis on the experimental data,
the value of a0 and the exponent of the multifractal
scaling law are determined. Whereas the parameter a0

ranges from 1–10 µ m for very high strength steels to
100–1000 µ m for very low strength steels, the expo-
nent of the scaling law ranges from 0.33 ∼ 1/3 to
0.51 ∼ 1/2, in good agreement with the theoretically
predicted range of variation for this parameter.

5 Comparison with existing approaches

In this section, a critical analysis of (i) the
√

Area
empirical approach, (ii) the models based on the
effect of crack closure, (iii) the generalized Frost and
Dugdale crack growth law, and (iv) the approach based
on quantized fracture mechanics is proposed in view
of the results obtained according to fractal geometry.

5.1 Comparison with the
√

Area empirical approach

An empirical relationship for the estimate of the short
fatigue crack threshold was proposed by Murakami and
Endo (1986):

∆Kth = 3.3 × 10−3(Hv + 120)
(√

Area
)1/3

, (18)

where Hv is the Vickers hardness in [kgf/mm2] and
Area, measured in [m], is the area of a defect or a crack
projected onto the plane normal to the maximum tensile
stress. Equation (18) suggests a power-law relationship
between the threshold stress–intensity factor range and
the crack length. In the case of a penny shape crack, we
simply have ∆Kth ∝ a1/3, which provides a reason-
able approximation to experimental results. However,
it is worth noting that the determination of the projected
area of a defect entering Eq. (18), well-defined for an
ideal smooth crack, is highly questionable when we
deal with real rough cracks or microdefects. Consider-
ing, for instance, a fractal crack, we have a∗ = a1+dG ,
with 0 � dG � 1/2. Consequently, Eq. (18) provides
the following approximate scaling law:

∆Kth ∝ (
a∗)1/3 =a(1+dG)/3 ∝

{
a1/3 if dG =0,

a1/2 if dG =1/2.

(19)
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(a)

(c)

(e)

(g)

(b)

(d)

(f)

(h)

Fig. 6 Experimental assessment of the proposed multifractal scaling law for the threshold stress–intensity range versus crack length
(experimental data are taken from the collections reported in Tanaka (2003) and Spagnoli (2004)

Hence, a variability in the exponent characterizing the
power-law regime from 1/3 to 1/2 is very likely to
occur, as confirmed by the experimental results shown
in Fig. 6. This variability is also predicted by the more
accurate fractal model proposed in the present paper.

5.2 Comparison with the models based on crack
closure

The phenomenon of crack closure has received a great
attention in the literature (see Pippan et al. 1994 for
a description of the physical mechanism). In order to

explain the effects of the loading ratio R on fatigue
crack growth, Elber (1970) firstly introduced the con-
cepts of crack closure and effective stress–intensity fac-
tor range, ∆Kth,eff = Kmax−Kop, where Kmax and Kop

denote, respectively, the stress–intensity factor calcu-
lated in correspondence of the maximum load and that
corresponding to the crack-opening load. The introduc-
tion of the concept of effective stress–intensity factor
range has contributed to explain the so call anomalous
behaviour of short cracks: the behaviour of a stage II
short crack, poorly sensitive to microstructure, has been
shown to be essentially related to the variation of crack
closure with the crack length. However, according to
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the recent review paper by Cui (2002) and by the critical
examination by Vasudevan et al. (1994), it seems that
the physical effects of crack closure have been greatly
overestimated in the past. The various forms of closure,
e.g. plasticity, roughness and oxide-induced closures,
make the problem rather complex and highly debated
by the scientific community. For instance, in the
long-crack-growth threshold regime, the plasticity-
induced closure model is not always able to collapse
the threshold ∆K vs. da/dN data onto a unique ∆Keff

vs. da/dN relationship as it would be expected (see
Newman et al. 1999). A partial crack closure model
(Donald and Paris 1999; Kujawski 2001a) was pro-
posed to overcome the shortcomings of the original
crack closure model. Later, Kujawski (2001b) found
that the loading ratio effect can be explained even bet-
ter without using the crack closure concept.

The crack closure approach was profitably pursued
by McEvily et al. (2003) to provide a rational interpre-
tation to the empirical relationship by Murakami and
Endo (1986) for the estimation of the fatigue threshold
of short cracks [see Eq. (18)]. The modified expres-
sion of the crack growth rate proposed by McEvily
et al. (2003), taking into account crack closure and the
elasto-plastic behaviour of the material, was able to
recover the asymptotic limit of ∆Kth ∝ a1/3 for short
cracks. The mathematical expression of the modified
Paris’ law is the following:

da

dN
= A

[(√
2πre F + Y

√
πaF

)
∆σ

−
(

1 − e−kλ
) (

Kop,max − Kmin
) − ∆Kth,eff

]2

(20)

where the definition of the symbols is provided in
(McEvily et al. 2003) and is not repeated here.

From the mathematical point of view, Eq. (20) is
completely different from the generalized Paris’ law
derived according to fractal geometry [see Eqs. (8)
and (14)] and therefore a direct comparison cannot be
made. However, in spite of the fact the two approaches
focus on two different aspects, one giving prominence
to crack closure and the other addressing the effect of
roughness of the crack surfaces, the modified Paris’
laws determined in the two cases share a common fea-
ture. Equations (8) and (14) suggest that the Paris’ law
parameter C is dependent on the crack length and,
as we have demonstrated, this property has a direct
consequence on the anomalous scaling of the fatigue

threshold. Similarly, Eq. (20) presents a multiplicative
coefficient of ∆Keff which is crack-size dependent.
In fact, the term

(
1 − e−kλ

)
, which governs the rate

of increase of crack closure with crack propagation,
depends on the increase of crack length from the initial
crack size, λ.

5.3 Comparison with the generalized Frost
and Dugdale crack growth law

Several researchers have questioned the validity of the
similitude hypothesis, which states that “two differ-
ent sized cracks embedded into two different sized
bodies subjected to the same stress–intensity factor
range should grow at the same rate”. As a support
of the theories against the similitude hypothesis, we
mention the experimental results by Newman et al.
(2004), who observed that “in the threshold regime
there is something missing in the (closure) model”, and
those by Forth et al. (2006), revealing that similitude
does not hold in Region I (the near-threshold region)
and also in the lower portion of Region II. To solve
this problem, Molent et al. (2006) and Jones et al.
(2007) have recently proposed a generalized Frost and
Dugdale (1958) crack growth law, assuming that the
crack growth rate is proportional to the accumulated
plastic strain, averaged over a characteristic length
ahead of the crack tip:

da

dN
= C ′a(1−m′/2)∆K m′

(21)

where C ′ and m′ are regarded as material constants.
This equation states that da/dN is not only a function
of the stress–intensity factor range, ∆K , but also of the
crack length, a. Such a generalized Frost and Dugdale
crack growth equation was then successfully used to
predict the growth of near micron sized cracks in both
coupon and full scale aircraft fatigue tests. A close com-
parison between Eq. (21) and Eq. (8) reveals that the
multiplicative factor of ∆K , which would correspond
to the generalized Paris’ law parameter CF in Eq. (8),
depends on the crack length and on the Paris’ law expo-
nent m, in agreement with our proposed model.

5.4 Comparison with the approach based
on quantized fracture mechanics

Pugno et al. (2006, 2007) have recently proposed
a model based on quantized fracture mechanics for
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generalizing the Paris’ law for fatigue crack growth.
By considering an increased effective crack length as
typically assumed in the critical distance theories, they
obtained the following expression for the effective
Mode I stress–intensity factor in the case of a Griffith
crack:

K e
I = σ

√
π(a + ∆a/2), (22)

where σ is the remote applied stress and ∆a is the
so-called fracture quantum. After some manipulation,
it is possible to determine the expression between K e

I
and the classical KI:

K e
I = KI

√
1 + ∆a

2a
. (23)

Considering this expression in the generalized Paris’
law defined in (Pugno et al. 2006), we obtain:

da

dN
= C

(
∆K e

I

)m = C

(
1 + ∆a

2a

)m/2

(∆KI)
m

= C ′ (∆KI)
m , (24)

where the new Paris’ constant C ′ is given by:

C ′ = C

(
1 + ∆a

2a

)m/2

. (25)

Finally, this approach yields to the following scaling
law for the threshold stress–intensity factor range:

∆Kth = ∆K ∞
th

(
1 + ∆a

2a

)−1/2

. (26)

These expressions resemble those obtained according
to fractal concepts in Eqs. (15) and (16). However, in
this case, the parameter ∆a is no longer a material con-
stant and it is given by a complicated expression involv-
ing the parameters of the Paris’ law and of the Wöhler
curve. In any case, the expression in Eq. (25) provides
another independent confirmation of the dependence
of the scaling law for C on the parameter m, as herein
demonstrated according to fractal geometry.

6 Conclusions

In the present paper, we have proposed a unified fractal
approach for the interpretation of the anomalous scal-
ing laws in fatigue. Early applications of the concepts
of fractality and multifractality to the interpretation of
size-effects on tensile strength and fracture energy of
disordered materials were proposed by Carpinteri since

the 1990s. In this framework, the renormalized fracture
energy is represented by a dissipation over a surface
having a dimension higher than two. The dimensional
increment with respect to the Euclidean dimension rep-
resents self-similar tortuosity of the fracture surface
due to grains and inclusions present in the material
microstructure. In physical reality, fracture surfaces
after rupture can be considered as multifractals hav-
ing dimension 2.5 at small scales and dimension two at
large scales. This implies that a transition from extreme
disorder to extreme order takes place by considering
different scales of observation.

Recent developments concerning the analysis of
crack-size effects in fatigue have shown that the
coefficient C entering the Paris’ law is no longer a
material constant, but it depends on the initial crack
length. Following the idea suggested by Carpinteri
and Spagnoli (2004), a multifractal scaling law for
the constant C has been proposed. As a consequence
of this scaling law, the threshold stress–intensity
factor range, which is computed by definition in cor-
respondence of a conventional low crack propagation
rate, is found to be crack-size dependent in its turn.
This newly proposed scaling law provides an origi-
nal interpretation of the so-called Kitagawa diagram,
where the stress–intensity range threshold is plotted
versus the crack length in a bilogarithmic plot. In this
diagram, ∆Kth is an increasing function of the crack
length, approaching a constant value in the long crack
regime. For the short crack regime, the slope of the
asymptote is found to be dependent on the exponent m
of the Paris’ law. This dependence sheds a new light
on the scatter of the experimental results noticed at the
small scales, which cannot be interpreted according to
the existing empirical formulae.

Finally, we remark that the critical examination of
the approaches available in the literature proposed in
Sect. 5 suggests that the anomalous scaling laws of short
cracks can be explained according to different models,
each one focusing on different physical aspects. Cer-
tainly, further studies are required to assess the interac-
tion between different phenomena, such as roughness
of the crack surfaces, crack closure, and plasticity.

Acknowledgments The authors would like to acknowledge the
financial support of the European Union to the Leonardo da Vinci
Project “Innovative Learning and Training on Fracture (ILTOF)”
I/06/B/F/PP-154069, where Prof. Carpinteri and Dr. Paggi are
involved, respectively, as the Project Coordinator and the Scien-
tific Secretary.

123



Interpretation of the anomalous scaling laws in fatigue 51

References

Bažant ZP, Shell W (1993) Fatigue fracture of high strength con-
crete and size effect. ACI Mater J 90:472–478

Bažant ZP, Xu K (1991) Size effect in fatigue fracture of con-
crete. ACI Mater J 88:390–399

Brown S, Scholz C (1985) Broad bandwidth study of the topog-
raphy of natural rock surfaces. J Geophys Res 90:12575–
12582

Carpinteri Al (1994a) Fractal nature of material microstructure
and size effects on apparent mechanical properties. Mech
Mater 18:89–101. Internal Report, Laboratory of Fracture
Mechanics, Politecnico di Torino, N. 1/92, 1992

Carpinteri Al (1994b) Scaling laws and renormalization groups
for strength and toughness of disordered materials. Int J
Solids Struct 31:291–302

Carpinteri Al (1994c) Strength and toughness in disordered mate-
rials: complete and incomplete similarity. In: Size-Scale
effects in the failure mechanisms of materials and struc-
tures, Proceedings of the International Union of Theoreti-
cal and Applied Mechanics (IUTAM), Turin, Italy. E & FN
Spon, London, pp 3–26

Carpinteri Al, Chiaia B (1995) Multifractal nature of concrete
fracture surfaces and size effects on nominal fracture energy.
RILEM Mater & Struct 28:435–443

Carpinteri Al, Chiaia B (1996) Power scaling laws and dimen-
sional transitions in solid mechanics. Chaos, Solitons Frac-
tals 7:1343–1364

Carpinteri Al, Chiaia B, Cornetti P (2002) A scale-invariant
cohesive crack model for quasi-brittle materials. Eng Frac-
ture Mech 69:207–217

Carpinteri Al, Chiaia B, Invernizzi S (1999) Three-dimensional
fractal analysis of concrete fracture at the meso-level. The-
oret Appl Fracture Mech 31:163–172

Carpinteri Al, Cornetti P, Puzzi S (2006) Scaling laws and multi-
scale approach to the mechanics of heterogeneous and dis-
ordered materials. Appl Mech Rev 59:283–305

Carpinteri Al, Ferro G (1994) Size effects on tensile fracture
properties: a unified explanation based on disorder and
fractalilty of concrete microstructure. RILEM Mater &
Struct 27:563–571

Carpinteri Al, Paggi M (2007) Self-similarity and crack growth
instability in the correlation between the Paris’ constants.
Eng Fracture Mech 74:1041–1053

Carpinteri An, Spagnoli A (2004) A fractal analysis of size effect
on fatigue crack growth. Int J Fatigue 26:125–133

Carpinteri An, Spagnoli A, Vantadori S (2002) An approach to
size effect in fatigue of metals using fractal theories. Fatigue
Fract Eng Mater Struct 25:619–627

Cui W (2002) A state-of-the-art review on fatigue life predic-
tion methods for metal structures. J Marine Sci Tech 7:
43–56

Donald K, Paris PC (1999) An evaluation of estimation pro-
cedure on 6061-T6 and 2024-T3 aluminum alloys. Int J
Fatigue 21:S47–S57

Elber W (1970) Fatigue crack closure under cyclic tension. Eng
Fract Mech 2:37–45

El Haddad MH, Topper T, Smith K (1979) Prediction of non-
propagating cracks. Eng Fract Mech 11:573–584

Forth SC, Johnston WM, Seshadri BR (2006) The effect of the
laboratory specimen on fatigue crack growth rate. In: Pro-

ceedings of the 16th European Conference on Fracture,
Alexandroupolis, Greece

Frost N (1966) The growth of fatigue cracks. In: Yokobori T (ed)
Proceedings of the 1st international conference on fracture.
The Japan society for strength and fracture of materials,
Sendai, pp 1433–1459

Frost NE, Dugdale DS (1958) The propagation of fatigue cracks
in sheet specimens. J Mech Phys Solids 6:92–110

Jones R, Molent L, Pitt S (2007) Crack growth of physically
small cracks. Int J Fatigue 29:1658–1667

Kitagawa H, Takahashi S (1976) Applicability of fracture
mechanics to very small cracks or the cracks in the early
stage. In: Proceedings of 2nd international conference on
mechanical behaviour of materials. American society for
metals, Metal Park, pp. 627–631

Kitagawa H, Takahashi S (1979) Fracture mechanical approach
to very small fatigue cracks and to the threshold. Trans Jpn
Soc Mech Eng 45:1289–1303

Kujawski D (2001a) Enhanced model of partial crack closure
for correlation of R-ratio effects in aluminium alloys. Int J
Fatigue 23:95–102

Kujawski D (2001b) A fatigue crack driving force parameter
with load ratio effects. Int J Fatigue 23:S239–S246

Lankford J (1982) The growth of small fatigue cracks in 7075-t6
aluminum. Fatigue Eng Mater Struct 5:233–248

Mandelbrot B (1982) The fractal geometry of nature. W.H. Free-
man, New York

Mandelbrot B, Passoja D, Paullay A (1984) Fractal character of
fractal surfaces of metals. Nature 308:721–722

Masounave J, Bailon J (1976) Effect of grain size on threshold
stress intensity factor in fatigue of a ferritic steel. Scripta
Materialia 10:165–170

Matsuoka HSS, Ishikawa K, Nihei M (1992) Fractal character-
istics of scanning tunneling microscopic images of brit-
tle fracture surfaces on molybdenum. Soc Mech Eng Int
J 35:449–455

McClintock F (1963) On the plasticity of the growth of fatigue
cracks. In: Drucker D, Gilman J (eds) Fracture of solids.
Wiley, New York, pp 65–102

McEvily AJ, Endo M, Murakami Y (2003) On the
√

Area rela-
tionship and the short fatigue crack threshold. Fatigue Fract
Eng Mater Struct 26:269–278

Miller K (1982) The short crack problem. Fatigue Fract Eng
Mater Struct 5:223–232

Molent L, Jones R, Barter S, Pitt S (2006) Recent developments
in fatigue crack growth assessment. Int J Fatigue 28:1759–
1768

Murakami Y, Endo M (1986) Effects of hardness and crack
geometries on ∆Kth of small cracks emanating from small
defects. In: Miller HJ, de los Rios ER (eds) The behaviour of
short fatigue cracks. Mechanical Engineering Publications,
London pp 275–293

Newman JC Jr, Phillips EP, Swain MH (1999) Fatigue-life pre-
diction methodology using small-crack theory. Int J Fatigue
21:109–119

Newman JC Jr, Brot A, Matias C (2004) Crack-growth calcu-
lations in 7075-T7351 aluminum alloy under various load
spectra using an improved crack-closure model. Eng Fract
Mech 71:2347–2363

Paris P, Erdogan F (1963) A critical analysis of crack propaga-
tion laws. ASME J Basic Eng 85D:528–534

123



52 A. Carpinteri, M. Paggi

Paris P, Gomez M, Anderson W (1961) A rational analytic
theory of fatigue. Trend Eng 13:9–14

Pearson S (1975) Initiation of fatigue cracks in commercial alu-
minum alloys and the subsequent propagation of very short
cracks. Eng Fract Mech 7:237–247

Pippan R, Kolednik O, Lang M (1994) A mechanism for plas-
ticity-induced crack closure under plane strain conditions.
Fatigue Fract Eng Mater Struct 17:721–726

Pugno N, Ciavarella M, Cornetti P, Carpinteri Al (2006) A gen-
eralized Paris’ law for fatigue crack growth. J Mech Phys
Solids 54:1333–1349

Pugno N, Cornetti P, Carpinteri Al (2007) New unified laws in
fatigue: from the Wöhlers to the Paris regime. Eng Fract
Mech 74:595–601

Radhakrishnan V (1979) Parameter representation of fatigue
crack growth. Eng Fract Mech 11:359–372

Radhakrishnan V (1980) Quantifying the parameters in fatigue
crack propagation. Eng Fract Mech 13:129–141

Spagnoli A (2004) Fractality in the threshold condition of fatigue
crack growth: an interpretation of the kitagawa diagram.
Chaos, Solitons and Fractals 22:589–598

Spagnoli A (2005) Self-similarity and fractals in the Paris range
of fatigue crack growth. Mech Mater 37:519–529

Suresh S, Ritchie R (1984) Propagation of short fatigue cracks.
Int Metals Rev 29:445–476

Tanaka K (2003) Fatigue crack propagation. In: Ritchie R,
Murakami Y (eds) Comprehensive structural integrity,

vol 4, cyclic loading and fatigue. Elsevier, Amsterdam
pp 95–127

Taylor D (1981) Fatigue thresholds. Butterworths, London
Underwood E, Banerjee K (1987) Fractal analysis of fracture

surfaces. In: ASM Handbook, vol 12: fractography, ASM
International, Metals Park, Ohio, USA

Usami S, Shida S (1979) Elastic-plastic analysis of the fatigue
limit for a material with small flaws. Fatigue Fract Eng
Mater Struct 1:471–481

Vasudevan AK, Sadananda K, Louat N (1994) A review of crack
closure, fatigue crack threshold and related phenomena.
Mater Sci Eng A 188:1–22

Verhoeven J (1975) Fundamentals of physical metallurgy. John
Wiley, New York

Williford R (1988) Multifractal fracture. Scripta Metallurgica et
Materialia 22:1749–1754

Williford R (1990) Fractal fatigue. Scripta Metallurgica et
Materialia 24:455–460

Wilson K (1971) Renormalization group and critical phenom-
ena. Phys Rev B 4:3174–3205

Yokobori T (1979) A critical evaluation of mathematical equa-
tions for fatigue crack growth with special references to
ferrite grain size and monotonic yield strenght dependence.
In: Fongi J (ed) Fatigue mechanics, ASTM STP 675. Am
Soc Test Mater, pp 683–706

123


	A unified fractal approach for the interpretationof the anomalous scaling laws in fatigue and comparisonwith existing models
	Abstract
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Fractal and multifractal scaling laws
	3 Fractal approaches to fatigue
	4 A unified fractal model for the interpretationof the crack-size dependencies in fatigue
	5 Comparison with existing approaches
	5.1 Comparison with the Area empirical approach
	5.2 Comparison with the models based on crack closure
	5.3 Comparison with the generalized Frostand Dugdale crack growth law
	5.4 Comparison with the approach basedon quantized fracture mechanics

	6 Conclusions
	Acknowledgments


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [5952.756 8418.897]
>> setpagedevice


