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Fig.1 Arresting promotion using branching
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Fig. 2 Bending and tensile specimen
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Fig.3 Relation between crack velocity and fracture surface
patterns
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Fig.5 Schematic drawing of FEM model
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Fig.6 Change of the rate of normalized stress intensity
factors of branched crack between tensile and bending
conditions, F by 6 (b/a=const.)
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