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Fig. 1 Relationship between crack speed and fracture
surface roughness compared over several types of specimen
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Fig. 2 Configuration of the specimens used in this study.
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Fig. 3 Experimental result of crack speed based on
propagating crack length
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Fig. 4 Relationship between crack velocity and fracture
surface roughness
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Fig. 5 Relationship between dynamic stress intensity factor
and fracture surface roughness
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crack propagation analysis
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Fig. 7 Varying G. analysis of normal bending R=1 model
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Fig. 8 Varying G. analysis of tensile model
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Fig. 10 Load drop ratio vs. spring constant
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