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Life Prediction and Proof Test in Ceramics
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Fig. 1. Schematic representation of relation be-
tween stress intensity factor K; and crack growth
rate Vin ceramics.
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Fig. 2. Weibull distribution of bending strength in
hot-pressed silicon nitride”.
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Fig. 13. Bending strength of soda-lime-silica
glass before and after mechanical proof test.
Unloading rate of proof stress was relatively
slow'®,
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