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L #% &

%2717} # Y TR A BECEMA (heat trans-
fer mediums) = A1-&-2 LA 2k BT BEFIA A
St GE, WEAAT AFHA WEsteh 29
A Bl BN BEATIA Al Bi, Pb, Mg, Na, Sn,
Zn &} 72 WHSE (liquid metals)o] BEEEHE
ALgE 2 glvh, o] 9h e WERERY &B& Ikt
B AMRE T MEEEEC MBS 5= Stk

FEAFY 32 Kool &BEwE &3 (adsorpt-
ion) & o 24 EM energy & A o KEEGE KT
Arole] #5471 (cohesive bonds) & B3{tAl7] = FHF ol
o]w FEANH (stress cracking) =i+ 3 (cracking) 9
Aub o]z, AR etz 42eted o] model

of BEE BgoEA B 9% §29 FEAMCED
ﬁ&f}ﬁ s ATHHES] 18t plastes o) JRMESEALARAY B
ARIETT ; Wi 48 (liquid metal embrittlement (LM-
E)) ; #1580 Rire #EY 4% (temper embrittle-
ment (TE)) 5} S=&o <13 &EHS EBAMLBH BoH
(hydrogen embrittlement (HE) ; hydrogen-induced
cracking (HIC) ; =23~ hydrogen-induced stress corro-
sion cracking(HISCC)) ; HEh = BTN <& 52
TACIBNg BE5E (stress corrosion cracking(SCC)) 5-&
£2 9

a-brass, Cu, Al, Ag 5 Zn 7} 72 hep
&l Hg, Ga =+ Hg- Ga%?& Bi 5 Wil = B
el AEHAE A Bk kol :inﬁPﬂ ‘»}5‘.
Ha Hitkol AXA Rk oWl ¥ IEMEBE &
£ Zrhol wpeb @A A vehdoh BHSE &
B LA BiEs Eolrkiz Aol AN U

ol & MEMBOE (H#54S A MRMETE BEG
7 BSBAWIE (cleavage fracture) & 7} 3 hH & f¢
Ak BE AEHY FEAAA B JdehiE
Al 545 22 7t Hg 297104 Ietkes ek
2, MathRAEEERE T 50—-500cm/s 7t Hvhs 4
A vk oldl BES WiHEE Fhtt (iquid metal
embrittlement (LME)) o} 2} 3}c}

¥ RRfi¢E (temper embrittlement (TE)), k3Rt (H
E), ¥#H4B Mt (OME) s 22 MBigs 495
=d| FEM energy & ¥4 7 (cohesive force)o] M &
o] g3l Zlo] ®Eolch A.S. Tetelman 5V g
37kA B B BESH H{L model(decohesion
theory) & #H3tgx, R. A, Oriani®&= s E T
7} @4 (inter-atomic bonding) o] 1= 3-8 EEH

energy o] T JEgoE FE st = AT T

2 HE % decohesion theory 24 H9 54} u]5=3}
A C.J. McMahon® 3} E. D. Hondros® ¥ % RIE#; 2

ol wE KR energy Fhavt BRBEHECl A R R
PEE 2390 el 28y ffel M.P.Seah®
= oolst e EEWwMES Add =aste] BBE Tk
Betks Qo5 w FFarle #Rel st Mkl A
Aebs stgeh. 28 o] model & LME 7t 13 3t
A gkgket

o]9} 7+o] LME 3= TE, HE, SCC, %47 9% &
7 plastics o] Wit B8 H&=F ?%}’ﬂ 7) 27} 5}
F Ml A RS Foisle SFeldh. mEel =
Tfsts 2] Ak} kinctics off v 8ko] o -Fate]
o Az OE dFE Fs 3

AN AR A BT 493 EMEE
B, bt o FRE BRLEANE Seh

o le
e

T &
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2. LME o] tHst

LME o o3 #ett- BiiaBel olgA g
o B Fush, F WHEREe oA9A (FAste &3

F71X] models.

9] Lc{ 1 2 8.3 BiE energy, 7p, & WAAI =T 3
= MlmR Sk PR HiERE EZIS] EWE =
= ¥ ?‘PS’} TRl o el Bl & el WOl

;.uFﬁ;; o} {ifES 4 it = WM EBEET T SERES
mebEekan & 4 glvl, ol vl gk BElAl F¥el v
vt LME & et oAl BRshglste

(1) WesakED #2578 energy #& 4§ (adsorption-induced
reduction in surface energy model) 7]

(2) Wkl )58 L3t (adsorption-induced red-

uction in bond strength mode!l ; decohesion theory) &

el s 4 sl

(). R\ energy B HR

el R 2‘<Lﬂl°ﬂ ﬁ%ﬂh" S BeEstkAl Hs
F7H energy 7t stob itk BENL $lo]l oHE WS
el o ste] (R (wetting) 5wl WA &M ol ML —%K
& A energy & W55, HMGMe] RARZ #iEF
(penetrate) o] 7 4 glrl. & Fig. 1 cﬂ/ﬁ A% uf
oF el ya, ve vov A il energy ¥, A,B,C
= oA BAE vhepdeh ulekel u=re=vs= idm
energy °| 3L, 7e=rp=Hifl energy & “ehii, CE%
F1Hi & (surface groove) 1= % i (grain boundary; gb)
of 3l TiEH = 1M (dihedral angle or contact
s 9+ C3

angle) e bl 7u=27, cos C/2 7} 5 7y &

ow ¥9 A S A werl WHbSEY e

Fig. 1. Relation between surface tensions and angles.

HFTHIol B sA Hlo 2r,.Zy, ol HHISEBS £45
fijol 0e] v EiH0) *79?-+°]°‘ 9L e W
ote] bR wetting 3A Ho kifiw @FEs Solct
vh gheRel 2y >7 b HE %&%ﬂ]o] 0o] == 9=
ol 237 sesE ) AR o= Ax E5E
& Folzbet, ol o 32 AL ok zhukEk model it
AN Bikel A IME#E S A9E ¢ 9lar, i
N Tl A1 WeHiEERS (liquid-phase sintering)of] o1¢F
cermets (8 film o] 2] &} &547% o] s
PRGBS AT+ o,

KFENhE TEe A ﬁ}wﬁ | B35S model6 3« )
A = R B0 WS A Bl el i ienergy
7b wrolz] rol we} Bk energy ¥} wholr| 7] w
fabb Bl o] Viebdelz Sebd ) W RE o) “i‘“bdf’
(exothermic reactions)o] @ & Le Chatelier’s [Fiiilljof <]
ohe] EZE el whik BATEC] o] # $ A 1}
2R RATE = Aol Wi EkAl R nesheh

M. H. Kamdar ¢] #3445 810) &) 354

,(blunted crack) = (E py/4c)1/2 ceereeereencs (1.
eIl A o, =L S Higsl =] B 98 Sy E=Young
o] SEEGI 5 pr= Dblunted 5205 {Hifst=d Aot
energy, ¢, ; p=BELl AT M2, Ry JFTRTCF
Z, ag o A (IR 2 ki O] U/"x" m)-’-‘-Rl/’ln
CGHASE B T, P A7)
T 101 o g )\ fij energy, 7sv, (flg Lol AL ool 2]
S ok M WALERICl 18 Wi energy, 7,
(Fig. L] A ya 2 pel dl5HG melabd, “q3d
{Ed% o ol gk BEt: R (coefficient of embrittlement for
crack propagation)”, 7, + HEHEE & =i
AR energy/#iAe] L& w2} energy o] Wl |:
SR gErh F p=gia)/g. AA R EHIY Fi
encrgy i= 1 J/m? 9] order & zbar Biifo] @1y IEH:C)
el gk ¢, 7h-2 1kI/m29] order & ZI gli- o
o odlA 9 wElA] it blunting /i, p,
0% e} o] [l bulkbigel 4% vheh|
W RIE, MREES [RRERIES) ol Reh i)
A Aoy #bI JkE e PE energy o] itk
5 i o FE Frh [‘ﬂﬂ—’“ T damel slv WD
ol WMikE e obF-3l MEE FA Yrohxm BES
oot gMEEA 9z n,zm/m;} gk 2]
Fike 28t old FEMle]l sl ol® )

OOW\L )

<)

1 LME ¢} HE o] 25850 24 WHEE FTs Sk
1% %% 52 (adsorption), H3= proton (HYS Sejz ik
(absorption) 3. FEEdHi= Fx 9z, LME 9 HES) L2
24 HE =9 JRSE oA 2 BEdGE BRE 4
c}
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BEMEfE%s (the embrittling efficiency) & Fo]2 &
o] FT energy & WA dwl ¥ £, 2ol #F A
Aty t&o] o] model-& FHbHRI] BHEEE A
A Fgsle] glemz, LME3: iy Mebkaige]
Ptk e el Zelth & o model o] fshd B
2 energy ¥ rse ol HAAIEIS SEMMIC energy (elastic
strain energy) & Hitidro 24 Epadzio] AXA =
o},

Table 1-& Zn o} Wil ol=] ¥ &89 wetting F
ERREILE Mo F3ogich Znd MM(bAA S BB

o JEREMEEA ) BTt Y R energy £ W
Fo] vt ® BF m%k] ¥l5xgk Cd e} Pbi-
& gtk dvkeld Cd e} Zn e AR RESH])
Foff of Rel A= EIET ke FeERES] g o
| 33 Aoz Azdch R energy o BEHBE)
& Az #FRAA 27 LME 9 BEFEEE energy
WAgel Edschm A4 zlolwh, Anrt RHE
energy = E iEdt Bulbkfeltes sl R
59 mtﬁ energy o} jffE A s =Yk BYIAE
ol o} e PiE energyo] thil datar} ¥WE EA
QA @t et A, R. C. Westwood E100] )3}
W Zn WiEELQ) BEEE energy 1= 90:£10mJ/m? o] 3z,
Hg 9} Gao] gl&w K% 53283 42+13m)/m? 9
% vehia givh o] el olE il 7a,~0.589, 7.
=0.467 o] o] Table 19 fpe} —FH3A Ferh
olvlx A. R. C. Westwood {5100f o]+ ;8 energy
o] WEEMESY RIERESTY) A Aeg Azpglcl o
DA HREHE REEA ZnEX & H Y 2 90mJ/

M

Table 1. Interfacial Energies and Coefficients of
Embrittlement Calculated from Sessile Drop

Experiments, after Old?

Embrittl- Tempera P

ing Energies(mim™2) _ _ s
Metals ture °C (degrees) 7Lv TsL P ey
Hg 13 10 498 340 0.41
Ga 104 33 718 228 0.27
In 250 15 544 293 0.35
Sn 256 15 544 305 0.37
Pb 370 24 468 402 0.48
Non-Embrittling
Metals
Na 232 123 191 967 1.16
Bi 295 32 378 509 0.61
Cd 362 43 570 413 0.50

m? o] zero-creep FELE W puEd EHY #
830mJ/m2, x.t} 1 order & & e s] W Eol .
ahebAl Fo gAader A4y B AR 53
TURRE I 25 E] FHAE MatesRel WhEs ke .
= Zolvh B energy o FoE FE vca/Mug
0.793 o} 32, R energy gro. = Hrl 0659 7 i,
o] S AE MY WBMER e deld ol
52, o] o] & —F3y AL » LME %[ energy
Wie S0 FE Zoleh A7drh Tablel o
L B Bebeb Bl GEzie] Ga, In, Sn,
Hg,Pbe| jHoz Wasta &8 % 5 I, ol
wh HEIRAY RBAER A o) 4 FE ‘4*‘ Aow §
P F ghe

fatBigol B @BRiIA A=) A
Toll RiEE energy il A meEsloF BEA EHAT
2 Aelrt, zHe = Rigsts o} o e MHEY
HiEL EHEE BT Y 4 aole Esed
AAEE ARG A 4 @ik B o] model
9 EEio = WU olde ol o] FA
energy 21t} B % 1~ 3order o =7]|E 27 o
Wl 98k K energy WA T A A o2 yob W
energy ol A d&FE F XE Holrh

) BFFHRL BEH7HER (adsorption-induced reduct-
jon in bond strength model; decohesion theory)

BEE 00 energy WA Fel A&t AES
geomz Foluch $4 MALH R 2T BT
o WHEBS BEgdel FoE Hphdlral odd
A B SR R mir A B
B, B,9 % (chemisorption) 0.2 <8k JHifKY Ei
M HEHY #Hikd d3td Bekke] Add=s 2
THo-12 - Fig, 2 of FRE @EE A4Ehd ﬁﬂ%%p
B ¢ B3 (chemisorption) .2 <ql3le gg{khel A-Ac,
A-AERIS gherel Adele] g o s doldh

BET/ @%emoz Y %3] de] "eldl #
=18 (slip plane) & 712 7(]_‘_ Leara iy (bond stren-
gth)ol @3k& Fof WMAUE HoF '@‘éﬂ(diSIOCatiOH) 9
HES AL & v ge Ao oj &} 7 B
fol A SREEN FES #EAEM ﬁoil/ﬂ s &40l
o MBS MHIES, o b BRTU BETeRA
a7 FEAA getor Ak Wik MLHES B
Fom qsle] o/r 9 Wzl WAEA Ereh o/r 9
Megso] iAol wheth fBZYo] JEtE3YKE (ductile shear)
B BERH (cleavage) 2 {#3g bl 3 & MEpo) s}
A R

Fig. 3 o] #5738 potential energy-5#EfEHE el X

e

i

_9
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Cleavage Plane

Fig. 2. Ilustrating (schematic) displacement of atoms
at the tip of a crack. The bond A-A; const-
itutes the crack tip and B is liquid metal atom.

/
£a

Separation Distance, a
.

Potential, U

Stress, O

Fig. 3. Schematic potential energy, U(a) and U(a)g,
and resulting stress, o(a) and c(a)p, versus
separation distance curves for bonds of type
A-A, (Fig. 2) in the absence and presence
of chemisorbed atom B. For spontaneous

chemisorption of B, a.=aq. For strain-activated

chemisorption, a,>ap, after Westwood and

Kamdarl®,

Ua) =T/ #& energy & FRstn, ap=WBiEs
7t ez FETaAeld FEME ek BT
A 8} AgAto] & SR 7 = o) DES fES, o(=dU/
da)= 0=0(a=2a0)ol A 0=0us(U(a)IA2) h%
X, o #FE)7HA $hE b (X B Fig. 2 9} Fig. 3 ¢f
#f BT E). webA @RESAGA fERSE 8
KNS 27|, Onas 7} A-AckiA S AEmE=d 4
3t o] Hr}l HMEE FED curve 0(@) = A9 sine
Higel ¥R, A oAkEs ) = Fol

Omax= (Ed/7ma)
7hRIIE TS A-AoAE AEF =Y 784 Ao &
4ol AEHA F WHES K energy, v, 9 3teln

Caax= (B7/20) 172 erererrineeiniinicenan, 2
7} WarE ek

o fBEel BHEBET BURT =% R
o KFEeh 7 KEM =5 TEREY gas & BET
gta Az s Frh) st RBERI A A-Ad HaT
(the strength of the bond A-Ap) 2 A Al 7] of 2 ol
SRS BRNY R LB R 3 =
Mo JdejvtdA =iz Ast A gArl " B
ForutEEE, a. AR UER Bl wlzA delg
v}, oleb e AR doid W Asle W W
FlFREAN A-Ag #5400 BbdkA A, a4 o
HIHEST = energy © U(a)p 2 vl oh, ST A
A Emstel A-Ac &l fEHSHE EXol WAE B
EEY, 0.(B)E Yol fifo] ARz HBe) YH
o8 g H o (YH Fig. 29 34 £4% F£xy
&) BEF7 Aze] BRE Fihiel BaeA 5o
ol of -2 Sffile] Aol BiEE wioxA KEsA =
o B T @BEimAe] MIfEM g B
i) F8A SETEDNC BhE: Ehifaa 49
Mo w KW ETY SHELE HET & e #®
By Jidkgol obF A d# A gl gt
thE ke 9 QRNA 0=0n. ol Bz = o]

W et EEES] BEBAE (ceavage plane)ol A A4 A
A ki energy, 7, & BOEd Aoz, z dE W
#Eel & Wyt WAdEE AS FHse Aot
ol 9} 72 3o M. H. Kamdar®o] o)3le] #4735
Hor 9o (HKog Folxch =

o,=(Epr/4c)t/2
A7l Fg AL BEMEE energy, ¢, 7t HiE RE
energy, 7, o BB=El= Aol A FEiH energy (r) + W
T Sbik energy(p)o] Ho® AAsE Aol ohr)
ukef gy=y+poli, RE Lk SRidA AH p>y
o, Awnhit ¢,0 277 RBFEK wet 24 o
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F& AL BT
o] e,

BTl oate] Mthbs™l A-Ao#igatol o Fg
s oA As EBEMRS MAPRe e U
FErh oA HBHEANE €T & JdE TERES
debdich & HEREE ikl B 1% =9 &
HEMANA B Ae o Blks = energy & ML
WEel & 9 energye] 3 Wz ExdG =

. MeTGoal/ Gpa=T B/ Tar P=Trrereerreeras 3.
EBAY RAES HESE ¢ =R F energy, 6,
T oohgst el & 4919

Bp= (py) +eevevreerenernenns @
A7 A 7, 9 o=MEL T s g, =TRER B p=
PR MREEE &4 dedd X @K

ol Al Azl 3wl EahEa, B o st
FHoll gRBe] et i B, 7 7F 12T
2 F rawm<ra B¥E dpam<dpacld Mitkol £
S FHEBHE BHEH Filtid 2sled dojudrxn
4 Sl

A.R. C. Westwood #10 J. J. Gilman'®z} R. K.
Govila 2892 DCB(double cantilever beam)3t &
o] g-5te] BEBHGZS EC ol ZHif, JuEAIe H
LB HAe BShe BB A RAEE B3
& energy & WEsH AT ol¥A EEMyoz wEH
&, 7S Mo w FES BERN XMW energy 3 A
—Fateh, whebd o] fikel oldte] @Bl HWAH
LEol 1 = Bl A BEPE i energy £ M
2 e Agedr Fdtvha & 4 glth

A. R. C. Westwood “§10-2 Fig. 401] FEAEE DCB%&

A oidsE g oA | A

24

B2 AA ¢, & flarstgdrh o = ehEIk e K
2 ¥ ¢, % skl

o= (6F2LyZ/ EW23).
47]*1 F=olu] —196°C o}l A whgoizl $RzI7 ],

& et v MBS MO W t=he g 9%
‘r”“'é‘ fode MRSk Znof dfdte]l MESE ¢, Fol
L 5o MRS 9010 erg/cm? o] ¥ m o] AL High
o &1 5k Zn 2] JLEC i (basal plane) o] BEfY #
il energy 7k, 8Serg/cm? g}  — vt o] FH-& Zn
o) JLIRiie) BYpHel =Sk Al MEE A energy, F
r(Zmyo iz A4 4 vk AF Hgol ALl
9low ¢, S3+8erg/om? iz pAEHA Wl Zn-Hg
o] WM RE, 7,(Zn-Hg) =¢,(Zn-Hg) /¢ (Zn) (p=1)
= 0.61+0.127} ==} o L Wi Hg7F 998 9
Zn o] A $BZIS A7 A & (to initiate a crack) 8
3} energy (50==3 erg/cm®) &} JulEskeh o] AL KA

- front . thz
8 150} PR
2% Lo
& 8 w
® St
2 3% ¢ ¢ 4+
i X,

.o Pen ‘n
§§5Q
E m.p.Hg ¢Pe‘n—Hq
o

1 1 1
-200 -150 -100 -50 o} 50
Temperature in c

e

Fig. 4. Effects of temperature and liquid mercury
environment on the cleavage crack propagation
energy, ¢, for the (0001) planes of zinc.
The inset shows the formula and type of
specimens used to determine ¢, after West-

wood and KamdarlD,

8

s/cm2
[}
3
—F

H
Q
2

% nin erg
S

f 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Toen Gan in ergs /ot

Fig. 5. A comparison of the fracture energy involved
in the propagation of o plastically blunted
crack in air, ¢, Zn, aond in mercury, &,
Zn-Hg, from a double propagation experiment.
A line of slope 0.61 is drawn through the
data, after Westwood and Kamdar!!?,

R B AIKE A deoivta, o] Aol Ftﬁ‘} i
e 7tR 43 Zo-Zn o AiGe AR BT
WELSt gl Aoz Mg 4 slvh

Ga ol 4 Zn & o] gste] ulxqh W8S APt 45
7 ¢,,(Zn Ga) o] -42+13erg/cm?, 7,7} 0.48+0.17 >
dgleh o] Aoz wok Gae]l Hguwt o 43 jg
e °¥7] A7 e

slel HEAIRE e Hgvt Gao] sl& o ﬂmu_d
$p kol Zn o HEEimel A r @t A& Ao w
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PREE ke Bigst BR 4% —

obx LME 9 Mjsaie #i4)) #iuiel Frh ik
3 4 gl
A. R. C. Westwood 10 ¢] 9} =]3281 B & 3o

@2Ho] A9 BT blunting o1 GUGIE T

Qe Ao EE FHASG Hg 25904
b, S} 9, & st} Fig. 56 ¢,(Zn-Hg)/¢,(Zn)=
06140078 PGS ERsQer 71477t 0619

Hw TRe 2R oA WP R 9
@zlo] vate T=25°CY = 1,(Zn-Hg)=0.61°]4
X1z e WAt Eg BB wekel T g 2%
o, o] #HRE el wo p>19 e ()kel IR
YR o 4w Wyl oedd Fa @ 5
ol = Matke WHEFL B Bl ste] A
ks AS ¢ F Ak 2l A @Rkl A B
Ftw ol wmeEel e W S sEe HiEshs
o) S fEF 4 (stress concentration) & AEM: IR

Bosol ) wek o W @ vehdeh SR g
Wkl W Bitbel Al elviE K] Matk

#o 27 48T 5 sleh
R W

BT ool ) LME e 2 7 7b4] models(&
fij encrgy WA H 5 BN BiLdD) & WEST HTh
oY e Bl e v @aitelw gtk LMEE
HE(HIC = HISCC) SCC st & ohE Matkdl

g3h A g ekedl A8 AFE F sk
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