Strain Determination of Wood by Coating (V)

—Stress in the Coating in. Connection with the Failure—.
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Introduction

The analysis of stress and strain of materials by brittle coating is based on
cracks of the coating. The law of failure of the coating is, therefore, very im-
portant. It has always been assumed that brittle coating breaks when the maxi-
mum tensile strain exceeds a critical value¥. But on the coating “Stresscoat’
~composed of carbon disulfide, resinlike product and plasticizer, DureLL! et al.?
demonstrated experimentally that in points where the states of stress approach
the conditions of a singular point or pure compression, this maximum tensile
strain law does not represent the failure of either condition, and they gave a
tentative analytical expression of the law of failure of Stresscoat by the follow-
ing experimental formula :

(pt—pf ot (o)t 0, =1,
in which oy, g2, and ¢ are the maximum principal stress, minimum " principal
stress, and PoissoN’s ratio, respectively. And the index ¢ and s denote the coat-
ing and the specimen, respectively.

The above formula can be rewritten on the stresses in the coating as follows, .
by use of the relations concerning the stresses between the specimen and the
coating : '

| (D161°+ D302){ (1° — 1) (D261° + D102+ 1} =1,
Dy=E*(1—p'p®)/E° (A= (),
Dy=E*(u°—p) /E°(1- (D).

The failure criteria of Stresscoat are given by the above formula, and de-
pend not only upon the maximum principal stress, but also upon the minimum
principal stress of the coating.

It is obvious that, if the elastic constants of the coating and the specimen
were the same, the same state of stress would be found on the common layer
of the coating and the specimen, but if these constants were quite different, the
sign of the stress in the coating may sometimes become the opposite of that in
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the specimen.

Wood specimens are not isotropic in their mechanical properties, for exam-
ple, three Younc’s moduli differing by as much as 150 to 1, three shear moduli
differing by as much as 20 to 1, six PoissoN’s rations differing by as much as 40
to 1, and other properties differing by various amounts®.

The relations between stresses of the specimen and the coating are, there-
fore, very different in each direction, fo’r'exaniple, the maximum tensile stress
of the coating in radial stretching of the wood specimen will be larger than that
in longitudinal stretching of the same magnitude. '

Thus, in stress and strain analysis of wood specimen, it is especially im-
portant whether the coating cracks accdrding to the maximum principal strain
law or not, and the interpretation of the crack pattern of the coating is very
simple in the former case, but much complicated in the latter.

In this paper, (a) the states of stresses of the coating and the based wood
specimen are expressed, (b) the relations between them are numerically evaluat-
ed for a practical example, and (¢) the failure of the coating, ‘‘Daira B’’, used
in previous papers®? are discussed with some simple experimental results.

Stress and Strain in Wood and Coating

1. Stale of Stress and Strain in the Top Surface of Wood Specimen,
The discussions are confined to the wood surfaces in which the two natural
axes exist, such as cross section, tangential section and radial section. Let these

two natural axes be called x and y, so the surface (520 0
be called x—y plane. On this surface, there are no 4 H G{ %_\\1f*"1'1
external loads, so that the stresses perpendicular to Vo oA 4'715‘\\‘\/ 6"
this surface are zero, and there exists a state of \\\ ¢ § / WE;}})
plane stress. . g \";;,.—"

If at a point on the plane two mutually per- \\ - £
pendicular axes x’, y’ are chosen in the plane for \ /,/-’\’; .

a voluntary rotation of axes x, ¥ by an angle ¢ from 0 natural axis
x towards y (Fig. 1), and normal stresses parallel Fig. 1.

to these axes and shear stress associated with these axes are denoted by ¢./, gy,
and 7.7y/, the normal stresses parallel to the natural axes o., 6, and the shear

stress associated with these natural axes r,, are shown as follows® :

a'm=1120'm/+mlzo';,,/—llml‘rx/y/, l
Oy =m0, 420y +LtTeryr, ) e )
Tay =09 (Opt — 0y ) + (02— D) T4y, J

where
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li=cos ¢, my=sinoe.
If two principal stress axes 1 and 2 are chosen for x’ and y (as in the
41:3arentheses in Fig. 1), formulas (1) are reduced to
O, = U120, +m, 203, ]
Gy=m20 120, 5 e &)
‘ Toy = limy (01— 03), J
and in these formulas, ¢ used in /; and m, must be

L2t
o= -y-tan-t 22 ©)

On the other hand' the state of strain of wood surface subjected to the plane
stress state mentioned above, must properly be in three dimensional. But, if the
stress gradient in the wood surface is not so ex-
K tremely steep, the displacement in the direction
normal to the surface has not so large influences on

natural oxis

the state of stress and strain in the coatings, and

-
e\ & a0 o the subsequent discussions can, therefore, be confin-
\ i -
(&) - . .
N Ty _ T ed to the strain in the surface.
\ —="Ve . . . .
== \ —— In Fig. 2, longitudinal strain parallel to the
0 Ex naturd oxis
Pig. 2 natural axes of wood &, ¢y and shear strain associat-
ig. 2.

ed with the axes 1.y, are expressed as follows® by
those upon the axes x’, ¥’ rotated by ¢ in the plane from x towards y:

€o = loBen’ +moleyr — Lomiarary!,
g, =m225m,+[225y/+12m271,y,’ Y et eraeiae., (4)
Tay = 2lama (& — &y7) + (2% — 152) 72y,
where, l;=cos§, m2=sixi 6. And if two principal strain axes 1 and 2 are chosen
for x' and y' (as in the parentheses in Fig. 2), formulas (4) are reduced to
&x = lo%e1 +m%e,
G=maia i, b e (5)
Yoy =2Im (e — &), |

and in these formulas, § used in ., m; must be

1 z
fp= 7tan_le%‘—LQ,' .................. (6)

Now, according to HookEe’s law, each component of strain in a state of plane
stress is given by the expression:

52_%‘0’:{_ é/zoy’
¢ L e L D
T E, E, "
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7‘&:?/ = 1 Tmy .
R

By substituting these formulas into eq. (6), we obtain

I S 2ty s e,
01)—' 2 tan 1Ga-,y(2Am0'm"‘2Ay0'y) (8>

where,
A= a +ﬂw7/)/E:c, Ay: (1+ﬂyz)/Ey.

Comparison of egs. (3) and (8 shows that the direction of principal stress
and principal strain in wood surface do not, in general, coincide, except when
they act along an natural axis of wood (t»=0). But in isotropic material, they
always coincide because the following relations exist:

E,=Ey=FE, poy=p==1,
1 1 E
YT 2A, 24, 2Q+w-

Egs. (7) may be solved, so as to express the stress-components in terms of

G

the strain-components, and they are

= 1- Hayllyx

- E
1- Haylyx

Toy = Gzysz.

Oz (&x+ ﬂywez/) ’

ay

(EU +/«‘xu5x) ’ J

And from eqgs. (3), (6) and (7'), a relation between directions of principal stress
and principal strain in wood surface is given by

_ 1 -1 2(&1 —¢&)sin 20, v .
v g RN g (@, cos? Bo—ay sin? ) + (@ sin fy—ay cost Bey D

where,
1
ﬁmy B Ga:Z/ ’
1—pye 1b_ﬂxy
Qo= B gy=— P
N 1—ttaypty © 1 — Uayllye v

This is an important equation in brittle lacquer technique to determine the
direction of principal stress which must be calculated from both the direction
and the magnitude of principal strains.

Well, let us express principal strains in the top surface of wood in terms of
the principal stresses for the convenience of the discussion in the subsequent
articles.

From eqgs. (6) and (6), principal strains are

21} =—%—E(Em+5!/) +{(ez—&y)2 Frea? /2],
2
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and by substituting egs. (7) and (2) in these equations, the principal strains in
wood surface are given in terms of the magnitudes and directions of the principal
stresses as follows:

o= S LBt mi B0+ (3Bt 2B, os
+ E{(llea: - 7’1’5121421) o1+ (mLZAx - llezD 02}2 ‘f‘ﬁzysllgmlz (01— 02) 2 V2], weeees ¢l

where,
B,= (1 “ﬂxz)/Ex,
BZ/ = (1 - Myz) /Ez/

2.. State of Stress and Strain in the Coating.

Since the coating is thin, the stresses perpendicular to the coating throughout
the depth of coating are smaller éompared with stresses in other directions.
Without appreciable error, we can neglect these stresses and assume a state of
plane stress to exist in the coating®.

The relations between the stress and strain in the coating are

&%= %—(;(026 - ﬂdolc) , J

where index ¢ is used to identify the stresses, strains and elastic constants of
coating from those of the base specimen.

If the adhesion between the coating and the base specimen are assumed to
be perfect, the strain in the coating will be then identical to the strain in the top
surface of the specimen: ’

Elc=é1, Ezc=€z. .................. (12)

Although the principal directions of stresses and strains of the coating are
the same and they will also coincide with those of strains in the top surface of
the wood specimen, they do not, in general, coincide with the principal directions
of stresses in the top surface of the specimen, as mentioned previously. In ac-
cordance with egs. (‘12), we can combine the eqgs. (10) and (11).

0,° — pfoy’ = !226{ (l2By+mi2By) o1+ (m2 B+ 112 By) 0,

+ {2 Ay —mi2Ay) 01+ (mi2 A, — 12 Ay) 02 )2+ Bey?li2mi2 (01 — 02)2)1/2],
02° — pt0,° = —1222[ (2B, +m2By) 01+ (mi 2B, +1,2By) 02

— {{2A,—mi2Ay) 01+ (m2 A, — 112 Ay) 02)2 + Boy?l2mi2 (01 — 02)2]1/2],

By solving these equations, we -obtain
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[

g
" C{ (2 Bot-m:2By) 61+ (m2Bo+12By) oz}
O'zc

+ C{ (12 Ae — m2Ay) 01+ (M2 Ar — 12 Ay) 0212+ Byl (01 — 02) )V, - (13}
where,
= _E_. C,= _EG_.
20—’ P20+

These are the equations which express the relations between the principal

G

stresses of the coating and those of the wood specimens. For the convenience of
plotting these equations, dividing both members in egs. (13) by o1, these formulas

become :

016/01 o2 |
= Cl{ (2B, +n.2By) + (mB.+1:°By) ? =+ Cz[{ (12A,—m 2 Ay)?

0,° /o 01
+ B li?m® - 2{ (12 A — mi2 Ay) (mi2 A — 12 Ay) — Buy®li2m®} zj

a\1/2
+{(mlex_lley>z+szhgmlz}<\§L> ] OO PPPR 14
1

3. Numerical Discussion in a Practical Example.

For the most simple and practical example, we discuss the case in which the
principal axes of stress and strain in wood surface are coincide with the natural
axes. The discussions will be applied also to the problems of thermal stresses
or of residual stresses by changing moisture content of wood.

If the principal axis 1 coincide with the x axis (¢p=0), subscripts 1 and 2

can be expressed by x and y respectively in eqs. (14), and they are reduced to
0:°/ 0z ‘ oy
=GB, £ CGAp) + (GiBy FCoAy)——.

04°/0q Oz

Writing again these equations by using elastic constants, they are

a”c/om} = <;Ec L-prey ,  E° 1+“zl’>+( EC 1-pye. E° 1+ﬂyz)"_v
0,°)a,) \2(—p®) E, T2(+p) E 20— E, 20+p) E, ) os

or,

. E, zl—ﬂc#zy_l_ﬂc_ﬂyx E, o,
oz B¢ 1-(pD* 1-(p)* Ey 0z’

g’ _-Ei_#c—/lacz/ +1_#c#yx E, oy
1-(D2 Ey 05 °

0. E° T 1-(p0)®
If the principal axis 1 coincide with the natural axis y(¢»=7/2), we can con-

duct the equations of similar form to the above:

Lz/cEy =1_ﬂcﬂyx+ﬂc“ﬂw E, o.
oy E° 1-()t 1-(uD2 E, gy’

0° Ey _ p—pye  1=ptey Ey 0o
gy B¢ 1—(u)2 " 1—(u®)2 E, oy °

+
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Now, let us assume the natural axes x and y to be the longitudinal and radi-
al axes of a tree, respectively, and cite Lawson cypress (Chamaecyparis lawsoni-
ana PAr1L.) as an example. The elastic constants of Lawson cypress are®

E.=14.6x10*kg/cm?, E,=0.85x10*kg/cm?,
tey=0.36, and 14,.=0.021.

And if the Porsson’s ratio of the coating x¢ is equal to 0.3, egs. (15) become

[
9" Ea 081539,
o, E° Ox 152
------------------ a
¢ FE
o = —0.066+197,
Ox Oy
If ©°=0.4, they are
0" E. _ oy )
=102 770 |
o E ., {> .................. (15b)
v T ¥y .
. E° 0.048-+20 o |
If 4°=0.5, they are
:° E, Oy
e =108+117", o
.................. c
0° Eo _ Oy
5, Ev =0.18+23 v
JE These equations are plotted in Fig. 3.
2 P When the wood specimen is subject-
— . f=03(egs O50)) A7 L.
------------ L=04 (egs. USB)—— S~ A ed to the uniaxial load parallel to the
oA =05(ng vs ,:cf-'% /7 grain (o,=0), the sign of ¢.° and g,° is
’ L o 7*{’ sl / l . the same as o,, if p° is larger than sy,
. : _,r’/’ " /’./c :
oo /\79‘//:[ 2@3@“@,?‘ °.”_k % |, and this means that for pure compres-
(”m/f@' ?éga A s Mé “ sion in the specimen both principal
T ,Jr/ ”,,V “ stresses in the coating are compressive,

Fig. 3. Stresses in the coating as functions although one of the strains is tensile.
of the state of stress in the specimen of The value of p° depends on the com-
Lawson cypress (egs. (15)). position and the drying condition of the

coating, and the only one information for Stresscoat by Stokey!® indicates the

values of 0.42~0.45. '

The values of the principal stresses in the coating can be evaluated if the
Younc’s modulus of the coating E° is known. The value of E° depends also on
the composition and the drying condition of the coating. NisHizArA et al.® ob-
served that the Youncg’s modulus of the coating Daira B increased from 2.5X104
kg/cm? to 6xX10*kg/cm? when drying time was prolonged from 4 hr to 10 hr at

60°C. The Younc’s modulus may be lower than the order of 10*kg/cm? if the
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coating is dried only at room temperature, and this is very advantageous for the
stress analysis of materials having low Younc’s modulus such as wood.

In Fig. 3, in order to produce pure tension (PT) in the coating, it is necessary
to introduce in the specimen transversal tension equal to 35/10000 the longitudinal
tension (Gf #°=0.3) or transversal compression equal to 24/10000 (;z”‘= 0.4) or
80/10000 (#*=0.5) the longitudinal tension. And when the compression g, is equal
to 185/1000 (x°=0.3), 130/1000 (u#°=0.4) or 98/1000 (x°=0.5) the tension gy, the
stress in the coating ¢.° becomes zero (pure compression (PC)). Two equal
principal stresses in the coating  are produced when o, is equal to 78/1000 o.
(singular point (SP)), and their values are about 78% (u£=0.5), 60% (x°=0.4),
and 44% (#°=0.3) higher than the stress produced by only one principal stress
gy. When the compression g, is equal to 38/1000 the tension ¢. (PS), the coating
is in the state of pure shear stress.

On the other hand, substitution of the elastic constants of Lawson cypress
into egs. (16) produces the following equations:

If ©°=0.3,
¢ E, _
Uy Ee ) ) gy’
. B O (16a)
oy, E° : oy
If 4°=0.4,
o0 Ey _
gy, E°
Ey .................. (16b)
Gy E¢
If x°=0.5,
o By _
¢
Oy 2‘1 .................. (16¢)
a,, =0.64+0.0 o
4E=03 (egs.¢i6a) 'ég These equations are plotted in Fig. 4.
S fﬁ:ﬁ?fﬁ%ﬁ‘&iﬁﬁ e : Observation of this figure makes some
(11 ] = important facts obviously. The stretching
::-"fjgl(‘"‘i:' i@yc 'E’/;é, e of the specimen in only y direction (g,=0)
| =D (05' va o produces always tensile stresses in both x
S _3]0/,{ 2 "_50 25— . and y direction of the coating. Pure ten-
~A(Ps) {'."Z 3‘%&;_ sion in the coating (PT) is produced when
| /,115/011 ‘ 4 compression o, is 5.4 times (f x°=0.3), 7.6

Fig. 4. Stresses in the coating as func- = times (#020,4), and 11 times (x®=0.5) as
tions of the state of stress in the

specimen of Lawson cypress (eqs. (16)). large as tension ¢,. If x°=0.3, to produce
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pure compression in the coating (PC), it is necessary to introduce in the specimen
tension o, equal to 285 times as large as tension oy, but if #°=04 and 0.5, it
is necessary compression 240 times and 125 times as large as tension ¢,, respec-
tively. Two equal principal stresses in the coating (SP) are produced when g, is

13.1 times as large as oy, and their values are about .

stresses produced by only one principal stress gy,
but.about 4.6% lower when p°=0.3. When the com-
pression o, is 26.4 times as large as the tension oy

(8)

G o
G R I T T3] *»
Fig. 5.

Oy

(PS), the coating‘is in the state of pure shear.
As a more simple and concrete example for the discussions above, let us

assume two sp'e.cimens as shown in Fig. 5 being stretched in the same magnitude

of strain, and make comparison between the stresses in the coating parallel to

the stretching (longitudinal) of these two specimens.

° The longitudinal stress in the coating of specimen A is given by substituting

6,=0 in the first equation of eqs. (15):

, 1 _ﬂcﬂm?l Gz
ea’ = - Fe L e,
Gt = e R, a7

And the longitudinal stress in the coating of specimen B given by substituting o.
=0 in the first equation of egs. (16) :

el p Oum L
A B PO A 18
In egs. (17) and (18), 6.4/E, and é,»/E, are the longitudinal strains of speci-
men A and B respectively, and they are assumed to be the same:

Ozd g yB

E,  E,

Consequently, from egs. (17) and (18) we can obtain the ratio of these
stresses : '

Oys® _1—plpye
o =T (19)

Now, let Lawson cypress be cited again as an example, and we can obtain

the numerical solution for some possible values of u°:

ayg° :
for n*=0.3, ~;;’;%=1.12,

for pe=04, 27 —1.15,
OzA

(s}
for p°=0.5, %j—c=1.22,
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From this, it is obvious that the maximum principal stress in the coating on
the wood specimen stretched in the radial direction is 12~229% bigger than that
on the wood specimen stretched in the fiber direction in the same magnitude of
strain.

Failure of Brittle Coating ‘‘Daira B”’

NisuruarA et al.® observed crack patterns of a coating on an aluminium cir-
cular plate with clamped edges loaded perpendicular to the plate with a uniform-
ly distributed pressure. And contrary to the conclusion lead by DureLLI et al.*
on Stresscoat, they concluded that a brittle coating, Daira B, composed of phenol
resin and titanic white dissolved in a mixture of benzene, toluene, and xylene,
cracked according to the maximum principal strain law when dried at tempera-
ture of 60° to 70°C. And this may be applied effectively to the analysis of stress
and strain in wood specimens.

But, When wood specimens are exposed in high temperature, they will be
dried and shrunk, and thus the state of stress and strain in the coating will
be unstable. And there are considerable differences of thermal expansion between
the coating and the wood specimen, and especially it is isotropic in the former
but anisotropic in the latter. The state of stress and strain in the coating
will, also, be unstable. For these reasons, it is to be desired that the coating
is dried at room temperature.

In our previous papers®?, Daira B was used and dried at temperature of 10°
to 30°C, and the stress and strain analysis of wood specimens were done on the
assumption in which the coating cracks according to the maximum principal
strain law. But, it is doubtful whether the maximum principal strain law will
be followed in this case as well as in the case of Daira B dried at higher tem-
perature. 4

The law of failure of Daire B dried at room temperature have not been
found. In this study, the same method as Nismigara’s® was taken, but the ex-
periment came to naught because the strain sensitivity** of this coating was not
high enough to produce many cracks necessary to conclude the law of failure of
the coating within the proportional limit of aluminium plate.

The second experiment was carried out to observe whether the principal
strain law is applied on the failure of the coating when the base wood specimen
was subjected to the pure compressive load parallel to grain.

* Refer to the introduction of this paper.
** This is defined as the minimum strain necessary to crack the coating in a unidimensional
state of stress (sensitivity is defined as the inverse of strain sensitivity).
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The test pieces used were stocks of 60 mm (in the fiber direction) by 18 mm
(in the tangential direction) by 18 mm (in the radial direction) of Lawson cypress.
Thirty specimens were dried in an oven and ten of them were provided for the
determination of the PoissoN’s ratio in the tangential section uzr, and the other
twenty specimens were for the coating test. Porsson’s ratios were measured by
wire resistance strain gage rosettes and the average value and the standard de-
~viation obtained on the twenty surfaces of the ten specimens was :

ﬂLT=0.42i0.11. .................. (2())

All of the twenty specimens were coated on each of their two tangential sec-
tions with Daira B by th¢ same procedure

A
\

as previous papers®?. And then, they were

e N

dried at temperature of 6°~15°C for 8 days

in dried air.

d

3 Mirror

" extensometer
The compression test was carried out %\\// £: spon
on these coated specimens measuring the —— / -
longitudinal strain with a mirror extensome- Tongential section (coated)
ter as shown in Fig. 6. The loaded ends of Fig. 6. Specimen for pure compres-

. sion test parallel to grain.
the specimen were greased so as to prevent P © gram

the friction between the specimen and the crossheads of the testing machine.
When the load was applied, the specimen was extended laterally by — pzres
(e, is the longitudinal compressive strain). No cracks of the coating were ob-
served during the load was small, but the longitudinal cracks took place by the
load more than a certain value (Photo. 1). With increasing of the load, the
crack density increased.
The cracks near the ends of the specimen was rather uniform but the dis-

3
] 1 [ ] I I p [
£,=0026% 0078% 0086% alss a/37% 0/40%

Photo. 1. Cracks of the coating at various stages of the lateral strain of specimens.
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tribution of the cracks was not uniform

throughout the width of the specimen, and § ' §§" A

this phenomenon can not be explained ¥ §§: o S

only from the contact problems between § §§ S

the specimen and the crosshead. § § gg /o 1
The lateral strain was calculated from ¢ § ? E%E o

the longitudinal strain observed on each §§ 3’47‘3 :/u .

side of the specimen using the value of °3§ ° 2e

the PorssoN’s ratio (expression (20)). Fig. :é : , n|l

QO ) .
7 represents the number of the cracks in- 0 004" " 008 o w6 (%) a2
. . . . Loteral strain of specimen
cluded in the width of the specimen which ) ) .

. Fig. 7. Cracks of coating parallel to grain
was plotted as a function of the lateral as a function of lateral expansion of
strain of the specimen. From this figure, specimens subjected uniaxial compressive
it can be concluded that in longitudinal load parallel to grain.
compression of specimen the minimum value of the average lateral strain
throughout the width of the specimen necessary to crack the coating is

g0=0.062(%). e @D

Simultaneously with the above experiment, five strips of 230 mm (in the fiber
direction) by 30 mm (in the radial direction) by 6 mm (in the tangential direc-
tion) were also coated with Daira B and dried in the same conditions as mention-
ed above. These strips were available to determine the strain sensitivity of the
coating. They were tested as cantilever beams. When one of the beams was
loaded, the cracks of the coating on the tension side surface of the beam were
produced perpendicularly to the longitudinal axis of the beam. The location of

the first crack was measured and the strain sensitivity was determined from the
following formula :

o=l

2EI *°*
Where ¢ is the strain sensitivity of the coating, E is the Younc’s modulus of the
beam, W is the load applied on one end of the beam, [ is the moment of inertia
of the cross section of the beam with reference to the neutral axis of the beam,
% is the height of the beam, and x, is the distance between the loaded point and

the first crack. The average strain sensitivity and the standard deviation of the
coating measured by these five strips were:

&=0.0714-0.006(2%) = eeeeereeiiiinn (22)

The lateral stress in the coating is equal to zero when u®=uzr, and compres-
sive when p°>pzp, but tensile when p*<pzp. In egs. (15), substituting pey=pzr=
0.42 and ¢,=0, and assuming x°=0.3 for an extreme example, they are
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»E;—O%OE, |
} .................. (23)

Y |
S =0.13275. |

Replacing o¢./FE, in the first equation by & (eq. (22)) and in the second equa-
tion by & (eq. (21)), they are

?37 =0.068,

izﬁr-o 0082.
From these equations, we obtain

9 .0.12.

g .

T

This is a very important fact that even in the extreme case the stress in the
first crack’ produced by the longitudinal pure compressive stress is only 12% of
that produced by the longitudinal pure tensile stress. This means that the failure
of the coating Daira B is possibly independent of the state of stress because the
12% mentioned above can not crack the coating.

While, it is a question that &, is smaller than &. This may be explained
from the fact that the lateral strain measured by rosette gage corresponds to
almost the average value throughout the width of the specimen because the gage
length was 16 mm, and therefore the strain at the center portion where the first
crack takes place will be somewhat larger than the value calculated from the
PoissoN’s ratio and the longitudinal strain. |

Thus, it is possible that &, is almost equal to &, and practically sufﬁment
results are expected by assuming that the coating, Daira B, cracks according to
the maximum principal strain law also when it is dried at room temperature.
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