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SCCHEREZITV, B2 OMFEMR ERERET 3. Fig.l. Stereographic projection of specimen. Primary
slip systems and Burger's vectors are also shown.
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Crosshead speed is 8.33x107°m/s.
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Fig.3. SEM micrographs of S2 and S4 specimens after
SCC test in 1 mol/l1 NaNO, solution.

(a) Top surface.
(b) Side surface.
(¢) Fractograph.
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Fig.4. Stress-strain curves for Cu single cristal
specimens with <211> orientation, tested in
air (Sl), in 1 mol/l NaNO, solution deaerated
(S3) and in 1 mol/l NaNO, solution not
deaerated (S4) at a crosshead speed of
8.33x10"%m/s.
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Fig.5. Schematic illustration showing mechanisms of
tarnished film formation and crack initiation.
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Fig.8. Schematic illustration showing
mechanism of macrocrack

formation.
Fig.6. SEM micrograph of microcrack on S3 specimen 5. %8
ig.6. .
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