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Table 1 Disappearance corxlitions of Stress Singurarity by Theoretical Analysis

Elastic modulus | Poission's |[Thermal expansion| So]A A4
~— (kg/mm?) ratio coeff. (x107%) 73x(6,)
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Fig. 1 Geometrical Shape of Dissimilar Joint  Fig. 2 Mesh division of FEM
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Fig. 3 Residual stress distribution according to variation of &,
( in case of Ey/E; =10, 8,=80° )
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(a) in case of Ceramics/Metal joint, 6,=90°
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(b) in case of Ceramic/Metal joint, 8+ &,=180"

Fig. 4 Residual stress distribution according to variation of 6,
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