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An experimental investigation of brass/solder interfacial fracture
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Fig. 1 Semi-infinite bimaterial interface crack with polar coordinates r, 8
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Fig. 2 Brass/solder sandwich specimen Table 1. Material Properties
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Fig. 3 Mixed mode fixture
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Fig. 4 P-D curve obtained from fracture test.
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Fig5 Brittle, Ductile and Fatigue surfaces
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Fig. 6 Toughness vs. mode mixity with varying layer thickness
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