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Evaluation Method for the Resistance to Hydrogen Induced Cracking
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Fig. 1 Experimental setup for HIC test
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Fig. 5 Comparison of cracking parameters tested
with solution A and B
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Table 1 Result of crack ratio determined by NACE
sectioning method.

Crack Ratio
D
CLR CTR CSR
0, 0,0 0,0,0 0,0 0
-1
HI ) ) 0)
6,73, 23113 0.1,01)0.1,0.1, 01
-2
Hl (5.2) (0.5) 0.1)

() : average
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Table 2 Result of crack ratio determined by RS
sectioning method.

D Crack Ratio
CLR CTR CSR
HI-1 5 28,37 |13,01,0.1]0.2 0.1, 0.1
(3.8) (0.5) (0.
H1-2 6.3, 8.7, 8.3[1.3,4.0,1.3(0.3, 1.0, 1.0
(7.8) (2.2) (0.5)

() . average
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Fig. 7 Comparison of CLR's determined by NACE
and RS sectioning method
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