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Effect of cyclic loading on the delayed fracture of BNT-BT-ST lead free piezoelectric ceramics
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Fig. 1 Static fatigue testing equipment
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Tablel Piezoelectric and electric properties

ds3 [pC/N] £33" /€0
Measured value 132 782
Reference value 128 840
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Fig. 2 Weibull plot of fracture stress
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Fig. 3 Relationship between bending stress and time to failure
under static fatigue
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Fig. 4 S-Ncurves
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Fig. 5 Comparison of static fatigue and dynamic fatigue
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