
C.6. ICCGHAZ pre-cracked

(a) ss2.79, Class V (b) ss2.80f, Class V

(c) ss2.81f, Class V

Figure C.30: ICCGHAZ, pre-cracked specimens tested at 0¶C.

(a) ss2.76f, Class V (b) ss2.77f, Class V

(c) ss2.78f, Class V

Figure C.31: ICCGHAZ, pre-cracked specimens tested at 23¶C.
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