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Abstract

Single crystals of ZrO2 containing 3.2 mol% of Y2O3 were manufactured by the Skull melting method. The single crystals were

composed of the t0-ZrO2 phase. For a comparison of the mechanical strength, 3 mol% of Y2O3 added tetragonal zirconia polycrystal

(3Y-TZP) (Tosoh TZ-3Ys) samples were also prepared. The biaxial flexure strengths of the single crystal and 3Y-TZP ceramics were

13287537 MPa and 12277312 MPa, respectively. After autoclave treatment at 200 1C for 24 h, the strength of the single crystals and

polycrystalline ceramics changed to 13457251 MPa and 281731 MPa, respectively. This result shows that the t0-ZrO2 single crystals

have excellent resistance in moisture-enhanced mechanical degradation. Since the martensitic transformation of the tetragonal (t) and

monoclinic (m) has crystallographic correspondences between the lattices, the relationship will lead to low interface energy at the t–m

interface and high binding energy between the t and m phases. As far as the crystallographic relationship is maintained in the t0-ZrO2

single crystals, different from polycrystalline 3Y-TZP, the partial coherency seems to retard low temperature degradation – monoclinic

phase pull out or crack generation – of single crystals.

& 2012 Elsevier Ltd and Techna Group S.r.l. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Interest in strong and tough ZrO2 based ceramics has
increased greatly since it was discovered that ZrO2 ceramics
containing fine tetragonal particles are tougher and stron-
ger than either single phase or monoclinic containing ZrO2

ceramics. Particularly, in the system of ZrO2–Y2O3, various
mechanical properties could be engineered with different
Y2O3 compositions and heat treatments [1–3]. The Y2O3

stabilized tetragonal ZrO2 polycrystal (usually called
3Y-TZP) ceramics have very good mechanical properties
at room temperature around 1200 MPa [4]. However,
extended exposure of toughened ceramics to low tempera-
tures (around 200 1C) in the presence of water has been
reported to lead to a slow t–m transformation from the
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metastable tetragonal phase to the more stable monoclinic
phase in the surface grains which induces microcracking
and severely degrades the mechanical strength [5,6]. This
phenomenon – low temperature degradation (LTD) – is
well documented in the literature [7–10]. In order to
suppress the aging phenomena in Y-TZP, the effect of
Mn, Ge and Ce doping on isothermal degradation has been
studied [11,12]. In addition to humidity at low tempera-
tures, the grain boundary in polycrystalline tetragonal ZrO2

is another weakness from a mechanical point of view.
Therefore, a single crystal ZrO2 could be one of the
alternative means that can compensate for the weakness.
According to the phase diagram of the ZrO2–Y2O3

system [7,13], a phase decomposition was anticipated
during cooling from a melt into a high-yttria cubic matrix
and a low-yttria tetragonal precipitate between 2300 and
1000 1C, and the phase decomposition accompanies yttria
diffusion. With further cooling to room temperature, this
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equilibrium low-yttria tetragonal phase was expected to
transform martensitically into a monoclinic structure.
Under certain conditions, particularly when yttria-
partially-stabilized zirconia (Y-PSZ) is quenched (relatively
fast cooling) from a melt [14], another kind of tetragonal
phase can be retained at room temperature, called the
t0 phase. As in t0-ZrO2, the tetragonal domains filled the
whole volume, so their spatial arrangement must have been
highly symmetrical in order to minimize the coherency
strain energy [15]. The tetragonal t0-ZrO2 contains a higher
yttria concentration than the metastable low-yttria tetra-
gonal phase. Therefore, unlike the metastable low-yttria
tetragonal phase, the martensitic transformation to mono-
clinic had been assumed unavailable in the t0 phase [14–17],
and it has been reported that the t0 phase is highly resistant
to stress-induced transformation to the monoclinic phase
[16,18–23]. However, it has been shown that the transfor-
mation is possible depending on the domain size [16,17,24].

Even though there have been a lot of studies on the
mechanical properties of polycrystalline zirconia ceramics
and on partially- and fully-stabilized ZrO2 single crystals
[25–28], the moisture-enhanced aging effect on the
mechanical strength of the t0-ZrO2 single crystals has not
yet been studied. In this study, single crystals of 3.2 mol%
of Y2O3 added ZrO2 were manufactured by the Skull
melting method. The mechanical strength of single crystals
before and after the aging treatment (i.e., autoclave
treatments at 200 1C for 24 h) was compared with those
of the 3Y-TZP specimens.
Fig. 1. Single crystals manufactured by the Skull melting method.
2. Experimental procedure

High purity ZrO2 (High Purity Zirconia, KCM Co.,
Japan) and Y2O3 (99.99%, Kojundo, Japan) were used as
raw materials. The ZrO2 and Y2O3 were weighed with a
93.6:6.4 atomic ratio. The weighed powders were wet
mixed for 20 h in a jar with zirconia balls and ethanol.
Then, the slurry was fully dried in an oven. Single crystals
of 3.2YSZ were obtained by Skull melting the mixed
powders, and the total amount of mixed powders for a
batch was 40 kg. The temperature for Skull melting
reached 2900 1C, and the growth rate of the crystal was
around 5.0 mm/h. The total cooling process to room
temperature took around 48 h.

The microstructure of the specimens was analyzed with a
SEM (JEOL, JSM6701F). TEM observations of the single
crystals were performed in an instrument equipped with a
field-emission gun operating at 200 kV (Tecnai G2 F20
S-TWIN). The crystals were cut into coin-shapes for the
analysis, and commercial grade 3Y-TZP (Tosoh TZ-3Ys)
polycrystalline specimens were also prepared for compar-
ison with the single crystals. After cold isostatic pressing
under 40,000 psi, the 3Y-TZP specimens were sintered at
1400 1C for 2 h. Autoclave treatment for the coin-shape
single crystals and the polycrystalline specimens was
carried out at 200 1C (1.55 MPa) for 24 h. This is a very
cruel condition corresponding to at least 60 years (simu-
lated) of aging time for in-vivo conditions [7].
To evaluate the mechanical property, the biaxial flexure

strength (Shimadzu AG-500E, rate: 0.1 mm/min) method
(ISO6872:2008E) was used based on the equation
S¼�0.2387P(X�Y)/d2, where S is the maximum center
tensile stress (MPa), P is the total load causing fracture
(N), X¼ (1þn) ln(B/C)2þ [(1�n)/2](B/C)2, Y¼ (1þn)[1þ
ln(A/C)2]þ (1�n)(A/C)2, n is Poisson’s ratio (0.25), A is
the radius of the support circle (5 mm), B is the radius of
the loaded area or ram tip (0.7 mm), C is the radius of the
specimen (mm), and d is the specimen thickness at fracture
origin (mm).
3. Results and discussion

Fig. 1 shows a typical feature of the 3.2 mol% of Y2O3

added ZrO2 single crystals prepared with the Skull melting
method. The size of the crystals was about 10 cm in height
and 2–4 cm in width. The color of the single crystals was
translucent milky, which suggests that there were some
kind of light scattering sources in the crystal. When the
amount of yttria went over 10 mol%, it was generally
assumed that transparent cubic zirconia single crystals
were obtained.
Fig. 2 shows the microstructure of the fracture surface of a

single crystal. ‘Herringbone’-shaped and fine regular stripe
structures (marked with arrows), which are the typical features
of the polydomain structure of the t0-ZrO2 phase, were visible.
The longitudinal domains extended approximately hundreds
of nanometers in width and 1–2 mm in length.



Fig. 2. SEM microstructure for the fracture surface of the single crystal.

Fig. 3. Bright-field TEM images of the single crystals.
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The TEM of the bright-field image of the single crystals
is shown in Fig. 3. A polydomain structure, which is
arranged in very regular pattern with a bright and dark
longitudinal domain, was clearly observed. Thus, the
domain colonies are sometimes described as ‘herringbone’
domain structures as mentioned in Fig. 2. The ferroelastic
domain switching phenomenon, which is the deformation
process of the herringbone domain, is different from the
matensitic transformation of the tetragonal into mono-
clinic phase because it arises from a symmetry-lowering
ferroic phase transition (i.e., reorientation of ferroelastic
domains) without a change in the crystal structure [15].
The excellent resistance of the t0 materials to low-
temperature aging is explained by the ferroelastic domain
structure of these materials [16], and the ferroelastic
transformation is known for its potential toughing
mechanism [17]. The translucent milky color of the single
crystal shown in Fig. 1 can be explained by light scattering
at the boundaries of the colonies formed by the twinned
tetragonal structure (t0-phase) in the crystals.
High-resolution TEM micrographs of the domain
boundary areas are presented in Fig. 4(a)–(c). In the cases
of (a) and (b), the left upper area of the images corre-
sponds to the domain matrix area, and the lower right area
corresponds to the domain boundary (DB) area, while the
right upper is the domain matrix in (c). The thickness of
the domain boundary was about 15–20 nm. The lattice
fringes of the matrix and domain boundary, which were
parallel, were clearly seen in both areas, but the intervals of
the fringes in each area were different. In (a), the domain
boundary was composed of parallel superlattice-type
fringes, and the widths of the fringes were about 0.274 nm
and 0.518 nm for the domain matrix and the parallel
superlattice (domain boundary area), respectively. In the
cases of (b) and (c), however, perpendicular superlattice-
type fringes were observed together with the parallel
superlattice-type fringes. The perpendicular superlattice-
type fringes are marked with white arrows. In the case of
(b), the widths of the fringes were about 0.262 nm and
0.529 nm for the domain matrix and the perpendicular
superlattice-type fringes, respectively. Since the domain
boundaries are coherent, it makes the nucleation of the
monoclinic phase difficult [20,29]. Therefore, high strength
and fracture toughness of single crystals can be attained
through the ferroelastic transformation of the tetragonal
polydomains when approximately 3 mol% Y2O3 is added
to ZrO2 [17].
In t0-ZrO2 with a Y2O3 content of 3 mol%, its tetra-

gonality was very small at about half the value of pure
ZrO2 with a c/a ratio of 1.013–1.02 [16,30]. Therefore, in a
macroscopic point of view, the crystal structure of the
t0-ZrO2 phase was regarded as a pseudocubic crystals [15].
Even though it has a small c/a ratio, however, tetragonality
determined the mutual orientation of the c-axes of the
twined domains. Since domains share their boundaries
coherently [28], a large amount of mechanical stress might
have been piled up at the domain boundaries, which may
have resulted in the compression and expansion of the
lattices. Therefore, the almost doubled lattice widths in the
superlattice-type fringes near the domain boundary area
observed in Fig. 4(a)–(c) might have been caused due to
the mechanical stress between the adjacent domains as the
domain configuration alters with different tetragonal axes.
Fig. 4(d) is the selective area diffraction pattern (SADP)

of the matrix composed of polydomains. The analysis of
dark spots in the reciprocal lattice showed that the axial
length from the origin to respective 200 and 020 was
identical, and the angular relationship between jgaj and jgbj
formed a 901 angle, which supports the observation that
the matrix had a pseudocubic structure. However, weak
diffraction spots were also observed in the middle of clear
spots. Since the half-distance of vectors between diffrac-
tion spots in the reciprocal plane corresponded to the
double-distance in real plane, the parallel and perpendi-
cular superlattice-type fringes observed near the domain
boundary area may be attributed to the generation of weak
diffraction spots in Fig. 4(d).



Fig. 4. High-resolution TEM micrographs near the domain boundary (a)–(c) and the selective area electron diffraction pattern of the single crystal (d).
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Fig. 5 presents the SEM images of the t0-ZrO2 single
crystal and the polycrystalline specimen. Fig. 5(a) and (b)
is the respective surfaces of the single crystal and the
polycrystalline specimen after autoclave treatment.
Fig. 5(c) and (d) is the fracture surfaces of the single
crystal and the polycrystalline specimen after autoclave
treatment, respectively. The surface of the single crystal
was relatively clean and some scratches formed by the
machining process could be seen. Concerning the fracture
surfaces of the single crystal (Figs. 2 and 5c)), there were
no great differences in the fracture images of the single
crystals regardless of the autoclave treatment, i.e., the
Herringbone domain structures were still maintained
(Fig. 5(c)). In the case of Fig. 5(b), some bumpy large
grains were observed. When some t-zirconia transforms to
m-zirconia by the aging treatment, this transformation is
accompanied by a volume increase of about 9%. If a grain
transforms to monoclinic on the top surface, it is free to
expand, provoking an uplift of the surface itself. Since the
aging process includes surface degradation with grain pull
out and microcracking, the large grains and the irregular
protruding parts on the surface in (b) is thought to be
formed by moisture-enhanced low temperature degrada-
tion (t–m transformation). Once grain pull out and/or
microcracks are formed on the surfaces, those can be
immediate at the moment of the crack propagation [31]
and can provide high diffusion pathways of water mole-
cules. In the polycrystalline fracture image of Fig. 5(d), a
transgranular fracture dominant microstructure can be
seen and this seem to be associated with the transformed
grains [32].
The biaxial flexure strength of the single crystal and the
Tosoh TZ-3Ys polycrystalline ceramics was 13287537MPa
and 12277312MPa, respectively. After the autoclave treat-
ment at 200 1C, the biaxial flexure strength of the single crystal
and the polycrystalline ceramics changed to 13457251MPa
and 281731MPa, respectively. The aging by autoclave
treatment could not degrade the strength of the single crystals,
but it severely reduced the strength of the polycrystalline
specimens.
Concerning the low temperature degradation, the diffu-

sion of moisture-related isotopical species into both tetra-
gonal (3 mol Y2O3) and cubic (9 mol Y2O3) single crystals
at temperatures characteristic of moisture enhanced low
temperature degradation is reported using secondary ion
mass spectrometry (SIMS) [33]. From the experiment, it
was found that both H and D diffuse into the tetragonal
crystal when immersed in isotopically labeled water.
However, it is not identified whether the diffusion of H
and D resulted in the phase transformation to monoclinic
in the bulk of the single crystals, and the effect of the
diffusion on mechanical characteristics has not been
analyzed. According to the literature [33], after exposure
to the isotopically enriched water, however, the surface of
the tetragonal single crystal was partially transformed to
monoclinic. However, the partially transformed monocli-
nic regions were perfectly recovered (healing) to the
original tetragonal surface after annealing at 1200 1C. This
result suggests a fact that the transformed monoclinic
crystals are aligned to a specific orientation with respect
to the tetragonal crystal so that perfect healing is available
by heat treatment.



Fig. 5. SEM images of the surfaces for (a) t0-ZrO2 single crystals and (b) 3Y-TZP, and the fracture surfaces for (c) t0-ZrO2 single crystals and (d) 3Y-TZP

after autoclave treatment.
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The tetragonal to monoclinic phase transformation of
zirconia is commonly recognized as being of martensitic
nature, i.e., first order and diffusionless, involving shape
change determined by shear [7,34,35]. The previous study
on the tetragonal to monoclinic transformation in 2 mol%
of Y2O3 added ZrO2 also showed that there are crystal-
lographic correspondences with habit planes and invariant
shear directions between the tetragonal and monoclinic
lattices [7,24,36,37]. Therefore, when the t–m transforma-
tion occurred, the very regular orientation of the planes of
monoclinic phase on the surfaces could be seen [7,34]. In
this case, the interface energy between the tetragonal and
monoclinic phases will be decreased compared to the case
of an interface without crystallographic correspondences,
which will prevent detachment of the monoclinic phase
(particles) from the parent phase. Furthermore, since the
habit plane is regarded as a semi-coherent interface in
martensite transformation [38], the binding energy between
the phases will have quite a large value. As a result, the
monoclinic phase pull out or crack generation may not
occur easily and a relatively smooth surface is expected to
be formed. In the case of polycrystalline 3Y-TZP, however,
diffusion of the water species is much easier and faster
through the grain boundaries. Since the grain boundaries
do not have coherent interfaces, monoclinic grain pull out
and crack generation are easy. Therefore, the surface of the
polycrystalline will have high roughness which will lead to
a lower strength than the single crystals.
The previous study [33] on the diffusion of isotopical
water species in single crystals showed some surface
modifications and detected oxygen and hydrogen ions in
the crystals. However, the t0-ZrO2 single crystals are not
affected by aging in terms of strength, whereas for such
aging polycrystalline 3Y-TZP is highly degraded.
4. Conclusion

PSZ single crystals manufactured by the Skull melting
method were composed of the t0-ZrO2 phase with poly-
domains. The mechanical strength of t0-ZrO2 single crys-
tals before and after autoclave treatment was almost
unchanged while the 3Y-TZP polycrystalline specimens
experienced severe mechanical degradation. Consequently,
the t0-ZrO2 single crystals revealed an exceptional resis-
tance to moisture-enhanced low-temperature degradation
within the extent of our experiment. When the tetragonal
to monoclinic martensitic transformation occurred on the
surface of single crystals, the crystallographic relationships
between the two phases could be maintained. This seems to
retard low temperature degradation of single crystals.
However, in the case of polycrystalline ceramics, the
adjacent grain boundaries (interface) cannot hold the
monoclinic grains tightly, which results in grain pull out
and crack generation.



J.-H. Lee et al. / Ceramics International 39 (2013) 2031–20362036
References

[1] D.L. Porter, A.H. Heuer, Mechanisms of toughening partially

stabilized zirconia (PSZ), Journal of the American Ceramic Society

60 (1977) 183–184.

[2] D.L. Porter, A.G. Evans, A.H. Heuer, Transformation-toughening

in partially-stabilized zirconia (PSZ), Acta Metallurgica 27 (1979)

1649–1654.

[3] N. Claussen, Stress-induced transformation of tetragonal ZrO2

particles in ceramic matrices, Journal of the American Ceramic

Society 61 (1978) 85–86.

[4] Open Data of ‘Tosoh Advanced Ceramics’ from the web of the

Tosoh Corporation, /http://www.tosoh.comS.

[5] R.H.J. Hannink, P.M. Kelly, B.C. Mudde, Transformation toughen-

ing in zirconia-containing ceramics, Journal of the American Cera-

mic Society 83 (2000) 461–487.

[6] N.L. Hecht, S.D. Jang, D.E. McCullum, Environmental effects on

toughened zirconia ceramics, in: S. Somiya, N. Yamamoto,

H. Hanagida (Eds.), Science and Technology of Zirconia III, The

American Ceramic Society, Columbus, OH, 1988, pp. 133–144.

[7] J. Chevalier, L. Gremillardw, A.V. Virkar, D.R. Clarke, The

tetragonal–monoclinic transformation in zirconia: lessons learned

and future trends, Journal of the American Ceramic Society 92

(2009) 1901–1920.

[8] T. Sato, M. Shimada, Transformation of yttria-doped tetragonal

ZrO2 polycrystals by annealing in water, Journal of the American

Ceramic Society 68 (1985) 356–359.

[9] F.F. Lange, G.L. Dunlop, B.I. Davis, Degradation during aging of

transformation-toughened ZrO2–Y2O3 materials at 250 1C, Journal

of the American Ceramic Society 69 (1986) 237–240.

[10] X. Guo, On the degradation of zirconia ceramics during low-

temperature annealing in water or water vapor, Journal of Physics

and Chemistry of Solids 60 (1999) 539–546.

[11] S. Ramesh, S. Meenaloshini, C.Y. Tan, W.J. Kelvin Chew,

W.D. Teng, Effect of manganese oxide on the sintered properties

and low temperature degradation of Y-TZP ceramics, Ceramics

International 34 (2008) 1603–1608.

[12] Z. Zhao, C. Liu, D.O. Northwood, The effect of surface GeO2-

doping on the degradation of 2Y-TZP ceramic on annealing in water

at 200 1C, Materials and Design 20 (1999) 297–301.

[13] H.G. Scott, Phase relationships in the zirconia–yttria system, Journal

of Materials Science 10 (1975) 1527–1535.

[14] R.A. Miller, J.L. Smialek, R.G. Garlick, Phase stability in plasma-

sprayed, partially stabilized zirconia–yttria, in: A.H. Heuer,

L.W. Hobbs (Eds.), Science and Technology of Zirconia, The

American Ceramic Society, Columbus, OH, 1981, pp. 241–253.

[15] D. Baither, B. Baufeld, U. Messerschmidt, A.H. Foitzik, M. Ruhle,

Ferroelasticity of t0-zirconia: I, high-voltage electron microscopy

studies of the microstructure in polydomain tetragonal zirconia,

Journal of the American Ceramic Society 80 (1997) 1691–1698.

[16] K.M. Prettyman, J.F. Jue, A.V. Virkar, C.R. Hubbard, O.B. Cavin,

M.K. Ferber, Hysteresis effects in 3 mol% yttria-doped zirconia

(t0-phase), Journal of Materials Science 27 (1992) 4167–4174.

[17] J.F. Jue, J. Che, A.V. Virkar, Low-temperature aging of t0-zirconia:

the role of microstructure on phase stability, Journal of the American

Ceramic Society 74 (1991) 1811–1820.

[18] M. Yoshimura, Phase stability of zirconia, American Ceramic

Society Bulletin 67 (1988) 1950–1955.

[19] T. Sakuma, Y. Yoshizawa, H. Suto, The microstructure and

mechanical properties of yttria-stabilized zirconia prepared by arc-

melting, Journal of Materials Science 20 (1985) 2399–2407.

[20] V. Lanteri, A.H. Heuer, T.E. Mitchell, Tetragonal phase in the

system ZrO2–Y2O3, in: N. Claussen, M. Ruhle, A.H. Heuer (Eds.),

Advances in Ceramics, vol. 12, Science and Technology of Zirconia II

American Ceramic Society, Columbus, OH, 1984, pp. 118–130.
[21] D. Michel, L. Mazerolles, M.P. Jorba, Polydomain crystals of single-

phase tetragonal ZrO2: structure, microstructure and fracture tough-

ness, in: N. Claussen, M. Ruhle, A.H. Heuer (Eds.), Advances in

Ceramics, vol. 12, Science and Technology of Zirconia II American

Ceramic Society, Columbus, OH, 1984, pp. 131–138.

[22] D. Michel, L. Mazerolles, M.P. Jorba, Fracture of metastable

tetragonal zirconia crystals, Journal of Materials Science 18 (1983)

2618–2628.

[23] R.P. Ingel, D. Lewis, B.A. Bender, R.W. Rice, Physical, microstruc-

tural, and thermomechanical properties of ZrO2 single crystals, in:

N. Claussen, M. Ruhle, A.H. Heuer (Eds.), Advances in Ceramics,

vol. 12, Science and Technology of Zirconia II American Ceramic

Society, Columbus, OH, 1984, pp. 408–414.

[24] M. Hayakawa, N. Kuntani, M. Oka, Structural study on the

tetragonal to monoclinic transformation in arc-melted ZrO2–

2 mol%Y2O3-I. experimental observations, Acta Metallurgica 37

(1989) 2223–2228.

[25] A. Munoz, F. Wakai, A. Dominguez-Rodriguez, High temperature

plastic deformation of a tetragonal Y2O3-stabilized ZrO2 single

crystal, Scripta Materialia 44 (2001) 2551–2555.

[26] A. Munoz, D.G. Garcia, A. Dominguez-Rodriguez, F. Wakai, High

temperature plastic anisotropic of Y2O3 partially stabilized ZrO2

single crystals, Journal of European Ceramic Society 22 (2002)

2609–2613.

[27] K.J. McClellan, A.H. Heuer, L.P. Kubin, Localized yielding during

high temperature deformation of Y2O3-fully-stabilized cubic ZrO2

single crystals, Acta Materialia 44 (1996) 2651–2662.

[28] J. Martinez-Fernandez, M. Jimenez-Melendo, A. Dominguez-

Rodriguez, P. Cordier, K.D.P. Lagerlof, A.H. Heuer, High tempera-

ture precipitation hardening in Y2O3 partially-stabilized ZrO2 (Y-PSZ)

single crystals-III. Effect of solute composition and orientation on the

hardening, Acta Metallurgica et Materialia 43 (1995) 2469–2484.

[29] A.H. Heuer, S. Kraus-Lanteri, P.A. Labun, V. Lanteri, T.E. Mitchell.,

HRTEM studies of coherent and incoherent interfaces in ZrO2-contain-

ing ceramics: a preliminary account, Ultramicroscopy 18 (1985) 335–348.

[30] A.H. Heuer, R. Chaim, V. Lanteri, Review: phase transformations

and microstructural characterization of alloy in the system Y2O3–

ZrO2, in: S. Somiya, N. Yamamoto, H. Hanagida (Eds.), Science and

Technology of Zirconia III, The American Ceramic Society, Colum-

bus, OH, 1988, pp. 3–20.

[31] P.E. Reyes-Morel, I.-W. Chen, Transformation plasticity of CeO2-

stabilized tetragonal zirconia polycrystals: I. Stress assistance and auto-

catalysis, Journal of the American Ceramic Society 71 (1988) 343–353.

[32] M. Guazzato, M. Albakry, S.P. Ringer, M.V. Swain, Strength,

fracture toughness and microstructure of a selection of all-ceramic

materials. Part II. Zirconia-based dental ceramics, Dental Materials

20 (2004) 449–456.

[33] T. Duong, A.M. Limarga, D.R. Clarke, Diffusion of water species in

yttria-stabillized zirconia, Journal of the American Ceramic Society

92 (2009) 2731–2737.

[34] S. Deville, J. Chevalier, Martensitic relief observation by atomic

force microscopy in yttria-stabilized zirconia, Journal of the Amer-

ican Ceramic Society 86 (2003) 2225–2227.

[35] A.G. Evans, A.H. Heuer, Review—transformation toughening in

ceramics: martensitic transformation in crack-tip stress fields, Journal

of the American Ceramic Society 63 (1980) 241–248.

[36] M. Hayakawa, K. Adachi, M. Oka, Crystallographic analysis of the

monoclinic herringbone structure in an arc-melted ZrO2–2 mol%

Y2O3 alloy, Acta Metallurgica et Materialia 38 (1990) 1753–1759.

[37] M. Hayakawa, M. Oka, Structural study on the tetragonal to

monoclinic transformation in arc-melted ZrO2–2 mol% Y2O3-II.

quantitative analysis, Acta Metallurgica 37 (1989) 2229–2235.

[38] J.A. Klostermann, The concept of the habit plane and the phenom-

enological theories of the martensite transformation, Journal of the

Less-Common Metals 28 (1972) 75–94.

http://www.tosoh.com

	The aging effect on the low temperature mechanical strength of 3.2YSZ single crystals manufactured by the Skull melting...
	Introduction
	Experimental procedure
	Results and discussion
	Conclusion
	References




