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Table 1 Tested Polymethlymethacrylate/rubber blend

PMMA(Wt%)  Acrylic rubber(wt%)
Sample 1 100 0
Sample 2 90 10
Sample 3 80 20
Sample 4 60 40
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Fig. 1 Stress-strain curves of test samples.
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Fig. 2 Surface damages of 4 samples;
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Fig. 3 Total length for progressed cracks on 4 cases
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Fig. 4 X and Y loads at beginning point of crack and
whitening on 4 cases
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