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Several factors, including incentives associated with aesthetics, transparency, high chemical, and
mechanical durability, and its excellent corrosion resistance, have rapidly accelerated the interest and
use of glass as windows, façades, or load-bearing elements in structural applications. Nonetheless, the
glass is chemically attacked when subjected to certain environmental conditions and its chemistry, struc-
ture, as well as its optical and mechanical properties, are altered by the different weathering processes
throughout its service life. Several techniques exist for evaluating the performance of weathered glass.
These include both natural and artificial ageing techniques. However, little correlation has been shown
to exist between natural and artificial ageing, especially the comprehensive comparison between the nat-
urally aged and artificially weathered glazing systems have yet to be examined. In this review paper, the
weathering of structural glass systems when exposed to environmental conditions is presented.
Emphasis in the literature has been placed chiefly on the different types of glazing in the construction
industry and their resistance to three main weathering agents: humidity, temperature, and soiling.
Main optical and mechanical tests reported in the literature are summarized, and the properties
described in each of them are examined, providing evidence of current challenges, limitations, and
insight on future prospects.

� 2022 THE AUTHORS. Published by Elsevier BV on behalf of Faculty of Engineering, Ain Shams Uni-
versity. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/

by-nc-nd/4.0/).
1. Introduction

Silicate-based glasses, which are widely used as a construction
material and historically the longest-running form of glasses for
architectural purposes, have been in existence for over 2000 years.
Its growth, which has been particularly notable in the building
industry in recent decades, has also been prominent in other sec-
tors such as energy and the automotive and aircraft industries.
Judging by the industry market surveys, the global demand for
these types of glasses is projected once again to expand at a rate
of 6.7 % per annum over the next few years (Fig. 1) [1].

Between 2012 and 2019, the global construction sector is esti-
mated to have utilized 75 million metric tons of flat glass per year.
The construction sector consumed a large share (70 %) of the entire
flat glass produced. Considering the usage of flat glass has
expanded in recent years, the proportion employed in the con-
struction sector is expected to rise. In addition, the building sector
of the Asia-Pacific region in particular—which has seen rapid
expansion in recent years due largely to a combination of fast-
growing economies, increased infrastructure expenditures, rapid
urbanization, and the sustained rise in popularity of smart city
schemes—is expected to be the driving force of flat glass demand
[2]. The attraction of this material can be comfortably justified con-
sidering its remarkable advantages such as desirable aesthetics,
high transparency, good chemical and mechanical durability, as
well as its excellent corrosion resistance, and considerably small
energy consumption for its manufacturing [3,4,5,6,7,8]. Besides
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Nomenclature

AFM Atomic force microscopy
AN Annealed
APM Airborne particulate matter
AR As-received
CDR Coaxial double ring
CT Chemically strengthened
DRF Dose response function
EVA Ethylene-vinyl acetate
FT Fully tempered
FTIR Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy
GFPM Glass failure prediction model
IG Insulated glass
LG Laminated glass
NA Naturally aged

NRA Nuclear reaction analysis
PVB Polyvinyl butyral
RH Relative humidity
SIMS Secondary ion mass spectrometry
SG SentryGlas (R)
SLS Soda-lime-silicate
Tg Transition temperature
TP/S Total deposited particles per surface unit
UV–vis Ultraviolet– visible spectroscopy
VOCs Volatile organic compounds
XPS X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy

Fig. 1. Global flat glass demand trend [1].
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its overall appeal, the use of glass has also been driven largely by
comfort considerations e.g., providing thermal comfort for users,
creating a visual and psychological connection between the inte-
rior and exterior environment, and also reducing energy consump-
tion for artificial lightning [9,10,11,12].

These glasses, however, are enriched with alkaline and alkaline
earth oxides, employed as fluxes in lowering the glass forming
mixture’s viscosity and melting temperature. As a result, silicate
glasses could experience significant optical changes involving the
chemical reactions with atmospheric agents that may impair their
long-term durability. This alteration process is mainly dependent
on the chemical composition of the glass, including environmental
factors like relative humidity, temperature, airborne particulate
matter, and acidifying gases.

Typical characteristics of glass alteration include network disso-
lution and the formation of gel layers owing to the presence of
atmospheric water, as well as crystalline product formation, neces-
sitated by airborne pollutants dissolving on the glazing surfaces
[13,14,15]. Moreover, the brittleness of the glass material renders
it vulnerable to micro-cracks and surface flaws [16], which accu-
mulate throughout its service life as a result of abrasion, impact,
or contact. This consequently leads to a reduction in the glass
extrinsic strength, thus degrading its mechanical performance over
time. These deterioration phenomena are generally known as
weathering.
2

Weathering of silicate glasses under seemingly innocuous envi-
ronments has been extensively studied for several decades. Studies
pertaining to glass surface alteration due to atmospheric agents
were initiated in the 1950 s. Most of these studies specifically dealt
with the alteration mechanisms on artificially aged glass—a tech-
nique that is employed to expedite the natural weathering pro-
cesses—with relatively far fewer on naturally weathered glass.
Nonetheless, the damages which are induced by the artificial age-
ing process bear some specific concerns, as will be highlighted in
this paper. The significance of glass weathering stems from the
necessity of researchers to better understand the durability of aged
glazing and to have knowledge of its deterioration mechanism
under environmental conditions to ensure their continuous and
safe usage in load-bearing applications.

This paper presents a review of existing experimental studies
related to the weathering of soda-lime-silicate glass, focusing par-
ticularly on the natural and artificial ageing mechanisms of this
glass type. In section 2, the physical and chemical properties of
standard construction glasses are reported, providing support with
multiple referenced literature findings. Due attention is given, par-
ticularly to material characteristics constituting important param-
eters in silicate glass, and an overview of the glass weathering
process as well as the factors influencing this phenomenon. Sec-
tions 3 and 4 discuss existing experimental research on the effect
of environmental factors on the mechanical and optical properties
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of silicate glass, with careful consideration on natural and artificial
ageing of different construction glass systems and weathered glass
retrofitted via protective films. Section 5 finally presents the
remaining issues that should be resolved so as to develop
improved solutions for environmentally impacted glazing in struc-
tural applications.

2. General principles and concepts

2.1. Chemical durability of glass; strength and properties

A large percentage of float glass in existing or novel structures
comprises a significant proportion of multiple metallic oxides,
notably Na2O and CaO, in addition to the primary element, silica
(usually referred to as sand). Hence, due to the raw materials, it
is referred to ‘as soda-lime glass’ or ‘soda-lime-silicate (SLS) glass’
[17]. Other variants of silica glass with unique characteristics
include borosilicate glass, aluminosilicate glass, and lead-oxide
glass (crystal glass). Buildings utilizing such glasses are indeed lim-
ited compared to the large number of soda lime silicate glass used
for façades, window glass, load-carrying elements, etc., which is
the focus of this present study.

In addition to their transparency, a beneficial characteristic of
SLS glasses that has rendered them valuable throughout history
for several applications is their chemical durability, which is
exceptionally high for pure silica glass. The chemical durability of
SLS glass alludes to the fact that the rate of surface alteration is
highly dependent on the chemical composition of the glass, i.e., it
is a feature of the total glass composition. For economic and prac-
tical purposes, the main chemical parameters in SLS glass and
glasses in the glass industry are the contents in CaO and the
respective proportions in silica and sodium oxides. For example,
since sodium ions are so soluble in aqueous solutions, the addition
of oxides like CaO enhances the chemical durability of the glasses
due to the increase in relative stability against dissolution, i.e.,
fewer soluble dissolution products is formed, which is dependent
on the pH level [18,19]. The primary physical and chemical proper-
ties of SLS glass at room temperature are reported in Table 1. In
general, at the initial stage of glass surface alteration, the chemical
composition is believed to possess a vital influence in defining the
rate-controlling process after which a hydrated layer forms. The
chemical compositions of the glass also have a significant impact
on the vastly differing kinetics of hydration in glasses.

In terms of mechanical properties, the isotropic, nearly perfectly
elastic property identified in glass coupled with its inability to
yield plastically reflects this material’s brittle behavior. Glass is
generally tough in compression and weaker in tension. Therefore,
failure will most likely occur in tension by brittle fracture without
warning because the material cannot redistribute local stress con-
Table 1
Physical and chemical properties of soda-lime-silica glass [23].

Chemical properties (%) Physical properties

SiO2 69 – 74 Young modulus E (GPa)
Na2O 10 – 16 Density q (kg/m3)
CaO 5 – 14 Poisson ratio m
MgO 0 – 6 Bending strength rkt (MPa
Al2O3 0 – 3 Compressive resistance rk

Others - 0 – 5 Specific heat capacity cp (J
Coefficient of thermal exp
Thermal conductivity k (W
Emissivity (corrected valu
Maximum thermal stress
Transition temperature Tg

aDependent on glass treatment; btheoretical value [24].

3

centrations. Theoretically, the strength of glass is incredibly high
due to its molecular forces, but for structural applications, this
property is of no practical importance. The important engineering
property: the actual tensile strength, however, is much lower
[20,21,22]. The reason for the variation in the practical and theo-
retical strength of glass is due to the fundamental differences
between linear-elastic brittle materials. Moreso, the limit state of
brittle materials such as glass is defect-sensitive and several sur-
face flaws exist in their initial condition, including technological
and operational mishaps that unpredictably influences the glass
strength. These technological defects and operational damages
could be in the form of the residual stress of the glass, action his-
tory (duration and intensity), size of the glass, condition of the sur-
face, and environmental conditions [22]. The strength values are
therefore statistically inhomogeneous.
2.2. Glass in construction

As is well attested, a variety of construction glass systems are
readily accessible in the market, and annealed (AN) float glass rep-
resents the primary base material. As stated previously, the glass
alteration strongly depends on the surface chemical composition,
which could differ from the bulk composition as a result of the pro-
cessing parameters [25]. For instance, the bottom side of AN glass,
which is tin-enriched, is more chemically durable than the airside
[26]. Likewise, the inclusion of SO2 inside the annealing lehr
induces surface dealkalization [27], which further enhances their
durability. In general, SLS glass exhibits strong chemical durability
against most acids. However, mechanical strength remains the
notable concern of AN glass for its usage in various applications.

Annealed Glass (AN) has modest bending strength (up to
45 MPa its characteristic nominal value) and is also relatively eco-
nomic [28]. For the purpose of simplicity, Table 1 also shows nom-
inal values for glass mechanical properties. Chemical or thermal
procedures can then be employed to improve the strength of AN
glass, resulting in chemically or fully tempered glasses, i.e., tough-
ened glass (tensile resistance up to 120 MPa) [29]. These strength-
ened glasses also have added advantages such as improved tensile
strength and other advantageous characteristics, particularly in
lieu of size and shape of fragments in the event of an inadvertent
collapse.

Experimental techniques proposed in leading design codes such
as the ISO 1288–2 [30], to assess glazing strength include four-
point bending test and coaxial double ring (CDR) test. Nonetheless,
the strength result calculated via experimentation for a set of test
specimens might not correlate to any acceptable probability distri-
bution (Weibull probability functions are generally recommended
in design codes) [31].
70
2500
0.23 Mechanical

)a 45–120
c (MPa)b 1000
kg-1K-1) 720
ansion aT (10-⁶ K-1) (T < Tg) 9
m-1K1) 1 Thermal
e) e 0.837
rT(MPa)a 40–250
(�C) 520–555
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2.2.1. Laminated safety glass
Laminated glass represents an arrangement of usually-two plies

of glass glued together by foils comprising of certain types of bond-
ing films commonly known as interlayer. As a general rule, the
resistant cross-section of the laminate is intended to conform as
a composite in reaction to extrinsic load. Thus, better mechanical
performance in both elastic and post-cracking phases than a single
glass pane. A tacit benefit of laminated glass in structural applica-
tions from a mechanical perspective is that two or more glass
sheets could be glued together [32,33,34,35] (Fig. 2). Therefore,
the necessary degree of strength and stiffness could be achieved
by utilizing standard glass thickness accessible in the market.
Moreover, due to the advent of bonding films, laminated glass
has been the conventional safety option in buildings for decades
because the interlayer can strap glass fragments together in the
event of a collapse.

Bonding films usually comprise Polyvinyl butyral (PVB) films.
Over the last several decades, PVB is arguably the most prevalent
interlayer used in the construction glass industry. Following its
introduction in the 1930 s, innovative attempts have centered on
measures to make the interlayer itself less expensive to manufac-
ture, less vulnerable to irregularities during lamination, easier to
handle, or to improve some of its characteristics [36]. Many opti-
mized PVB products with unique features such as structural func-
tion, solar reflection, acoustic insulation, tighter bond, and greater
adhesion to glass, as well as security and decorative functions, have
appeared as a result of PVB maturity as a laminated glass inter-
layer. These advancements have enabled it to be used in automo-
tive windshields, PV solar cells, structural glass components, and
security glass, in addition to its application in laminated doors
and windows [36].

A number of other interlayers could also be employed besides
PVB, such as SentryGlas (R), Ethylene-vinyl acetate (EVA), and
Polyethylene which were incorporated into the laminated glass
sector to fulfill the high-performance resistance requirement for
hurricane glazing [37]. SG is an interlayer form of ionic resin or
Ionoplast which provides high stiffness and transparency over a
broad temperature range (elastic modulus of about 100 MPa for
temperatures up to 50 �C). EVA is a sturdy foil made using a plas-
Fig. 2. (a) Example of fractured glass, (b) Laminated glass with interlayer, and (c) loa
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ticized PVB. This material provides excellent flexibility, elasticity,
toughness, stress-crack resistance, and clarity as an interlayer
material. EVA also possesses specific distinctive characteristics
such as high optical transmission, excellent electrical resistivity,
resilience to weather conditions, as well as low fusion and poly-
merization temperature.

However, as highlighted by several scholars [35,38,39,40,41,42]
and as shown in Fig. 2, a typical feature of these elastomeric mate-
rials is that these films are usually governed by their viscous nature
in addition to their distinct constitutive principles; thus, are typi-
cally prone to chemical modifications relative to the ambient con-
ditions they are exposed to over time. Hence, the mechanical and
thermos-viscoelastic properties of the polymeric materials, as well
as their adhesion with glass or other substrates such as steel, may
be affected on exposure to other environmental stresses like UV
radiation, thermal cycles, or humidity conditions [43,44,45]. The
coupling capability between the different components may also
be altered by additional factors such as failure of the bonding layer,
material degradation, or delamination which is most prevalent
during warm moist weather [46].

In addition, the chemical structure of laminated glass interlay-
ers is the same for all manufacturers. Nonetheless, the unique attri-
butes of each interlayer sheet are dependent on the interlayer type,
manufacturer, and composition of the interlayer sheet (Table 2)
[42]. Thus, the interlayer properties in addition to its durability
and weathering resistance, have a significant impact on the opti-
mal structural integrity of a given laminate component.

2.3. Factors to glass deterioration/failure—Environmental action

Glass deterioration which may lead to failure in buildings jeop-
ardizes the health and safety of the building and its users. Indeed,
such an occurrence induces uneasiness, especially when the cir-
cumstances surrounding the event are not instantly evident, or in
cases where the breakage appears unwarranted relative to the
deed which led to the failure. Glass inability to prevent crack prop-
agation or disperse peak stresses render this construction material
vulnerable to a wide range of failure factors than those recognized
in design codes. These reasons for failure include manufacturing or
d–temperature behavior of laminated glass with three different interlayers [35].



Table 2
Main properties of laminated glass interlayers (PVB, SG, and EVA) [42].

Parameter PVB SG EVA

Price €/m2 4.02–4.82 n.a. 1.74–1.91
Coefficient of thermal

expansion 10-5cm/
cm�K

22–40 10–15 160–190

Water absorption
(ASTM D-570) wt.%

3.6 n.a. 0.15–0.5

Density kg/m3 915–1070 950 945–955
Ultimate tensile

strength MPa
20.8 34.5 9.5–10

Poisson’s ratio – 0.5 0.442–
0.500*

0.47–0.49

Transmittance % 88–89 n.a. 90–92
Elongation at failure % 190–350 400 880–930
Glass transformation

temperature (Tg)
�C

8–42 55 –77 to –69

Yellowness index – 12.5 2.5 1.9
Young modulus MPa 2–5 300–480 7–9
Joining technique – Lamination,

UV curing
Lamination Vacuum Lamination,

autoclave, or vacuum
bags

* Directly proportional to time and temperature.
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post-processing issues, surface quality, weathering, and accidental
or purposeful impact [47,48,49]. Some of these factors which are
pertinent to this study are briefly described in the following sub-
sections. Table 3 reports a summary of glass failure factors.
Table 3
Factors to glass failure [49].

Extrinsic Natural Thermal stress Sunlight/shading,
heating appliances, fire

Environmental
impact

Erosion, hail, flying
debris, Extreme wind,
earthquake

Man-made Excessive
loading

Live load

Hard body
impact

Malicious damage from
objects such as
hammers

Soft body
impact

Human bodies (i.e.,
leaning and kicking),
impact from football

Surface
damage

Scratching, chipping of
edges,

Intrinsic Stress
concentrations

Holes/sharp edges

Weathering/
Deterioration

Stress corrosion,
fatigue, ageing,
delamination

Design related
causes

Modeling
errors

Lack of/incorrect action
model

Calculation
errors

Insufficient/incorrect
check of peak stress

Detailing
errors

Inappropriate selection
of glass type

Causes related to
manufacturing,
post-processing,
and construction

Manufacturing
Post-
processing

Nickel Sulphide
inclusions, inadequate
handling, transport,
storage, and quality
control. Poor thermal
treatment, poor edge
treatment, crude
drilling of holes

Construction Poor installation of
frames and framing
systems

5

2.3.1. Stress corrosion
Besides its brittle nature and susceptibility to surface flaws and

cracks, SLS glass degradation is also influenced by stress corrosion.
This deterioration mechanism is attributed to the subcritical prop-
agation of micro-cracks and surface flaws, which results in a
decrease in glass extrinsic strength, thus, a loss in its mechanical
performance over time. One of the earliest studies by Griffith
[50], attributed the cause of this low extrinsic strength to the inevi-
table occurrence of minuscule defects on the glazing surface—with
random orientations and at random locations—introduced at the
manufacturing, handling, or installation stages which then accu-
mulates when exposed to environmental conditions throughout
its service life. These flaws are commonly described as minuscule
or sub-micrometric fractures (acting as stress concentrators) that
evade detection under visual examination. Worse than this, these
stress concentrators are culpable in a localized amplification of
the environment’s corrosive effect on the glazing. Even at an aver-
age global stress level, these micro-cracks will typically propagate
over time, eventually leading to a prolonged deterioration, partic-
ularly under humid conditions [51,52,53].

This phenomenon—named static fatigue—is usually more or
less gradual at ambient conditions in the unstressed material.
However, these flaws could be massively accelerated in an overly
strained location at the crack tip, contingent, particularly on the
environmental conditions and its confinement. The detailed nature
of the stress corrosion phenomenon—which is out of the scope of
this present study—has been extensively assessed by Ciccotti
[54]. By taking into account the experimental data available in
the literature after the 1960 s, the study gave evidence of damage
mechanisms in SLS glasses, along with a critical analysis of several
processes potentially contributing at various phases in the stress
corrosion process.

2.3.2. Erosion and scratching
The mechanical performance of modern construction glazing

systems may be evaluated on the basis of their scratching resis-
tance and erosion resistance. Brittle materials such as glass are
prone to scratches when materials with superior hardness are
pressed onto the glass and scrapped along its surface
[55,56,57,58]. Poor handling of the glass during the transportation
and installation phase, cleaning, or during in-service conditions
can all produce scratches on the glass surface. Indenters or com-
mercially accessible scratching instruments that can support geo-
metrically varied indenter tips are commonly used to assess the
scratching resistance of glass elements. Contingent on the extent
of the induced damage, scratches can be characterized under the
following regimes (i) micro ductile regime associated with a per-
manent deformation induced on the surface of glass and eventual
formation of subsurface lateral cracks, (ii) micro-cracking; median
cracks develop while the extended lateral cracks intersect with the
glass surface (iii) lastly, the so-called micro-abrasive regime is
characterized by the deposition of chips or debris, in addition to
the formation of small lateral cracks along its surface. The glass
scratch resistance and associated regimes are strongly dependent
on the glass chemical composition, environmental conditions,
scratching speed, curing regime, as well as the geometry of the
indenter, and level of the normal load [58].

Glass erosion typically occurs due to exposure to flying debris
and projectiles constantly striking its surface, leading to material
removal. Such threats are increased in extreme wind conditions
and in areas where windstorms are a frequent occurrence. The ero-
sion resistance can be evaluated either with the sandblasting tech-
nique [59,60,61], by propelling sand unto the surface of glass using
compressed air, or the sand trickling technique [62,63], in which
sand is made to slide gently onto the glazing surface from a prede-
termined distance. The erosion resistance or damage to the glass
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depends on the impact velocity, impact angle, the mass of the abra-
sion agent, size and shape of particles, and abrasion duration [64].

2.4. Weathering of structural glass systems–Overview

Whilst a majority of this section relates to several forms of
silicate-based glasses, emphasis is placed on SLS glass employed
for engineering and architectural purposes. Unlike many other
building materials, SLS glass is very resistant to corrosion, and in
a sense, it can be thought of as ‘corrosion proof.’ Nonetheless, in
certain environmental conditions, the glass is ‘chemically
attacked,’ leading to an alteration of its optical and mechanical
properties by different weathering processes. The rate and extent
to which the glass weathers are highly influenced by the chemical
composition of the glass, its manufacturing processes, and the nat-
ure of the environment. The main environmental parameters
examined in this study are relative humidity (RH), temperature,
and airborne pollutants.

2.4.1. Atmospheric water
Weathering of glass by atmospheric water is a major concern

that has garnered a lot of interest over the last several decades.
Experimental results have shown that water is the primary weath-
ering agent liable for two pivotal phenomena: leaching and corro-
sion, known as phase 1 and phase 2, respectively. This mechanism
involves the network modifier ions (e.g., K+, Na+) present in the
glass, as well as some hydrogen-containing ions like H3O+, H+,
molecular water or even larger aggregates of the attacking med-
ium. This first mechanism, which takes place up to a pH of approx-
imately 9 in predominantly acidic and neutral environments could
also be referred to as the ‘ion-exchange mechanism’ (equation (1))
[65,66].

� Si� O�Mþ þ H2O !� Si� OH þ OH� þMþ ð1Þ
The above reaction selectively leaches glass constituents: the

alkali ions on the glass surface becomes diminished, with no disso-
lution of the silicate network (i.e., it remains intact). The percent-
age ratio of the network modifiers and silica are substantially
smaller than the mass ratio of the glazing, indicating a selective
(preferential) leaching of the modifiers. The formed, altered glass
(see Fig. 3) is sometimes called a ‘leached layer,’ ‘hydrated glass,’
or ‘gel layer’ and its thickness depends on several internal and
external factors. This includes the glass chemical composition, ini-
tial surface morphology, its thermal history, the pH of the attacking
solution, the concentration nature, the volumetric ratio of liquid
solution exposed to the glazing surface area, as well as several
environmental parameters like temperature including the expo-
sure duration [14,67,68,69,70].

At a subsequent phase, the volume of the leached glass layers
progresses linearly with time (stage 2) [71]. The transition
between the first and second phases occurs in a small timeframe
and depends on the chemical composition of the glass and the
degree of the reacting temperature. The ion diffusion process is
inhibited by an increment in the thickness of forming constituent
layer and possible transformation of its structure. Concurrently,
the ingestion of hydrogen molecules dissolving on the glazing sur-
face as hydronium ion (H3O+) that is confined to the non-bridging
oxygen locations as Si-OH groups (see Equation (2)), increases the
pH at the solution/glass interface or possibly throughout the med-
ium [72]. In contrast to the first mechanism, this reaction is accom-
panied by a congruent dissolution of the glass.

� Si� O� Siþ H2O !� 2SiOH ð2Þ
The kinetic reactions and corrosion processes described therein

have been documented in the literature for different glazing mate-
rials, utilizing either large glass samples—subjected to different
6

times in a climatic chamber with controlled humidity and temper-
ature—or glass fragments of specific grain size (dipped into the cor-
rosive solution under well-defined laboratory condition). The pH of
the final solution and the weight change per unit surface area is
traditionally utilized to derive specifics of the weathering mecha-
nisms. Also, in some instances, alkaline ions concentration profile
is determined by etching the corrosive glass layer after layer.
Atomic absorption spectrophotometry, emission spectroscopy, or
flame photometry were employed at the early ages to analyze
the leached glass constituents for which appropriate operating
standards are described in the literature [73,74].

However, in recent decades, the depth-profiling and surface
analytical techniques, which even allowed in special situations,
non-destructive analysis of the chemical or morphological alter-
ation of the glazing surface throughout the leaching phases, has
garnered widespread recognition. Some of these techniques
include secondary ion mass spectrometry (SIMS) [27,75,76],
atomic force microscopy (AFM) [27,77,78,79,80], scanning electron
microscopy in conjunction with the energy or wavelength disper-
sive X-ray spectrometry (SEM/EDX or SEM/WDX) [81], gamma-
ray spectrometry or proton-induced X-ray (PIGE or PIXE) [82], as
well as nuclear reaction analysis (NRA) or Rutherford backscatter-
ing spectrometry (RBS) [77,83,84]. In a few cases also X-ray photo-
electron spectroscopy (XPS) and elastic recoil detection analysis
(ERDA) was utilized for the characterization of the altered glazing
surfaces [77,85,86,87]. Finally, the non-destructive spectroscopic
ellipsometry (SE) [88,89] and Auger electron spectroscopy (AES)
[90] has received considerable interest in describing glazing sur-
face morphology, including the early phase of the corrosion pro-
cess, particularly glass weathering.
2.4.2. Atmospheric pollutants
A vast quantity of pollutants (gas and particulate matter) is cir-

culated in the air and can interact on the glazing surface irrespec-
tive of their chemical composition and durability. The gravitational
settlement of airborne particulates on glass surfaces also impinges
on its physicochemical properties. This results in the deterioration
of the glass optical properties such as loss of transparency, surface
roughness, and increase in wetting time due to condensation of
atmospheric water around the particles, thus, exacerbating the
leaching process. This type of degradation is commonly known as
glass soiling [90,91,92]. This phenomenon is generally quantified
using the loss of light transmittance [93,94,95], reduction in sur-
face gloss [96,97,98], or the haze [98,99,100,101]. Besides the con-
texts of aesthetics and economics (maintenance cost), glass soiling
also signifies the toxicity of the natural environment.

Experimental studies detailing the rate and processes of glass
soiling are abundant in the literature. In most of these investiga-
tions, attempts have been made in describing the nature of partic-
ulates deposited on glazing surfaces by subjecting the material, in
most cases to chemical analyses and in particular by electron
microscopy [91 98], and UV VIS spectrometer [99,103]. These
experimental investigations demonstrated that the pollutants are
composed primarily of gaseous species like NOx, SO2, VOCs, CO2,
and secondary pollutants like H2SO₄, HNO3, O3, H2CO3 which are
associated with the acidic attack of the substrate [104,105]. Air-
borne particulate matter (PM) linked to elemental carbon soot (pri-
marily combustion and automobile exhaust) can conform to the
glass surface, thus, altering its physical, chemical, and optical prop-
erties. This may ultimately reduce the useful life of the glass mate-
rial [103,106,107,108]. It has also been established that the soiling
rate—defined as the volume of deposits (TP/S) per unit surface area
(lg cm�2) of the glass—is dependent on the deposition along with
the chemistry and nature of the particulates, as well as the orien-
tation of the glass surface [109].



Fig. 3. SEM/EDX photographs of glass surfaces after 12 months weathering in outdoor environment (a–b) weathering products overlaying major portions of the glazing
surfaces; (c–d) formation of single crystals consisting of syngenetic products [70].
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As shown in Figs. 4–6, all of these variables consolidate in pro-
ducing a highly site-specific array of deposition and deterioration,
i.e., soiling intensity is linked to the nature of pollutants present in
the environment (rural, urban, and industrial) [110,102]. However,
the aforementioned studies could only outline the soiling cycle
within the time and location where the investigations transpired.
Consequently, in-depth knowledge is needed if these findings are
to be adapted to different times and locations. This is especially
vital if the impact of the projected scenarios and trends of pollutant
concentrations and emission are to be assessed with respect to
soiling consequences. For this reason, various empirical models
have been recommended in the literature to assess the soiling evo-
lution of glazing surfaces with respect to time. This include the
square root method [111,112], different exponential forms
[96,97], or a sigmoid curve, also known as ‘Hill equation’ [113].

However, the dose–response function (DRF) is the prominent
technique adapted in recent years to evaluate the impact of soiling
on glazing surfaces. This statistical method relates a dose (i.e., envi-
ronmental factors) towards the material’s response, particularly
changes to reflectance or haze [114]. A general equation takes
the form:

Haze ¼ Aðpollution;meteorologyÞÂ � gðtÞ
Where A denotes the amplitude, a function of the meteorologi-

cal or environmental doses at a particular location and g(t) denotes
soiling temporary trends.

The primary aim of the DRF is to estimate soiling evolution over
time and also to develop maps displaying geographic variances, as
well as to aid in maintaining air quality [115,116]. In this regard, it
7

imposes some constraints; the environmental factors (RH and tem-
perature) have to be efficiently monitored and their response has
to be precisely measured.
2.4.3. Temperature fluctuations
The major concern when architectural glass is subjected to high

solar irradiation is the development of thermal fractures—spurred
by transient thermal stress due to sudden temperature change—
and their resistance to it. In certain climatic regions across the
world, air temperatures could rise to 50 �C, and the surface temper-
ature of the glass could surpass this value. This has numerous
implications on the material properties of the glass. When exposed
directly to sunlight, there is a risk of thermal crack occurring on the
glass if the generated stresses surpasses the glazing strength. Thus,
the serviceability of the material is reduced over time.

Glass behaves as a linear elastic material within the specified
design load as long as the glass transition temperature Tg—given
in Table 1—is not exceeded. As a result, considering a set of ordi-
nary loads to validate, understanding the material’s resistance val-
ues and elastic properties for SLS glass affords analytical analysis to
be conducted using fracture mechanical approaches [117,118].
However, crack occurrence and propagation due to possible ther-
mal stress could occur prematurely, thus, prompting multidisci-
plinary approaches for such construction material. Thermal
cracks are infact, usually anticipated to develop at temperature
gradients of 40 K for AN glass and 200 – 250 K for FT glass [119].

Moreover, formation of crystalline products on the surface of
glass could be influenced by high surface temperatures and tem-
perature fluctuations due to increased solar radiation, which could



Fig. 4. Atmospheric depositions at rural, urban, and industrial locations (1985–2015) (a) SO2 concentration, (b) NO2 concentration, and (c) O3 concentration [102].

Fig. 5. Weathered glass samples as seen under optical microscopy (a) – (b) AN, (c) FT, and (d) Chemically toughened glass [133].
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Fig. 6. Fig. 8. SEM images of weathered products formed on sheltered glass after six months of exposure (a–b) Na-rich sulphates/carbonates; (c–d) Ca-rich root sulphates [81].
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ultimately accelerate the glass corrosion process (diffusion and ion
exchange) as well as the forming leached layer [120,121].

3. Existing experimental research on weathered structural glass

The first consequential studies on the impact of environmental
stresses on the properties of structural glass systems came to light
towards the end of the 1950 s because of the enormous usage of
glass material as window panes. However, many of these research
efforts focused on the investigation of thermal stress breakage–be-
ing indicative of the leading cause of fracture in window glass
[119,122].

The causes and processes of glass weathering have been exten-
sively studied for several decades. Weathering can occur as a result
of either mechanical or chemical action on a glass plate. Mechani-
cal action can be caused as a result of wind debris or abrasion. In
contrast, chemical action is due chiefly to the effects of environ-
mental parameters such as temperature, atmospheric water vapor
(relative humidity), or airborne pollutants on the plate surface. In
either case, the introduction of additional flaws—to the already
existing flaws (section 2.3.1)—causes a degradation in the glass
properties. The ensuing sections of this paper examines the find-
ings gained from available experimental literature on the distinct
characteristics and mechanism of glass alteration when exposed
to severe environmental conditions.

3.1. Environmental impacts on glass optical properties

A comprehensive literature review on the deterioration of
structural glass systems exposed to environmental conditions has
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neither been attempted nor possible, and in this present study,
particular emphasis will be placed on major experimental tech-
niques and results. The glass literature is laden with experimental
support for the ion-exchange/glass-dissolution mechanism
described in the previous sections and comparable findings have
been obtained over a wide range of reaction conditions and glass
composition.

3.1.1. Effect of relative humidity
The majority of the early RH investigations in the context of SLS

glass degradation behavior were focused on characterizing and
analyzing the mechanism of glazing surface degradation and
detailing the second phase decomposition. Also, the influence of
the glass chemical composition, humidity, and temperature on
the kinetics of leaching and layer formation as well as corrosion-
induced structural changes in window glass, were also studied.

For example, Stockdale and Tooley [123] studied the progres-
sive deterioration of glass surfaces after exposure to high humidity
conditions with the aid of photomicrographs. Glasses of varying
chemical compositions were taken into account—at relative
humidity ranging from 55 to 95 % at 90 �C for a total of 1296 h—
giving evidence of glass surface alteration due to humidity in a
time-dependent manner, as well as furnishing some basis for char-
acterizing the course of leaching. Later on, Simpson [124] studied
the durability of various glasses containing different chemical
compositions by evaluating the degree of surface deterioration
due to moisture with the aid of an electron microscope after sub-
jecting specimens to controlled cyclic humidity tests. In all condi-
tions, the author noted that glass showed surface defects that were
dependent on its chemical composition and previous surface treat-



U. Joseph Udi, M.M. Yussof, K. Musa Ayagi et al. Ain Shams Engineering Journal 14 (2023) 101970
ment. Microscopic comparison of the surfaces of new and weath-
ered glass which was developed through acid etching techniques
was also studied by Levengood [125]. The difference between this
study and prior research efforts was the weathering of SLS glass by
dipping in aqueous solutions. Test results gave evidence—and in
accordance with earlier research efforts—of large differences in
surface condition appearances between new and weathered glass
specimens. The general trend observed and from photographs
obtained from these studies showed significant differences in sur-
face conditions exist. This set of works successfully characterizes
the dependence of glass leaching on RH and the temperature of
the surrounding environment.

The surface characterization technique employed in previous
studies was used with good effect by Shelby and Vitko [126] to
study the weathering action on the two sides of low-ion float glass.
In their study, the authors used various surface characterization
methods such as SEM, optical spectroscopy, dye penetration test-
ing, resonant nuclear reaction profiling, and surface profile mea-
surements. 3 mm thick glass plates were taken into account and
artificially weathered by exposing the specimens to 98–100 % RH
under a well-defined environmental chamber at 50–70 �C for a
duration of four weeks. In general, their findings which were speci-
fic to each system studied, and by nature very complex at the time,
gave evidence—and in accordance with other literature findings
[77,127,128 129]—of the airside being more susceptible to corro-
sion, porosity, and water species penetration than the tin side.
The disparity between both studies was ascribed to the improved
corrosion resistance of the tin side of float glass. Their findings also
indicated the complexities of the underlying mechanisms, imply-
ing that the broad generalizations regarding the effect of RH on
surface deterioration cannot be transposed to other parameters
with success.

Besides transportation and storage, particles also play an
important role in outdoor weathering where glass surfaces expe-
rience particle exposition as well. Recent studies have shown
that particles massively enhance the crystallization process in
acidic environment [130], which could lead to drastic network
dissolution during ongoing weathering. As such, knowledge on
basic interactions of particles with glass is necessary to decide
on needed cleaning cycles to avoid a change in surface proper-
ties or even a loss in light transmission and thus, a long term
degradation of glass. In this regard, Reib et al. [79] described
an articulated experimental campaign on the chemical changes
of SLS glass surfaces caused by Moroccan Sahara sand containing
quartz (69.3 wt-%), albite (27.5 wt-%) and magnetite (3.1 wt-%).
The authors used various surface characterization methods such
as AFM, XPS, XRD, and EDX to investigate the chemical changes
of the glasses. Results from the study—after 8 days of weathering
in a climatic chamber—gave evidence of sand drastically enhanc-
ing the leaching of network modifiers, especially of Na, despite a
non-existing acidic environment. Apart from faster leaching
dynamics, the sand massively influences crystallization processes
and the chemistry of glass surfaces: The formation of carbonates
is suppressed and the formation of zeolithes, which could lead to
drastic network dissolution during ongoing weathering was
observed.

However, none of these literature efforts attempted to address
the issue of environmental impacts on glass properties of naturally
weathered panes. There is a significant difference between glass
exposed to a controlled environmental chamber (such as con-
trolled temperature or a high humidity chamber) and the exterior
environment. The external environment exposes the glass to vari-
ous levels of solar irradiation, periodic condensation of water films
due to humidity cycles, and the deposition of aerosol particles on
the glass surface. All of these factors could have an impact on the
alteration rate of glazing surfaces.
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In this regard, Lombardo et al. [131] investigated the natural
weathering action of SLS float glass by exposing both tin and air
surfaces, unsheltered and sheltered from the rain, and examined
using some well-known techniques such as SIMS, FTIR spec-
troscopy, EPMA, and SEM. Test results after 24 months gave evi-
dence—and in close correlation with prior research efforts—of the
uniform formation of leached layers being time-dependent, in
addition to samples seemingly undergoing local corrosion phe-
nomena. The unsheltered samples were generally more weathered
than the sheltered samples, with the airside appearing more
weathered than the tin side. In a more recent study, Strugaj et al.
[90] studied the effect of natural weathering on two different clear
float glasses exposed in three different cities with largely different
environmental conditions. Optical microscopy, SEM/EDX, and AES
were used to investigate surface changes and chemical composi-
tions of the weathering products. Results from the study—after
six months of exposure—generally indicated that, regardless of
the glass type or weathering location, the main factors responsible
for glass corrosion are humidity variations, high mean tempera-
tures, high levels of particulate matter, and lack of rain. Solar radi-
ation and dried water droplets were observed to accelerate the
corrosion of the air side, in addition to the atmospheric attack
causing irreversible changes such as delamination (chip-off of the
surface of glass) within the first six months of exposure.

It is worth noting that, when several experimental literature
sources are reviewed, even contradictory test results could be
found for artificially weathered SLS glass [132], giving evidence
of the airside presumed to be stronger and more resistant to stress
corrosion. In any case, the accelerated weathering technique which
utilizes a relatively high humidity and temperature methods using
high temperatures and RH inhibits thorough comparisons between
observation in outdoor environment due to the fact that, the effect
of temperature or humidity are not strictly defined. In addition, it
is also difficult to rely on any specified alteration phase and time
conditions in accelerated experiments. Nonetheless, the scope of
these studies did not include relating the change in surface appear-
ance to glass strength for their otherwise carefully conducted
experiments. Thus, drawing up possible lines of further research
on the influence of RH on naturally weathered SLS glass.

All of these glasses described above are AN float glasses, i.e.,
they are not toughened glass. However, toughened glasses are
now commonly employed in high-rise buildings as façade and is
exposed to weathering as well as frequent mechanical and chemi-
cal cleaning procedures, which can induce alterations on glazing
surfaces. Experiments related to the influence of RH on toughened
glasses have been conducted in recent years, namely for leaching
and layer formation [133] and influence toughening process on
the mechanical performance [134].

In the case of the influence of RH on leaching and layer forma-
tion, for example, Reib et al. [133] carried out a comparative anal-
ysis of the surface atomic concentrations of chemically and
thermally weathered toughened SLS glass using optical micro-
scopy, XPS, and AFM techniques. Test results—after seven days of
weathering in a climatic chamber at 80 % RH and 80 �C—generally
showed thermal toughening has no significant effect on the surface
deterioration of SLS glass. In particular, images gained by the AFM
and optical microscopy (see Fig. 5), including the recorded depth
profiles, inevitably verified the ion exchange given in equation
(2). This trend was observed for RH values of 50 % and 100 % of
SLS float glass, suggesting that the interdiffusion process (water
attack) between leached sodium ions and surrounding liquid water
is the same for both toughened and AN float glass. The chemically
strengthened SLS glass, however, showed dramatic changes in the
corrosion behavior, i.e., more pronounced lateral changes in the
surface chemistry [133]. The actual behavior of such glasses—as
expected from the chemical strengthening process—turned out to
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be closely linked to the combined change of the glass structure and
a significant inhomogeneous distribution of forming crystals, thus,
requiring a rigorous analysis of the combined parameters.

3.1.2. Soiling effect
Scientific inquisitiveness in airborne particulates, especially its

impact on the aesthetical and visual impairment on the surface
of SLS glass as well as its potential influence in the degradation
of intrinsic optical properties has grown significantly over the last
three decades. In so doing, estimating the soiling due to distinctive
air particulates and environmental parameters such as rainfall, RH,
or temperature and the influence of each type of deposit on the
glass optical properties (haze, reduction in surface gloss, or light
transmittance) has been documented in the literature. For
instance, SEM investigations of deposited particles and haze on
glass stored for six months in sheltered ambient condition reported
the formation of several neo crystallization products: Na-rich sul-
phates/carbonates, Ca-rich sulphates, NaCl crystals, and dentric
crystals, which were partially similar to species observed in the
local precipitation or immediate environment (see Fig. 6) [81]. As
such, when addressing glass degradation, the deposits and reactiv-
ity of particulates with/on the glazing surfaces should be properly
taken into account.

The effect of different levels of airborne particulates (SO2 and
NO2) combined with RH and temperature on the soiling process
of SLS glass both at ambient (without pollutants) and in an RH
chamber was investigated by Cummings et al. [135] by means of
Rutherford backscattering and NRA. (exposure time up to 400 h,
RH ranging from 10 to 100 %, temperature fixed at 40, 70, and
90 �C, SO2 concentration of about 11 ppm). In General, glass corro-
sion was found to be substantially higher on specimens exposed to
pollutants, than on glass exposed to the ambient environment. This
impact could be induced by soluble elements in the particulates,
and it could be more proof of the corrosion susceptibility of this
type of glass in polluted environments, and particularly for dusty
urban or industrial atmospheres. However, there was no indication
that the two pollutants interact to give a synergistic effect. RH val-
ues, on the other hand, had a remarkable impact on the hydration
rate than the levels of SO2 or NO2, implying that moisture is the
main weathering factor accounting for the corrosion and leaching
phenomenon in SLS glasses.

The natural outdoor exposure of comparatively durable SLS AN
glass in polluted background locations in six European municipal-
ities was reported in [136]. Test observations after 2 years of expo-
sure indicate weight gains in glasses exposed in sheltered
environments as a result of deposition of APM, while weight loss
was reported for specimens exposed unsheltered, presumably as
a result of leaching or dissolution of the weathering particles by
precipitation on the glass surfaces. The source of a vast percentage
of the surface deposits was also found to be anthropic, probably
resulting from diesel cars exhaust emissions. Upon two years of
exposure, the leached layer profile of Na analyzed by SIMS revealed
only mild leaching up to a depth of 40 nm of this glass type. Infer-
ence from the DRF relations characterizing the surface soiling
between the main optical parameters and time indicated a steady
increment—approximately 50 % of the saturation level—in the soil-
ing rate during the first nine months, due to the excellent receptiv-
ity of the originally cleaner glazing. A decline in the soiling rate
was noticeable at later times, probably due to the APM deposits
emerging as a second layer [136]. The progression of both deposi-
tion and optical parameters could be inferred to have followed the
same responsive pattern expressed in Equation (2).

In 2021, Strugaj et al. [90] exposed two different types of float
glasses (white and greenish colourations) to urban, rural, and sea-
coast locations. The authors gave evidence of delamination effects
and iridescent films—considered as the most severe attack
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observed on the examined glass—being most frequently detected
on the samples weathered in the seacoast environment. These
effects of atmospheric attack could be intensified by the high and
homogenous factors such as marine aerosols, sand dust, high tem-
peratures, and lack of rain. In contrast, specimens exposed in urban
and rural environments experienced more frequent snow and rain
than those in the seacoast areas which enabled these specimens to
maintain a cleaner top side, indicating that the soiling deposition
rates maybe differ significantly from one location to another.
Regardless of the glass type or specimen sides (air/tin), significant
deposition differences were not observed, suggesting longer expo-
sure times for such type of tests. Studies pertaining to the soiling
effect of toughened SLS glasses could not be found in the literature,
hence, drawing up possible research on these glass types.

3.2. Environmental impacts on glass mechanical properties

The accumulated damage and subsequent degradation of struc-
tural glass systems is due to the natural ageing induced by envi-
ronmental conditions and the degree of damage varies depending
on the duration and level of exposure. As a result, when designing
and constructing with glass, it is imperative to understand its long-
term mechanical behavior. Comparisons of experimental efforts so
far indicate notable differences between new glass plates and
those exposed to in-service conditions. However, very few experi-
mental studies on the mechanical performance of naturally aged
SLS float glasses exist in the literature and far fewer on the
mechanical performance of naturally aged tempered glasses. In
this regard, numerous experimental studies have focused on the
artificial weathering of SLS glass, in order to characterize the
weathering effect on its surface and relate the damage and surface
alteration to strength reduction. In the following sections—partic-
ular emphasis on recent methods and result—we aim to highlight
the disparities to identify the peculiarities of glazing alterations
due to weathering and outline potential direction for future
studies.

3.2.1. Effect of natural outdoor exposure
The earliest study which relates to the strength of naturally

weathered glass specimens was presented by Abiassi [137], who
reported experimental strength test results on SLS glass from three
different buildings having approximately 25 years of weathering
and in-service exposure and to make a direct comparison to the
strengths of new glass plates. Test results collected in [137],
showed that the weathered window glass suffered up to 50 % loss
in strength compared to the new window glass. A realistic compar-
ison was made by taking advantage of the glass failure prediction
model (GFPM) [138]. The model showed that the in-service win-
dow glass obtained from the three different buildings generally
exhibited the same probability of failure as the new glass plates,
providing a cross-correlation with Beason, wherein it was observed
that glass strength significantly deteriorates after 20 years of in-
service conditions.

Norville and Minor [139] also reported the results of destructive
tests conducted on weathered window glass plates under uniform
lateral pressure. Weathered float glasses (inside and outside)—50
2 � 1727 � 5.82 mm, their nominal sizes—with eight years of in-
service conditions were considered. Also included in the tests ser-
ies were coated and uncoated IG units (weathered) and new glass
plates. Test results generally showed the exterior surfaces of the IG
units were more weathered than the interior surfaces. A negligible
decrease in strength was observed in the IG units when compared
to as-received glass specimens. This could be attributed in part to
the coating of the IG units. However, these studies did not evaluate
the impact of RH or temperature on the strength deterioration of
naturally aged plates.
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The mechanical performance of aged-toughened glass can be
evaluated by testing naturally aged specimens. However, sourcing
naturally aged-toughened glass is difficult due to the relatively
recent use of toughened glass in the building industry. Studies per-
taining to the behavior of toughened glass exposed to the natural
outdoor environment are far fewer in the literature, in fact, only
two studies seem to exist on the natural ageing of FT glass. In
2016, Afolabi et al. [140] performed an experimental analysis with
weathered FT monolithic glass specimens. Virtual examination
(showing notable surface damage such as scratches on both sides)
was conducted on fourteen specimens—1520 � 740 � 6 mm their
nominal size—and subjected to destructive load testing. In general,
it was observed that the FT weathered glazing exceeded the ASTM
[141] strength prediction after 20 years of exposure, suggesting
that FT glass does not weather like ordinary AN float glass. How-
ever, a comprehensive statistical analysis of the original strength
data of the glass 20 years ago was not reported.

Later on, M. Yussof et al. [142] conducted short-term monitor-
ing on FT glass, by exposing specimens (1100 � 360 mm their
nominal size) to the outdoor environment. Test results after
120 days—12 specimens in total—however, generally showed a
noticeable decrease in the bending and residual strengths of spec-
imens with increasing weathering duration, with suggestions of an
increase in the intensity of surface defects due to environmental
conditions as exposure time increased. No other such study on nat-
urally weathered FT glazing could be identified, hence requiring
further detailed investigation of this glass type.

3.2.2. Artificial ageing
The artificial ageing technique, which has been largely aimed at

evaluating the deterioration in the optical transmission properties
of SLS glasses, has attracted interest over the last decades for eval-
uating the mechanical performance of weathered glazing systems.
This technique is considered a valuable tool in assessing the
mechanical durability of aged glass by utilizing aggravated condi-
tions such as sand abrasion and scratching mechanisms to speed
up the natural ageing process to assure its continued usage in
load-bearing applications. However, DIN 52,348 [143] which pro-
poses a falling abrasion technique, is presently the only guideline
in characterizing the mechanical performance of artificially aged
glazing systems. See, e.g., [144,145].

In these studies, the erosion resistance, however, was primarily
assessed using non-destructive tests (i.e., mass loss, optical trans-
mission, and roughness characterization), thereby discounting
the strength of the glass. Although basic strength data is presented
in [146,147], detailed statistical analysis on the strength of glass is
only presented in [148], which reported a 59 % decrease in the
characteristic strength of as-received glass after sand trickling with
6 kg of sand dropped from a height of 1 m. The actual performance
from these type of tests—as expected from the examined boundary
condition—turned out to be specifically dependent on the mass of
sand and impact velocity. Hence, more detailed investigations on
the sand abrasion technique are required to evaluate its effect on
the artificial aged glazing systems and its correlation to their nat-
ural weathered counterpart.

In this regard, Datsiou and Overend [149] investigated the effi-
ciency of the sand abrasion technique for the artificial weathering
of annealed glasses. By adopting varying combinations of weather-
ing factors, the authors compared the strength of naturally aged AN
(20 years of in-service condition) and new AN glass plates
(150 � 150 � 3 mm their nominal sizes). Images obtained from
optical microscopy of glass surfaces showed mild to extensive
flaws on the naturally weathered glass panes. Damage to the arti-
ficially aged specimens was also found to be dependent on the size
of sand grains (Figs. 7 and 8). Results from coaxial double ring tests
generally showed that the natural weathered glasses decreased by
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roughly 85 % in their design strength compared to as-received
glass. However, it was observed that DIN 52,348 [143] significantly
overestimated the strength at lower probability of failure in com-
parison to the natural weathered AN glasses (see Fig. 9). Perhaps
the most notable observation from the study is that the degree of
defect incurred by the falling abrasive method proposed in [143]
appears to be arbitrary and does not correlate well to the observed
performance in the natural weathered glasses [149].

Same authors later used a similar ageing technique to evaluate
the strength decrease in SLS AN, SLS fully toughened glasses by
producing surface defects comparable to 20 years of natural ageing
[150]. Chemically toughened aluminosilicate glass was also incor-
porated among the tests series. Weathering of all glass studied—as
expected from the examined boundary conditions—was indeed
associated with a loss in strength compared to as-received glass.
It was also observed that the FT glass provided a better post-
aged performance. However, the degree of toughening was also
said to have affected erosion resistance, giving evidence—consis-
tent with prior studies [151 152]—of the relatively high hardness
of chemically toughened glass.

Moving from erosion resistance to scratch resistance, it is worth
noting that, when several experimental literature sources are
reviewed, even contradictory test results could be found, casting
doubts about these techniques and its potential in generating real-
istic defects. In fact, different ageing methods have been shown to
be preferable for two different types of natural weathered glasses,
after exposure to erosive action and linear scratching [150]. In the
study by Datsiou and Overend [153], in particular, the inducement
of scratch on SLS AN glass (150 � 150 � 3 mm their nominal sizes)
was favored over all other abrasion techniques—providing evi-
dence of scratching providing decent optical fit—based on dye pen-
etrant used for revealing surface defects in the naturally aged glass.
In addition, artificial ageing with the erosive abrasion technique
was quite challenging to replicate. In contrast, SLS AN glass which
was artificially aged using the sand trickling technique was
observed to be better reflective of the strength and surface rough-
ness as the referenced naturally aged AN glass than that of
scratched glass [152]. Notwithstanding present researches on
scratch and erosive techniques of SLS glass, a detailed and viable
technique for the artificial weathering of structural glazing sys-
tems has yet to be determined, hence, necessitating more experi-
mental testing and analysis.

In the case of LG systems, for example, the effects of rheological
parameters such as temperature or direct sunlight or RH levels
which poses degradation issues in commonly used interlayers,
should be adequately considered. In this regard, Centelles et al.
[44] conducted an experimental analysis on the bond behavior of
various polymeric materials—PVB, Saflex, SG, EVASAFE—commonly
used as interlayers in laminates. Both environmental actions—hu-
midity, thermal cycles, and solar radiation, in environmental
chambers—and mechanical tests were carried out on the LG units
(10 mm thick AN glass with 1.52 mm thick interlayers). Results
from the study gave evidence—and in accordance with prior liter-
ature findings [43,154]—of a loss in adhesion in PVB specimens on
exposure to humidity conditions, as well as producing a stiffer
material after exposure to UV and thermal cycles. EVASAFE and
SG specimens, however, showed better resistance performance to
weathering actions. Results from the double-lap shear test indi-
cated that, dependent on the mechanical properties of each poly-
mer and its level of adhesion with the glazing unit, there could
be glass fracture—as observed in the PVB and SG specimens—or
adhesion loss between interlayer and glass accompanied by subse-
quent glass fracture, which was mostly observed in the EVA spec-
imens. The study concluded that SG and PVB with minimum
plasticizer are the best choices for LG units in structural applica-
tions due partly to their maximum stresses and also high initial



Fig. 7. Optical micrographs of tested specimens (a) – (b) naturally weathered, (c)as-received glass, (d) artificially aged glass with 0.7 mm grain size sand, (e) artificially aged
glass with 5.6 mm grain size sand, (f) artificially aged glass with 9.5 mm grain size sand [149].

Fig. 8. Surface defects observed in (a–b) naturally aged glasses, (c–d) artificially aged glasses with 0.7 mm grain size sand, (e) artificially aged glass with 5.6 mm grain size
sand, (f) artificially aged glass with 9.5 mm grain size sand [149].
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stiffness when not exposed to humidity conditions. The authors,
however, emphasized that the performance of polymeric materials
for LG elements may differ after the laminating processes and this
could make pointless, over time, precise numerical analyses of the
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mechanical responses of laminated structural elements. Hence,
requiring more dynamic experiments at various temperature levels
to investigate the thermo-viscoelastic behaviour of these poly-
meric materials.



Fig. 9. Comparison of test results for as-received and naturally weathered vs artificially weathered with sand abrasion (a) Probability of failure, DIN 52348, (b) Probability of
failure, best performing SA series, (c) Mean strength, and (d) Design strength [149].
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Although several experimental studies have focused on the
degradation of LG panes and interlayers as a constructional mate-
rial due to environmental stresses, limited literature efforts are still
available on the outdoor natural weathering of laminated glass
(e.g., see a selection in Table 4). As far as the authors know, outdoor
weathering of LG elements has been performed only by Ensslen
[45]. The author reported an extensive experimental evaluation
on the behaviour of circular LG units—100 � 100 mm and
300 � 300 mm their nominal sizes—glued together by PVB foils
and subjected to environmental stress conditions. Some samples
were exposed to weathering processes in humidity and tempera-
ture mixed conditions in a climatic chamber, another set of sam-
ples were exposed to UV radiation in a solarium, while others
were simply exposed to the natural outdoor environmental condi-
tions for up to two years at various climatic locations. Monotonic
shear test was used to compare specimens that had been weath-
ered artificially to those that had been subjected to the outdoor
environment. In general, results from the study demonstrated large
increments in moisture absorption of specimens artificially aged
but no significant increase in moisture absorption of naturally
weathered specimens. Shear test results indicated a stiffer and
more brittle PVB foil, as well as adhesion loss and delamination
at the edges of LG units could also be observed in artificially aged
specimens. The naturally weathered specimens, on the other hand,
showed only minor derivations in overall shear performance.
However, at low test speeds, delamination could also be observed
at the edge of specimens naturally weathered in extreme climatic
conditions. The actual behaviour of such glasses—as expected from
14
the test conditions—turned out to be closely related to local insta-
bilities i.e., buckling, thus, requiring more rigorous experimental
analysis of naturally weathered LG units and systems.

4. Retrofitting and strength enhancement of weathered
structural glass

The application of protective coatings is an alternate solution to
the well-known traditional tempering processes for glass strength-
ening. Many varieties of protective coatings that can enhance the
mechanical performance of glass windows are available on the
market. Study findings have shown that the mechanical perfor-
mance of structural glazing could in fact be improved using these
protective films [155,156,157]. However, different authors have
attributed the strength enhancement to either physical, chemical,
or thermal phenomenon. For instance, Fabes and Berry [158] were
one of the first to give scientific proof of the high potential of pro-
tective coatings for glazing systems, carefully supporting a physical
explanation for the increased performance of windows based on
the controlled flaws induced on SLS AN glass. The authors ascribed
the enhancement to the partly infill and subsequent decrease of
the assumed cracks, such that the crack-face was practically an
embedded defect, taking a differing form compared to the initial
glass surface.

A related mechanical explanation for the apparent increase in
performance was later provided in [159], based on the bridging
influence of the injected coating on the induced surface crack.
The technique required the application of a relatively tiny layer



Table 4
Environmental impacts on structural glass: summary of selected experimental research studies.

Reference/Year of
publication

Glass type Ageing method Characterization Duration Test typology

Stockdale and Tooley
(1950) [123]

SLS float Climatic chamber Leaching 1296 h Photomicrographs

Simpson (1959) [124] SLS float Climatic chamber Leaching 1 –
200 days

Electron microscopy

Levengood (1959) [125] SLS float Aqueous solution Leaching 15 min Electron microscopy
Shelby and Vitko (1980)

[126]
SLS float Climatic chamber Leaching 1 –

4 weeks
SEM, NRA, Optical spectroscopy

Lombardo et al. (2005)
[131]

SLS (AN) Outdoor, sheltered Leaching 1 –
24 months

SIMS, EPMA, FTIR, SEM

Reib et al. (2019) [133] SLS (thermally and chemically
toughened) Climatic chamber Leaching 7 days optical microscopy, AFM, XPS

Reib et al. (2018) [79] SLS (AN) Climatic chamber Leaching 1 – 8 days optical microscopy, AFM, XPS, XRD
and EDX

Cummings et al. (1998)
[135]

SLS (AN) Ambient (indoor), Climatic
chamber

Soiling, Leaching 400 h NRA, Rutherford Backscattering

Ionescu et al. (2006) [136] SLS (AN) Outdoor, sheltered, 6
European cities

Soiling, Leaching 1 –
24 months SIMS

Strugaj et al. (2021) [90] SLS (AN) Outdoor, sheltered, 3
European cities

Soiling, Leaching 6 months optical microscopy, AES, SEM/EDX

Abiassi (1981) [137] SLS (AN) Outdoor Strength 20 years GFPM
Norville and Minor (1985)

[139]
SLS (AN) IG Outdoor Strength 8 years Destructive load test

Afolabi et al. (2016) [140] SLS (FT) Outdoor strength 20 years Destructive load test
Yussof et al. (2020) [142] SLS (FT) Outdoor strength 40 –

120 days
4 Point-bending

Datsiou and Overend
(2017) [149]

SLS (AN) Outdoor, erosive abrasion strength 20 years Optical microscopy, Coaxial
double ring

Datsiou and Overend
(2017) [150]

SLS (AN, FT), Aluminosilicate (CT) Erosive abrasion strength 20 years Optical microscopy, Coaxial
double ring

Centelles et al. (2020) [44] SLS (LG) Climatic chamber Thermo-
viscoelasticity

24 h Double lap shear tests
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of the protective film on the crack tip, which, as a result of the
effect of Poisson ratio, impeded the cracking growth in the ratio
of the entire glazing. An alternate strengthening process is ascribed
to the thermal expansion disparity between the protective coating
and studied glazing. As reported by Hand et al. [160], this tech-
nique produces healing stresses inside the generated defects.
Another strengthening process may be chemical, in which the
coatings protects the crack tip from RH. This mechanism elimi-
nates or reduces the deteriorating impact of the stress corrosion
phenomenon or the sub-critical growth crack, which has been
observed to emerge in moist conditions or in the presence of ten-
sile stresses [161]. These study findings provided a valuable body
of knowledge on the strengthening effect of resins on weathered
glass. For instance, a majority of these experiments are in agree-
ment that the penetration depth of these resins inside the crack
tip is a significant factor in the strength recovery process. Nonethe-
less, there are still some complexities within this area, such as, the
strength restoration results were mainly portrayed and analysed
with respect to mean values, which is a convenient correlation in
itself, however, it is not practical in structural applications where
lower failure probability dictate its evaluation. In addition, most
of these retrofitting methods appear fixated on resin repair tech-
niques on artificially damaged glass, which may preclude their
use on naturally weathered windows. Thus, a detailed assessment
of both artificially damaged and naturally weathered resin-based
repairs is required.

In this regard, in 2018, Datsiou et al. [162] investigated the
strength recovery of artificially aged AN glazing by taking into
account 150 � 150 mm SLS glass (3 mm their nominal thicknesses)
after the volumetric filling of visible flaws on the glass surface
using three repair techniques involving (i) acrylic resins (ii) polish-
ing (iii) acid treatment. Coaxial double-ring tests were conducted
at inert conditions, in contrast to previous experiments on protec-
tive resins that adopted the four-point bending test method at
15
ambient lab conditions. The study gave evidence of the polishing
technique being a better fit, indicating good strength recovery data
after subjecting specimens to various environmental ageing tests
(freeze–thaw, humidity, and UV cycles) (see Fig. 10). However,
similar strengthening effects have not been reported, drawing pos-
sible lines for further research. The polishing repair—notwith-
standing it provided better efficiency—was incapable of achieving
full strength recovery by 25 and 51 % at mean and design probabil-
ity of failure, respectively, when compared to as-received glass.

5. Concluding remarks and future work

In many applications, glazing elements are repetitively exposed
to weathering as well as frequent mechanical and chemical clean-
ing procedures, which can lead to changes in the glass surface.
Hence, the efficiency of the products decreases with age. Such
deterioration and ageing processes are mainly determined by var-
ious environmental conditions such as relative humidity, tempera-
ture, solar radiation, and air-borne pollutants.

This paper presents the assessment of SLS glass performance
against such ageing scenarios based on available literature find-
ings. Only experimental studies are included in the comparison
to make it more practical and consistent. The weathering resis-
tance of several categories of structural glass systems is sequen-
tially presented. Toughened, laminated or multi-pane glasses are
suggested for use in engineering applications due to their superior
weathering resistance in comparison to ordinary AN float glazing.
However, judging by the market pricing report, these glazing sys-
tems are generally more costly than AN glass. In addition, glasses
like multi-pane or even laminated glass will arguably add to the
weight of the façades. Hence, extra criteria should be taken into
account when choosing a glazing type.

By reviewing the major experimental works, several remaining
questions are summarized from the authors’ viewpoint. The



Fig. 10. Strengthening of artificially aged glass (a) resin application, (b) pressure
injection, forcing resin into the flaws, and (c) CDR plots for polish strengthened
glass after UV irradiation [162].
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tremendous advancement in technology within the glazing indus-
try is already witnessing rapid growth in the production and sup-
ply chain of innovative glazing products in the glazing market.
Irrespective of the glazing type, when these glasses are exposed
to environmental conditions, damages will be accumulated on
the glazing surfaces throughout its service life. The weathering
effect on its mechanical performance should be continually inves-
tigated in order to gain better knowledge of glasses under environ-
mental actions. In addition, artificial ageing techniques currently
have a great deal of inconsistency in estimating the long-term
mechanical properties of glazing elements, owing to the lack of
an artificial ageing mechanism consistent with the real-world
accumulated damages. Thus, accurate artificial ageing models are
needed to be devised to aid in the prediction of weathering resis-
tance and risk assessment in structural glass applications. In light
of these considerations, further monitoring and tests of naturally
weathered SLS glass are still required to ascertain the long-term
impact of these environmental factors.

Also, there has been much less discussion on temperature
effects, and the impact of environmental temperature on the prop-
erties of laminated glass interlayers is still not accounted for pre-
cisely in the literature. Different researchers agree that solar
radiation increases the surface temperature of glass in a way that
promotes chemical alteration and can also induce thermal stress.
However, more detailed experimental tests are required to investi-
gate the damages produced by environmental temperature on LG
systems since thermal variations may have quite diverse impacts
on the various types of interlayers, depending on the transition
temperature of each interlayer. The findings reported by different
authors do not appear to be indicative of this phenomenon.
16
However, more detailed experimental tests to investigate the
damages produced by UV radiation on various LG interlayers are
required, so as to identify possible diverse deterioration mecha-
nisms in these interlayers.

Lastly, in recent years, research attempts have been made in
evaluating the efficacy and reliability of specialized protective
resins and coatings for rehabilitation and safe guarding existing
window glass and structural glazing system in general. Following
earlier observation, these protective coatings typically demon-
strated significant improvement for uncoated glazing elements,
however, more research is needed to fully achieve their potential.

Declaration of Competing Interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing finan-
cial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared
to influence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgments

The authors acknowledge with gratitude the financial support
provided for this study by the Ministry of Higher Education Malay-
sia in the form of Fundamental Research Grant Scheme,
FRGS/1/2018/TK06/USM/02/3.

References

[1] Subagio R. Developing Value Innovation Strategy In The ‘Blue Ocean Shift’
Framework At The Flat Glass Industry In Indonesia. IKAT Indones J Southeast
Asian Stud 2020;4(1):47. doi: https://doi.org/10.22146/ikat.v4i1.54657.

[2] B. J. Savaëte, ‘‘The World of the Flat-glass Industry: Key Milestone, Current
Status, and Future Trends,” Encycl. Glas. Sci. Technol. Hist. Cult., pp. 1135–1146,
Feb. 2021, doi: 10.1002/9781118801017.ch9.6.

[3] Bedon C, Zhang X, Santos F, Honfi D, Kozłowski M, Arrigoni M, et al.
Performance of structural glass facades under extreme loads – Design
methods, existing research, current issues and trends. Constr Build Mater
2018;163:921–37.

[4] Pariafsai F. A review of design considerations in glass buildings. Front Archit
Res 2016;5(2):171–93. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foar.2016.01.006.

[5] Planas C, Cuerva E, Alavedra P. Effects of the type of facade on the energy
performance of office buildings representative of the city of Barcelona. Ain
Shams Eng J Dec. 2018;9(4):3325–34. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
asej.2017.04.009.

[6] Alwetaishi M, Al-Khatri H, Benjeddou O, Shamseldin A, Alsehli M, Alghamdi S,
et al. An investigation of shading devices in a hot region: A case study in a
school building. Ain Shams Eng J 2021;12(3):3229–39.

[7] Kozłowski M, Zemła K, Kosmal M, Kopyłow O. Experimental and fe study on
impact strength of toughened glass–retrospective approach. Materials (Basel)
Dec. 2021;14(24):7658. doi: https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14247658.

[8] Kozlowski M, Bedon C, Honfi D. Numerical analysis and 1D/2D sensitivity
study for monolithic and laminated structural glass elements under thermal
exposure. Materials (Basel) Aug. 2018;11(8):1447. doi: https://doi.org/
10.3390/ma11081447.

[9] Abdallah ASH, Makram A, Abdel-Azim Nayel M. Energy audit and evaluation
of indoor environment condition inside Assiut International Airport terminal
building, Egypt. Ain Shams Eng J 2021;12(3):3241–53.

[10] Bolteya AM, Elsayad MA, Belal AM. Thermal efficiency of PCM filled double
glazing units in Egypt. Ain Shams Eng J Jun. 2021;12(2):1523–34. doi: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.asej.2020.12.004.

[11] Alwetaishi M. Energy performance in residential buildings: Evaluation of the
potential of building design and environmental parameter. Ain Shams Eng J
Jun. 2022;13(4):. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asej.2022.101708101708.

[12] Abdel-Rahman WSM. Thermal performance optimization of parametric
building envelope based on bio-mimetic inspiration. Ain Shams Eng J Mar.
2021;12(1):1133–42. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asej.2020.07.007.

[13] Rädlein E, Brokmann U, Hesse A. Common features of glass surface
degradation. Glas. Peformance Days: Tampere, Finland; 2009. p. 202–4.

[14] Frankel GS, Vienna JD, Lian J, Scully JR, Gin S, Ryan JV, et al. A comparative
review of the aqueous corrosion of glasses, crystalline ceramics, and metals.
npj Mater Degrad 2018;2(1).

[15] M. Melcher and M. Schreiner, ‘‘Glass Degradation by Liquids and Atmospheric
Agents,” in Modern Methods for Analysing Archaeological and Historical Glass,
Volume I, vol. 1, 2013, pp. 609–651.

[16] Yankelevsky DZ, Packer JA. The effect of the loading system on the modulus of
rupture of a rectangular glass plate. Constr Build Mater 2021;271:121585.

[17] Achintha M. ‘‘Sustainability of glass in construction”, in Sustainability of.
Construction Materials 2016:79–104.

https://doi.org/10.22146/ikat.v4i1.54657
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foar.2016.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asej.2017.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asej.2017.04.009
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0030
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14247658
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma11081447
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma11081447
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asej.2020.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asej.2020.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asej.2022.101708
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asej.2020.07.007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0085


U. Joseph Udi, M.M. Yussof, K. Musa Ayagi et al. Ain Shams Engineering Journal 14 (2023) 101970
[18] Ngo D, Liu H, Kaya H, Chen Z, Kim SH. Dissolution of silica component of
glass network at early stage of corrosion in initially silica-saturated
solution. J Am Ceram Soc 2019;102(11):6649–57. doi: https://doi.org/
10.1111/jace.16550.

[19] Strachan D. Glass dissolution as a function of pH and its implications
for understanding mechanisms and future experiments. Geochim
Cosmochim Acta 2017;219:111–23. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
gca.2017.09.008.

[20] N. I. Min’ko and V. M. Nartsev, ‘‘Factors affecting the strength of the glass
(review),” Middle East J. Sci. Res., vol. 18, no. 11, pp. 1616–1624, 2013, doi:
10.5829/idosi.mejsr.2013.18.11.70117.

[21] Y. Rodichev, F. Veer, V. Strizhalo, E. Soroka, and A. Shabetia, ‘‘Structural
strength of laminated glass,” in Challenging Glass 6: Conference on Architectural
and Structural Applications of Glass, CGC 2018 - Proceedings, 2018, pp. 453–462,
doi: 10.7480/cgc.6.2168.

[22] Castori G, Speranzini E. Fracture strength prediction of float glass: The Coaxial
Double Ring test method. Constr Build Mater 2019;225:1064–76. doi: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2019.07.264.

[23] Ledbetter SR, Walker AR, Keiller AP. Structural Use of Glass. J Archit Eng
2006;12(3):137–49.

[24] CNR-DT 210, ‘‘Guide for the Design , Construction and Control of Buildings
with Structural Glass Elements,” 2013.

[25] Majérus O, Lehuédé P, Biron I, Alloteau F, Narayanasamy S, Caurant D. Glass
alteration in atmospheric conditions: crossing perspectives from cultural
heritage, glass industry, and nuclear waste management. npj Mater Degrad
2020;4(1).

[26] Gonzalez Rodriguez JA, Hand RJ. Evolution of the modulus and hardness of
the tin and air sides of float glass as a function of hydration time. Glas Technol
Eur J Glas Sci Technol Part A 2013;54(1):36–41.

[27] Bange K et al. Multi-method characterization of soda-lime glass corrosion
Part 1. Analysis techniques and corrosion in liquid water. Glas Sci Technol
Glas Berichte 2001;74(5):127–41.

[28] Zhang X, Bedon C. Vulnerability and Protection of Glass Windows and
Facades under Blast: Experiments, Methods and Current Trends. Int J Struct
Glas Adv Mater Res 2017;1(2):10–23. doi: https://doi.org/10.3844/
sgamrsp.2017.10.23.

[29] E. Mognato, A. Barbieri, M. Schiavonato, and M. Pace, ‘‘Thermally toughened
safety glass,” pp. 1–9, 2014.

[30] I. 1288-2, ‘‘EN 1288-2 Glass in Building - Determination of the Bending
Strength of Glass - Part 2: Coaxial Ring Tests on Flat Specimens with Large
Surface Areas,” 2016. https://www.iso.org/standard/62744.html.

[31] Iso. 20501, ‘‘ISO 20501 Fine ceramics (advanced ceramics, advanced technical
ceramics) — Weibull statistics for strength data”. Communication 2019.

[32] Biolzi L, Cattaneo S, Orlando M, Piscitelli LR, Spinelli P. Constitutive
relationships of different interlayer materials for laminated glass. Compos
Struct 2020;244:112221.

[33] Zhao C, Yang J, Wang X-e, Ren M, Azim I. Investigatio n into short term
behaviors of embedded laminated glass connections with various
configurations. Constr Build Mater 2021;297:123687.

[34] Centelles X, Pelayo F, Lamela-Rey MJ, Fernández AI, Salgado-Pizarro R, Castro
JR, et al. Viscoelastic characterization of seven laminated glass interlayer
materials from static tests. Constr Build Mater 2021;279:122503.

[35] Serafinavicius T, Lebet JP, Louter C, Kuranovas A, Lenkimas T. The effects of
environmental impacts on durability of laminated glass plates with
interlayers (SG, EVA, PVB). In: In ChallengIng Glass 4 and COST Action
TU0905 FInal Conference - ProceedIngs of the ChallengIng Glass 4 and Cost
Action TU0905 FInal Conference. p. 455–62. doi: https://doi.org/10.1201/
b16499-66.

[36] Zhang X, Hao H, Shi Y, Cui J. The mechanical properties of Polyvinyl Butyral
(PVB) at high strain rates. Constr Build Mater 2015;93:404–15. doi: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2015.04.057.

[37] Kothe M, Weller B. ‘‘Influence of environmental stresses to the ageing
behaviour of interlayer”, in Challenging Glass 4 and COST Action TU0905 Final
Conference -. In: Proceedings of the Challenging Glass 4 and Cost Action
TU0905 Final Conference. p. 439–46. doi: https://doi.org/10.1201/b16499-64.

[38] S. J. Bennison and P. S. Davies, ‘‘High-Performance Laminated Glass for
Structurally Efficient Glazing,” in Proceedings of Innovative Light-Weight
Structures and Sustainable Facades Conference, Hong Kong, 2008, no. January
2008, pp. 1–12.

[39] G. Ranocchiai, F. Sciurpi, and M. Fagone, ‘‘Laminated glass beams subjected to
artificial solar radiation,” in Challenging Glass 6: Conference on Architectural
and Structural Applications of Glass, CGC 2018 - Proceedings, 2018, pp. 447–452,
doi: 10.7480/cgc.6.2167.

[40] Centelles X, Martín M, Solé A, Castro JR, Cabeza LF. Tensile test on interlayer
materials for laminated glass under diverse ageing conditions and strain
rates. Constr Build Mater 2020;243:118230.

[41] Fagone M, Ranocchiai G. Impact of sunlight on the durability of laminated
glass panes. In: in Lecture Notes in Mechanical Engineering. p. 781–95. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-41057-5_63.

[42] Martín M, Centelles X, Solé A, Barreneche C, Fernández AI, Cabeza LF.
Polymeric interlayer materials for laminated glass: A review. Constr Build
Mater 2020;230:116897.

[43] Andreozzi L, Briccoli Bati S, Fagone M, Ranocchiai G, Zulli F. Weathering
action on thermo-viscoelastic properties of polymer interlayers for laminated
glass. Constr Build Mater 2015;98:757–66. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.conbuildmat.2015.08.010.
17
[44] Centelles X, Castro JR, Cabeza LF. Double-lap shear test on laminated glass
specimens under diverse ageing conditions. Constr Build Mater Jul.
2020;249:. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2020.118784118784.

[45] Ensslen F. Influences of laboratory and natural weathering on the durability
of laminated safety glass. Glas Perform Days 2007, 2007,;2:584–90.

[46] Louter C, Belis J, Veer F, Lebet JP. Durability of SG-laminated reinforced glass
beams: Effects of temperature, thermal cycling, humidity and load-duration.
Constr Build Mater Feb. 2012;27(1):280–92. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.conbuildmat.2011.07.046.

[47] Kozłowski M. Experimental and numerical assessment of structural
behaviour of glass balustrade subjected to soft body impact. Compos Struct
Dec. 2019;229:. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.compstruct.2019.111380111380.

[48] Andersson L, Kozłowski M, Persson P, Austrell PE, Persson K. Reduced order
modeling of soft-body impact on glass panels. Eng Struct Apr. 2022;256:. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.engstruct.2022.113988113988.

[49] Honfi D, Reith A, Vigh LG, Stocker G. Why glass structures fail? - Learning
from failures of glass structures. In: in Challenging Glass 4 and COST Action
TU0905 Final Conference - Proceedings of the Challenging Glass 4 and Cost Action
TU0905 Final Conference. p. 791–800. doi: https://doi.org/10.1201/b16499-
109.

[50] Griffith AA. The phenomena of rupture and flow in solids. Philos Trans R Soc
1921;A221:163–98. doi: https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.1921.0006.

[51] Fett T, Rizzi G, Hoffmann MJ, Wagner S, Wiederhorn SM, Rouxel T. Effect of
water on the inert strength of silica glass: Role of water penetration. J Am
Ceram Soc 2012;95(12):3847–53.

[52] Wiederhorn SM, Fett T, Rizzi G, Hoffmann MJ, Guin JP. Water penetration - Its
effect on the strength and toughness of silica glass. Metall Mater Trans A
2013;44(3):1164–74. doi: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-012-1333-z.

[53] Surdyka ND, Pantano CG, Kim SH. Environmental effects on initiation and
propagation of surface defects on silicate glasses: Scratch and fracture
toughness study. Appl Phys A Mater Sci Process 2014;116(2):519–28. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00339-014-8552-7.

[54] Ciccotti M. Stress-corrosion mechanisms in silicate glasses. J Phys D: Appl
Phys 2009;42(21):214006.

[55] Schneider J, Schula S, Weinhold WP. Characterisation of the scratch resistance
of annealed and tempered architectural glass. Thin Solid Films 2012;520
(12):4190–8. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2011.04.104.

[56] Sawamura S, Limbach R, Behrens H, Wondraczek L. Lateral deformation and
defect resistance of compacted silica glass: Quantification of the scratching
hardness of brittle glasses. J Non Cryst Solids 2018;481:503–11. doi: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2017.11.035.

[57] Sani G, Limbach R, Dellith J, Sökmen _I, Wondraczek L. Surface damage
resistance and yielding of chemically strengthened silicate glasses: From
normal indentation to scratch loading. J Am Ceram Soc Jul. 2021;104
(7):3167–86. doi: https://doi.org/10.1111/jace.17758.

[58] Kasimuthumaniyan S, Gosvami NN, Krishnan NMA. Towards understanding
the scratchability in functional glasses. Ceram Int 2021;47(15):20821–43.

[59] Adjouadi N, Laouar N, Bousbaa C, Bouaouadja N, Fantozzi G. Study of light
scattering on a soda lime glass eroded by sandblasting. J Eur Ceram Soc
2007;27(10):3221–9. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.jeurceramsoc.2007.01.011.

[60] Barka B, Faci A, Bouaouadja N, Bousbaa C, Benachour D, Fatmi M. Influence of
the velocity and impact angle on the distribution of the surface defects of a
sandblasted glass. Int J Appl Glas Sci Oct. 2018;9(4):471–9. doi: https://doi.
org/10.1111/ijag.12349.

[61] Bouzid S, Bouaouadja N. Effect of impact angle on glass surfaces eroded by
sand blasting. J Eur Ceram Soc 2000;20(4):481–8. doi: https://doi.org/
10.1016/s0955-2219(99)00140-5.

[62] K. Datsiou and M. Overend, ‘‘Evaluation of artificial ageing methods for glass,”
Challenging Glas. Conf. Proc. - Challenging Glas. 5 Conf. Archit. Struct. Appl. Glas.
CGC 2016, 2016, doi: 10.7480/cgc.5.2431.

[63] Völker C, Philipp D, Masche M, Kaltenbach T. ‘‘Development of a test method
for the investigation of the abrasive effect of sand particles on components of
solar energy systems”, 29th Eur. PV Sol Energy Conf 2014:22–6.

[64] Malou Z, Hamidouche M, Bouaouadja N, Fantozzi G. Thermal shock resistance
of sodalime glass eroded by sandblasting. Glas Struct Eng 2020;5(2):147–53.
doi: https://doi.org/10.1007/s40940-019-00113-6.

[65] Karlsson S, Ali S, Limbach R, Strand M, Wondraczek L. Alkali salt vapour
deposition and in-line ion exchange on flat glass surfaces. Glas Technol Eur J
Glas Sci Technol Part A 2015;56(6):203–13.

[66] Younes L, Hamidouche M, Ayadi K. Optical and mechanical behavior of glass
treated by ion exchange. J Aust Ceram Soc 2020;56(1):309–21. doi: https://
doi.org/10.1007/s41779-019-00410-x.

[67] Bunker BC. Molecular mechanisms for corrosion of silica and silicate glasses. J
Non Cryst Solids 1994;vol. 179, no. C:300–8. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/
0022-3093(94)90708-0.

[68] Fett T, Guin JP, Wiederhorn SM. Stresses in ion-exchange layers of soda-lime-
silicate glass. Fatigue Fract Eng Mater Struct 2005;28(6):507–14. doi: https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2695.2005.00888.x.

[69] Asay DB, Kim SH. Evolution of the adsorbed water layer structure on silicon
oxide at room temperature. J Phys Chem B 2005;109(35):16760–3. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp053042o.

[70] Melcher M, Schreiner M. Leaching studies on naturally weathered potash-
lime-silica glasses. J Non Cryst Solids 2006;352(5):368–79. doi: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2006.01.017.

https://doi.org/10.1111/jace.16550
https://doi.org/10.1111/jace.16550
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gca.2017.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gca.2017.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2019.07.264
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2019.07.264
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0135
https://doi.org/10.3844/sgamrsp.2017.10.23
https://doi.org/10.3844/sgamrsp.2017.10.23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0170
https://doi.org/10.1201/b16499-66
https://doi.org/10.1201/b16499-66
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2015.04.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2015.04.057
https://doi.org/10.1201/b16499-64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0200
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-41057-5_63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0210
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2015.08.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2015.08.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2020.118784
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0225
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2011.07.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2011.07.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2019.111380
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2019.111380
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.engstruct.2022.113988
https://doi.org/10.1201/b16499-109
https://doi.org/10.1201/b16499-109
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.1921.0006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0255
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-012-1333-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00339-014-8552-7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0270
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2011.04.104
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2017.11.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2017.11.035
https://doi.org/10.1111/jace.17758
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0290
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeurceramsoc.2007.01.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeurceramsoc.2007.01.011
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijag.12349
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijag.12349
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0955-2219(99)00140-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0955-2219(99)00140-5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0315
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40940-019-00113-6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0325
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41779-019-00410-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41779-019-00410-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3093(94)90708-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3093(94)90708-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2695.2005.00888.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2695.2005.00888.x
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp053042o
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2006.01.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2006.01.017


U. Joseph Udi, M.M. Yussof, K. Musa Ayagi et al. Ain Shams Engineering Journal 14 (2023) 101970
[71] Cailleteau C, Angeli F, Devreux F, Gin S, Jestin J, Jollivet P, et al. Insight into
silicate-glass corrosion mechanisms. Nat Mater 2008;7(12):978–83.

[72] Scholze H. Glass-water interactions. J Non Cryst Solids 1988;102(1–3):1–10.
doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3093(88)90105-6.

[73] Clark DE, Yen-Bower EL. Corrosion of glass surfaces. Surf Sci 1980;100
(1):53–70. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(80)90444-6.

[74] Paul A. Chemical durability of glasses; a thermodynamic approach. J Mater Sci
1977;12(11):2246–68. doi: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00552247.

[75] Koenderink GH, Brzesowsky RH, Balkenende AR. Effect of the initial stages of
leaching on the surface of alkaline earth sodium silicate glasses. J Non Cryst
Solids 2000;262(1):80–98. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3093(99)
00704-8.

[76] Djanarthany S, Trocellier P. IBA and SIMS coupling to study glass alteration
mechanisms. J Non Cryst Solids 2007;353(52–54):4830–8. doi: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2007.06.075.

[77] Bange K et al. Multi-method characterization of soda-lime glass corrosion.
Part 2. Corrosion in humidity. Glas Sci Technol Glas Berichte 2002;75
(1):20–33.

[78] Palenta T, Kriltz A, Rüffer P, Heft A, Grünler B. Characterization of corrosion
effects on float glass coated by CCVD. Surf Coatings Technol 2013;232:742–6.
doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfcoat.2013.06.090.

[79] Reiß S, Grieseler R, Krischok S, Rädlein E. The influence of Sahara sand on the
degradation behavior of float glass surfaces. J Non Cryst Solids
2018;479:16–28. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2017.09.055.

[80] Reiß S, Hopfeld M, Romanus H, Pfeifer K, Krischok S, Rädlein E. Chemical
changes of float glass surfaces induced by different sand particles and
mineralogical phases. J Non Cryst Solids Aug. 2021;566:. doi: https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2021.120868120868.

[81] Falcone R, Nardone M, Sodo A, Sommariva G, Vallotto M, Verità M. SEM-EDS,
EPMA and MRS analysis of neo-crystallisations on weathered glasses. IOP
Conf Ser Mater Sci Eng 2010;7:. doi: https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899x/7/1/
012009012009.

[82] Alloteau F, Lehuédé P, Majérus O, Biron I, Dervanian A, Charpentier T, et al.
New insight into atmospheric alteration of alkali-lime silicate glasses. Corros
Sci 2017;122:12–25.

[83] Bissbort T, Becker H-W, Fanara S, Chakraborty S. Novel approach to study
diffusion of hydrogen bearing species in silicate glasses at low temperatures.
Chem Geol 2021;562:120037.

[84] Wilde M, Fukutani K. Hydrogen detection near surfaces and shallow
interfaces with resonant nuclear reaction analysis. Surf Sci Rep 2014;69
(4):196–295. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfrep.2014.08.002.

[85] Trcera N, Cabaret D, Rossano S, Farges F, Flank AM, Lagarde P. Experimental
and theoretical study of the structural environment of magnesium in
minerals and silicate glasses using X-ray absorption near-edge structure.
Phys Chem Miner 2009;36(5):241–57. doi: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00269-
008-0273-z.

[86] Soares P, Michel MD, Mikowski A, Foerster CE, Lepienski CM. Aqueous
corrosion of a commercial float glass studied by surface spectroscopies and
nanoindentation. Phys Chem Glas Eur J Glas Sci Technol Part B 2011;52
(1):25–30.

[87] Sheth N, Luo J, Banerjee J, Pantano CG, Kim SH. Characterization of surface
structures of dealkalized soda lime silica glass using X-ray photoelectron,
specular reflection infrared, attenuated total reflection infrared and sum
frequency generation spectroscopies. J Non Cryst Solids 2017;474:24–31. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2017.08.009.

[88] Feldmann M, Weißmann R. Initial stages of float glass corrosion. J Non Cryst
Solids 1997;218:205–9. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3093(97)00277-
9.

[89] Kaspar TC, Reiser JT, Ryan JV, Wall NA. Non-destructive characterization of
corroded glass surfaces by spectroscopic ellipsometry. J Non Cryst Solids
2018;481:260–6. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2017.10.054.

[90] Strugaj G, Herrmann A, Rädlein E. AES and EDX surface analysis of weathered
float glass exposed in different environmental conditions. J Non Cryst Solids
Nov. 2021;572:. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jnoncrysol.2021.121083121083.

[91] Lombardo T, Chabas A, Lefèvre RA, Ionescu A. Modelling the soiling of float
glass in a polluted atmosphere. Glass Technol 2005;46(2):192–6.

[92] Ilse KK, Figgis BW, Naumann V, Hagendorf C, Bagdahn J. Fundamentals of
soiling processes on photovoltaic modules. Renew Sustain Energy Rev Dec.
2018;98:239–54. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2018.09.015.

[93] Machová P, Vajkay F. Reduction of Light Transmission by Glazing with
Atmospheric Pollutants. IOP Conf Ser: Mater Sci Eng 2020;728(1):012018.

[94] Sharples S, Stewart L, Tregenza PR. Glazing daylight transmittances: A field
survey of windows in urban areas. Build Environ 2001;36(4):503–9. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0360-1323(00)00018-4.

[95] M. B. Ullah, J. T. Kurniawan, L. K. Poh, T. K. Wai, and pr Tregenza, ‘‘Attenuation
of diffuse daylight due to dust deposition on glazing in a tropical urban
environment,” Light. Res. Technol., vol. 35, no. 1, pp. 19–29, 2003, doi:
10.1191/1477153503li080oa.

[96] Schwar MJR. Nuisance dust deposition and soiling rate measurements.
Environ Technol (United Kingdom) 1998;19(2):223–9. doi: https://doi.org/
10.1080/09593331908616674.

[97] Adams SJ, Kibrya R, Brimblecombe P. A particle accumulation study during
the reconstruction of The Great Court, British Museum. J Cult Herit 2002;3
(4):283–7. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/S1296-2074(02)01237-2.
18
[98] Chabas A et al. Self cleaning versus float glass in urban atmosphere. Glas
Technol Eur J Glas Sci Technol Part A 2009;50(3):139–42.

[99] Tzanis C, Varotsos C, Christodoulakis J, Tidblad J, Ferm M, Ionescu A, et al. On
the corrosion and soiling effects on materials by air pollution in Athens,
Greece. Atmos Chem Phys 2011;11(23):12039–48.

[100] Verney-Carron A, Dutot AL, Lombardo T, Chabas A. Predicting changes of glass
optical properties in polluted atmospheric environment by a neural network
model. Atmos Environ 2012;54:141–8. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
atmosenv.2012.02.093.

[101] Alfaro SC, Chabas A, Lombardo T, Verney-Carron A, Ausset P. Predicting the
soiling of modern glass in urban environments: A new physically-based
model. Atmos Environ 2012;60:348–57. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
atmosenv.2012.06.050.

[102] J. Tidblad et al., ‘‘ICP materials trends in corrosion, soiling and air pollution
(1987-2014),” Materials (Basel)., vol. 10, no. 8, 2017, doi:
10.3390/ma10080969.

[103] Chabas A, Alfaro S, Lombardo T, Verney-Carron A, Da Silva E, Triquet S, et al.
Long term exposure of self-cleaning and reference glass in an urban
environment: A comparative assessment. Build Environ 2014;79:57–65.

[104] Bates DV. The effects of air pollution on children.. Environ Health Perspect
1995;103(suppl 6):49–53.

[105] Kroptavich CR, Zhou S, Kowal SF, Kahan TF. Physical and Chemical
Characterization of Urban Grime Sampled from Two Cities. ACS Earth Sp
Chem 2020;4(10):1813–22. doi: https://doi.org/10.1021/
acsearthspacechem.0c00192.

[106] Chabas A, Gentaz L, Lombardo T, Sinegre R, Falcone R, Verità M, et al. Wet and
dry atmospheric deposition on TiO2 coated glass. Environ Pollut 2010;158
(12):3507–12.

[107] Favez O, Cachier H, Chabas A, Ausset P, Lefevre R. Crossed optical and
chemical evaluations of modern glass soiling in various European urban
environments. Atmos Environ 2006;40(37):7192–204. doi: https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.atmosenv.2006.06.022.

[108] Grant JS, Zhu Z, Anderton CR, Shaw SK. Physical and chemical morphology of
passively sampled environmental films. ACS Earth Sp Chem 2019;3
(2):305–13. doi: https://doi.org/10.1021/acsearthspacechem.8b00158.

[109] Watt J, Hamilton R. ‘‘the Soiling of Buildings By Air. Pollution” 2003:289–334.
[110] Lombardo T, Chabas A, Verney-Carron A, Cachier H, Triquet S, Darchy S.

Physico-chemical characterisation of glass soiling in rural, urban and
industrial environments. Environ Sci Pollut Res 2014;21(15):9251–8. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-014-2853-4.

[111] Beloin NJ, Haynie FH. Soiling of building materials. J Air Pollut Control Assoc
1975;25(4):399–403. doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/00022470.1975.10470099.

[112] Creighton PJ, Lioy PJ, Haynie FH, Lemmons TJ, Miller JL, Gerhart J. Soiling by
atmospheric aerosols in an urban industrial area. J Air Waste Manag Assoc
1990;40(9):1285–9. doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/10473289.1990.10466783.

[113] Lombardo T, Ionescu A, Lefèvre RA, Chabas A, Ausset P, Cachier H. Soiling of
silica-soda-lime float glass in urban environment: Measurements and
modelling. Atmos Environ 2005;39(6):989–97. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.atmosenv.2004.10.030.

[114] Lombardo T, Ionescu A, Chabas A, Lefèvre RA, Ausset P, Candau Y. Dose-
response function for the soiling of silica-soda-lime glass due to dry
deposition. Sci Total Environ 2010;408(4):976–84. doi: https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.scitotenv.2009.10.040.

[115] Christodoulakis J, Varotsos CA, Cracknell AP, Kouremadas GA. The
deterioration of materials as a result of air pollution as derived from
satellite and ground based observations. Atmos Environ 2018;185:91–9. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2018.04.052.

[116] Watt J, Jarrett D, Hamilton R. Dose-response functions for the soiling of
heritage materials due to air pollution exposure. Sci Total Environ 2008;400
(1–3):415–24. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2008.07.024.

[117] Hasselman DPH, Badaliance R, McKinney KR, Kim CH. Failure prediction of
the thermal fatigue resistance of a glass. J Mater Sci 1976;11(3):458–64. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00540926.

[118] Ogi K, Ito K. A probabilistic approach for thermal shock fatigue life of glass.
Fatigue Fract Eng Mater Struct 2011;34(9):643–53. doi: https://doi.org/
10.1111/j.1460-2695.2011.01556.x.

[119] Bedon C. Structural Glass Systems under Fire: Overview of Design Issues,
Experimental Research, and Developments. Advances in Civil Engineering
2017;2017:1–18.

[120] Papadopoulos N, Drosou CA. Influence of weather conditions on glass
properties. J Univ Chem Technol Metall 2012;47(4):429–38.

[121] W. B. White, ‘‘Theory of Corrosion of Glass and Ceramics.” In: Clarke, D.E. and
Zoitos, B.K., Eds. Corrosion of Glass, Ceramics and Ceramic Superconductors,
Noyes Publications, Park Ridge, no. 2, 1992, pp. 2–28.

[122] Wang Y. ‘‘The Breakage Behaviour of Different Types of Glazing in a Fire. in
The Proceedings of 11th Asia-Oceanic Symposium on Fire Science and
Technology, 2020.

[123] Stockdale GF, Tooley FV. Effect of Humid Conditions on Glass Surfaces
Studied by Photographic and Transmission Techniques. J Am Ceram Soc
1950;33(1):11–6. doi: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1151-2916.1950.tb13465.x.

[124] Simpson HE. Study of Surface Structure of Glass as Related to Its Durability. J
Am Ceram Soc 1958;41(2):43–9. doi: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1151-
2916.1958.tb13517.x.

[125] Levengood WC. Experimental method for developing minute flaw patterns in
glass. J Appl Phys1959;30(3):378–86. doi: https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1735172.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0355
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3093(88)90105-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(80)90444-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00552247
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3093(99)00704-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3093(99)00704-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2007.06.075
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2007.06.075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0385
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfcoat.2013.06.090
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2017.09.055
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2021.120868
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2021.120868
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899x/7/1/012009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899x/7/1/012009
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0415
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfrep.2014.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00269-008-0273-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00269-008-0273-z
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0430
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2017.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3093(97)00277-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3093(97)00277-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2017.10.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2021.121083
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2021.121083
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0455
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0455
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2018.09.015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0465
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0465
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0360-1323(00)00018-4
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593331908616674
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593331908616674
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1296-2074(02)01237-2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0490
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0490
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0495
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0495
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0495
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.02.093
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.02.093
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.06.050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.06.050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0515
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0515
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0515
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0520
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0520
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsearthspacechem.0c00192
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsearthspacechem.0c00192
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0530
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2006.06.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2006.06.022
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsearthspacechem.8b00158
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0545
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-014-2853-4
https://doi.org/10.1080/00022470.1975.10470099
https://doi.org/10.1080/10473289.1990.10466783
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2004.10.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2004.10.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2009.10.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2009.10.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2018.04.052
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2008.07.024
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00540926
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2695.2011.01556.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2695.2011.01556.x
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0595
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0595
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0595
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0610
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0610
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2090-4479(22)00281-7/h0610
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1151-2916.1950.tb13465.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1151-2916.1958.tb13517.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1151-2916.1958.tb13517.x
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1735172


U. Joseph Udi, M.M. Yussof, K. Musa Ayagi et al. Ain Shams Engineering Journal 14 (2023) 101970
[126] Shelby JE, Vitko J. Surface characterization of weathered low-iron float glass. J
Non Cryst Solids 1980;vol. 38–39, no. PART 2:631–6. doi: https://doi.org/
10.1016/0022-3093(80)90507-4.

[127] R. R. Tummala and B. J. Foster, ‘‘Strength and Dynamic Fatigue of Float Glass
Surfaces,” J. Am. Ceram. Soc., vol. 58, no. 3–4, pp. 156–156, 1975, doi: 10.1111/
j.1151-2916.1975.tb19593.x.

[128] S. T. G. and J. R. V. R. Akcakaya, ‘‘Fatigue behaviour of surface flaws on air vs.
tin sides of soda-lime-silica float glass,” in Challenges and Break-Through
Technologies Amsterdam, 2000. .

[129] Krohn MH, Hellmann JR, Shelleman DL, Pantano CG, Sakoske GE. Biaxial
flexure strength and dynamic fatigue of soda-lime-silica float glass. J Am
Ceram Soc 2002;85(7):1777–82. doi: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1151-
2916.2002.tb00352.x.

[130] Smith NJ, Pantano CG. Leached layer formation on float glass surfaces in the
presence of acid interleave coatings. J Am Ceram Soc Mar. 2008;91
(3):736–44. doi: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1551-2916.2007.02079.x.

[131] Lombardo T, Chabas A, Lefèvre RA, Verità M, Geotti-Bianchini F. Weathering
of float glass exposed outdoors in an urban area. Glas Technol 2005;46
(3):271–6.

[132] Kolluru P. Effects of Exposure History on the Surface Mechanical Properties of
Float Glass. Hershey: Pennsylvania State University; 2008. PhD thesis.

[133] Reiß S, Krischok S, Rädlein E. Comparative study of weather induced
corrosion mechanisms of toughened and normal float glasses. Glas Technol
Eur J Glas Sci Technol Part A 2019;60(2):33–44.
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