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Abstract: The value of gem opals is compromised by their potential susceptibility to “crazing”, a
phenomenon observed either in the form of whitening or cracking. To understand the latter, 26 opal
samples were investigated and separated into 2 groups based on handling: “water-stored” opal
samples, which are stored in water after extraction, and “air-stored” opal samples, which are stored
in air for more than a year. To induce cracking, samples were thermally treated by staged heating and
characterized using optical microscopy and Raman spectroscopy before and after cracking. For water-
stored opals, cracking was initiated with moderate heating up to 150 ◦C, while for air-stored opals,
higher temperatures, circa 300 ◦C, were required. In water-stored opals that cracked, polarized light
microscopy revealed stress fields remaining around the cracks, and a red shift in the Raman bands
suggested tensile stresses. These stresses were not observed in air-stored samples that cracked. Based
on these observations, for air-stored samples, cracking was ascribed to super-heated water-induced
decrepitation. By contrast, for water-stored samples, cracking was linked to drying shrinkage, which
correlates with the anecdotal reports from the gem trade. We thus identify the physical origin of
cracking, and by comparing it to current knowledge, we determine the factors leading to cracking.

Keywords: opal; cracking; water; TGA; drying; shrinkage; decrepitation

1. Introduction

Opals are well-known gems offering a wide range of aspects and optical phenomena,
particularly light diffraction in “noble” opals. The very best specimens reach very high
prices in the market. However, the reputation of gem opals is tarnished by its potential to
destabilize (or “craze”) in two different ways: It may lose its transparency (“whitening”)
or develop fissures (cracking) either at the surface or in its center (examples of cracked
opals are shown in Figure 1) [1]. This, of course, alters considerably the value of gem
opals. Both phenomena have already been described, but they are not fully understood.
Early studies have shown that “whitening“ is correlated with an increase in porosity and
a reorganization of the hydration states without changing the silica framework [2,3]. The
first empirical investigations on cracking suggest that the drying of opals is a key factor
for understanding cracking [4–6]. Nevertheless, there remains a need for an experimental
or theoretical framework to recognize ahead of time that opals may “craze”. This paper
concentrates on the understanding of crazing due to cracking. In order to address the issue
of instability in opals and its detection, the materials and their structure and properties
must first be understood. Therefore, we first review current knowledge on opal structure,
water content, and stability and then experimentally crack a variety of opals to assess the
physical origin of this degradation process.
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Figure 1. Examples of cracked opal, where a network of fractures developed.

1.1. What Is Opal?

Opal refers to natural hydrated varieties of non- to nanocrystalline silica (SiO2· nH2O)
frequently found in a wide range of geological contexts where the aqueous alteration of
silicate minerals occurs. A crystallographic classification based on X-ray diffraction (XRD)
distinguishes amorphous opal (opal-A) from paracrystalline opal. The latter is further
subdivided into opal-CT, where broad cristobalite and tridymite diffraction peaks are ob-
served, and opal-C, where only cristobalite peaks are visible [7]. It has been suggested that
opal-CT is a poorly crystallized cristobalite with tridymite stacking [7], but recent structural
studies indicated that opal-CT may comprise the nano-domains of diffracting tridymites
alternating with non-diffracting silica, with no evidence of cristobalite domains [8–11].
Opal-A, displaying a broad band typical of amorphous material in XRD, can be subdivided
into two sub-types [12]:

• A network similar to amorphous silica (opal-AN or “hyalite”) with a glass-like struc-
ture, formed by the quenching of hot silica-rich solutions on cooler surfaces [13,14];

• Gel-like amorphous silica (opal-AG), exhibiting a structure composed of spheres,
precipitated from an aqueous solution, similarly to laboratory-grown silica-gel and
well documented in Australian specimens [12,15–21].

The distinction between opal types, even if firstly defined by X-ray diffraction, can
also be achieved by Raman spectroscopy [22–24], infrared spectroscopy (either in the mid-
infrared sensitive to silica framework vibrations [24–26] or in the near-infrared sensitive
to the hydration state [12,27,28]), nuclear magnetic resonance [29,30], and by observing
microstructural features by electron microscopy [9,18,31].

Both opals types are found in various geological contexts. Opal-A is a common phase
constituting the silica deposits around hot springs [32–34] or during the weathering of
rocks [35,36], with a formation temperature ranging from room temperature up to 100 ◦C
and probably more for opal-AN. Similarly, opal-CT can form in a hydrothermal context
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such as Mexican deposits [37] or by the weathering of volcanic rocks as observed in the
Wollo province in Ethiopia [38–40] with a formation temperature ranging from ambient up
to 160 ◦C.

Microstructural features observed in opals are all based on nanograins of ca. 25 nm
for opal-A [18,41] and of 10 to 50 nm for opal-CT (with an average near 25 nm, including
tridymite nano-domains) [18,42,43]. In opal-A, nanograins usually aggregate in spheres
ranging from 80 nm to 8 µm in diameter. Opal-CT displays a greater variety of microstruc-
tural features where nanograins may accumulate randomly in fibers, platelets, or lepi-
spheres [18,42]. On rare occasions, monodispersed hundred-nanometer-sized silica spheres
for opal-A or lepispheres for opal-CT may be arranged into ordered arrays enabling the
diffraction of visible light, producing the play-of-colour (POC, patches of moving pure
spectral colors) that is highly prized in precious or noble opals [21,44].

1.2. Water in Opals

In opals, water is present as molecular water (H2O) and chemically bound water in
the form of silanol groups (Si-OH) [12,27,45–47]. Near-infrared spectroscopy indicates that
much of an opal’s hydration consists of molecular water [12,27,48]. Early studies suggested
that hydration is concentrated in the interstices between primary spheres [19], but further
developments have identified more states in which water is present: interstitial (voids
between primary spheres), pore, adsorbed at the surface, and as molecular water trapped
in silica cages [12,49,50]. Similarly, silanol groups appear to be located at silica interfaces
(such as defects such as broken Si-O-Si bridges in the bulk silica) [12].

By collating 204 measurements (mostly by thermogravimetric analysis) from the
literature [3,6,12,46,51–61] (data are available in Supplementary Materials), we observe that
opal water content ranges from 0.5 to 18.1 weight percent, with an average at 6.99 wt% and
a standard deviation of 3.05 (Figure 2). A very slight difference between opal-A and opal-CT
(6.56 ± 2.41 wt% and 7.32 ± 3.43 wt%, respectively) is shown here between 82 opal-A and
118 opal-CT samples (four opals are not identified). Considering the average and standard
deviation, statistically, opal-A and opal-CT are hardly distinguishable based on water
content alone. Both opal types have a significant distribution in water content, especially at
the lower water content end of the distribution. The opal types do, however, differ in terms
of the shape of their distributions: Opal-A shows a distribution centred around 7 wt%,
whereas opal-CT has two populations, with one close to opal-A and a second around 9 wt%
(Figure 2). In addition, the difference between opals from various origins is statistically
indistinguishable: Australia (70 data; 7.31 ± 2.11 wt%), Ethiopia (23 data; 8.43 ± 3.63 wt%),
and Mexico (37 data; 8.32 ± 3.54 wt%).

Differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) has demonstrated that between 10 and 33% of
the total water present is crystallisable [50,58]. From the melt temperature depression in
DSC measurements, it is possible to estimate the pore size in which the crystallisable water
is contained. It is estimated to be in the nanometer range (circa 4 to 10 nm in diameter for
opal-CT and 6 to 200 (+) nm for opal-A) [50,58]. The crystallisable water contained in opal
is present in both isolated and interconnected closed pores or, in some cases, in open pores
exposed to the atmosphere, as demonstrated by measurements of the opal’s near-infrared
signature at low pressures [62]. In this study, most opals analysed have closed porosity, but
some opal-CT specimens have open pores and can reversibly lose water to the atmosphere.
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1.3. Instability of Opals by Cracking

In gemmology, instability is defined as an alteration of the aspect hindering the use
of the stone for jewellery. Cracking is the development of cracks (fractures) in an initially
homogeneous volume, and it obviously affects the integrity of the stone (Figure 3). In an
attempt to understand cracking, early studies have attempted to induce cracking empir-
ically, especially by sacrificing stones, although these studies provided no evidence that
other samples from the same location would react similarly [4–6]. These first investigations
revealed that drying rates have a significant impact on the initiation of cracking, suggesting
that drying shrinkage in opals could be the main driver for cracking [5,6]. Cracks have been
reported to occur primarily in transparent opals, specifically at the surface of the stone [1].
Some attempts have been made to prevent cracking in opals, particularly by applying a
specific treatment after mining [63]. Despite a better knowledge of this process, no scientific
nor objective criterion has been established at this point to assess or predict the stability of
a given sample.
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Ethiopia, see [39] for details on mines) and the result after 3 years of storage in the atmosphere, where
it was allowed to dry.
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2. Materials and Methods

In this study, 26 crack-free opals have been analysed: 23 specimens are opal-CT from
various origins (mainly from Ethiopia and Mexico), and 3 are opal-A (all opal-AG; Table 1).
Most samples are part of the opal collection of Nantes University. The 7 samples noted
as KOK, CH0, and AN were collected in 2016 directly from the mine site (the letters are
abbreviations for Kok Woha, Chegen, and Anset, respectively, which are the opal mines in
Wollo Province, Ethiopia) by Selam Dagnachew (former MSc student at the Addis Ababa
University). These samples have been preserved in a plastic tube filled with water just after
extraction to avoid drying before analysis. By contrast, the 19 remaining samples from the
Nantes collection have spent from one to up to 20 years in the ambient atmosphere; these
are hereafter categorized as “air-stored” in contrast to the “water-stored” samples preserved
in water. All samples have been sliced into thin sections of 2–2.5 mm for water-stored
samples (2 pieces for KOK01, KOK04, and CH01) and from 150 to 300 µm for air-stored
samples. Further details about the geological context and structure of air-stored samples
are outlined in Chauviré et al. [27].

Table 1. Samples analysed in this study. The * outlines water-stored samples collected from the
mining site and preserved in water.

Variety Sample Geological Origin

Opal-AG

785 Honduras
86.2 Kashau, Slovakia
1040 Coober Pedy, South Australia, Australia

Opal-CT

928 Mali
1545 Unknown
1548 Fougère, Brittany, France

1543a

San Martin, Jalisco, Mexico
1543b
1552a
1552b
1552d

43l Humbolt County, USA

521
Mezezo, Ethiopia1551

YM12

208

Wegel Tena, Ethiopia

FT1111
VTB

WT86
KOK01 *
KOK03 *
KOK04 *
KOK05 *
CH01 *
CH0p *
AN02 *

As cracking is related to dehydration [3–6], samples have been heated to dry them
and thus induced cracking. Air-stored samples have been subjected to heating from room
temperature to 1000 ◦C (with steps at 150, 300, 350, 400, 450, 500, 550, 600, 700, and 850 ◦C)
in a furnace without purging. Then, they have been cooled down to room temperature in a
purged cell to prevent rehydration. The effect of each heating step was investigated by the
examination of each sample using polarized light microscopy at room temperature before
cracking and after each heating episode.
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Thermogravimetric analyses (TGA) were performed on 19 air-stored samples, with
a Setaram Setsy 16/18 instrument, at the School of Mathematical and Physical Science,
University of Technology, Sydney, Australia. Pieces of each opal specimen (from 29.5 to
83.6 mg) were placed in 130 µL platinum pans (4,5 mm diameter and 8 mm height) covered
by a loose platinum cap in order to avoid the loss of material during the possible cracking.
Two sets of analyses were performed: On 5 samples (521, 1040, 1543b, 1548, WT86), water
loss was measured from 20 to 1100 ◦C with a heating rate of 2 ◦C min−1 on 3 pieces of
the same sample; for the 14 remaining samples, measurements were carried out from 20
to 1000 ◦C with a heating rate of 10 ◦C min−1 on a single piece. Temperature calibration
was carried out using the melting points of high-purity zinc, lead, aluminum, and copper
and gold. A baseline calibration was carried out using the experimental conditions with
empty crucibles. The baseline was subtracted point to point from the experimental data.
The results of these analyses have already been presented in [58], and they are re-used here
in light of stability processes.

Ten samples (1548, 1552a, 1543b, and the 7 samples preserved in water) have been
analyzed by Raman spectroscopy by using a LabRam HR Evolution (Horiba Scientific)
equipped with a 532 nm Ar-ion laser for excitation with a power between 50 and 200 mW
depending on the quality of the spectra and what the sample could handle. All Raman
analyses were performed in 2017 for water-stored samples and 2017 and 2018 for air-stored
samples. Each spectrum was acquired with an integration time of between 25 and 60 s and
a spectral resolution of 0.8 cm−1 (for 1548, 1552a, 1543b, KOK03, and CH0p) and 3 cm−1

for the 5 remaining water-stored samples. Spectra were acquired at room temperatures,
150 ◦C to 300 ◦C using a Linkam heating stage adapted to the Raman spectrometer.

3. Results
3.1. Visual Examinations

All samples were inspected before and after cracking. With the exception of KOK01
and An02, which were not observed to crack, water-stored samples (those preserved in
water after extraction) usually cracked a few hours after exposure to air or after slight
heating to 150 ◦C. Among the air-stored samples, eight cracked at 300 ◦C (1040, 1548, 1543a,
1543b, 1552a, 1552b, 1552d, and 521), and others did not show cracking during the heating
steps or even at high temperatures. Additionally, we note that some samples decreased in
transparency with temperature (785 and 86.2 at 300 ◦C, 208 at 350 ◦C, 1552b and 1552d at
500 ◦C, and progressively from 500 to 1000 ◦C for 1551, YM12, and WT86). Four samples
(928, 1545, FT1111, and VTB) did not show any changes (neither cracking nor whitening).

Before cracking, all samples presented isotropic behavior between crossed polar-
izers, as expected. After cracking, observations at room temperature differed between
air-stored and water-stored samples. The air-stored samples remained isotropic after crack-
ing, whereas water-stored samples displayed clear anisotropic features around cracks
(Figure 4).
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Figure 4. Microphotographs of samples of the two pieces of CH01 and one piece of KOK04 under
cross-polarized light, with visible anisotropy around fractures.

3.2. Thermogravimetric Analysis (Air-Stored Samples)

Thermogravimetric analysis was not used here for the measurements of the total
water content but to assess the dehydration behavior of samples. As water-stored samples
are soaked in water, all samples would exhibit a first loss of water at low temperatures,
interfering with the interpretation of the opal’s behavior in an ambient condition. Note that
the same dataset was used in Chauviré et al. [58], and the water content is presented there.
Three main dehydration behaviors were observed here (Figure 5):
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• No loss of water until 200–400 ◦C, and most dehydration (up to 90%) occurred between
300 ◦C and 700 ◦C (black trace). Observed for samples 86.2, 785, 928, 1040, 1543a,
1543b, 1545, 1548, 1552a, 1552b, and 1552d;

• Loss of water starts as soon as heating starts, and most water is lost under 300 ◦C (red
dashed trace). Observed for samples 208, FT1111, VTB, WT86, 521, YM12, and 43l.

• Progressive irregular loss of water from room temperatures up to 900 ◦C for sample
1551 (blue trace).
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Figure 5. Representative thermogravimetric diagram of the three main behaviors of air-stored
samples: black trace show a loss between 300 and 400 ◦C (sample 1543b-1548), interrupted red
trace show a quick loss of water (sample FT1111-WT86), and blue trace show a progressive loss
(sample 1551).

3.3. Raman Spectroscopy

The Raman spectra of the 10 samples analysed exhibit the typical bands of opal-CT,
with the main band around 315 cm−1, and additional bands near 780, 950 and 1070 cm−1.
Air-stored samples, at room temperature, 150 ◦C, or 300 ◦C, did not show any changes
in the Raman spectra before and after cracking. By contrast, water-stored samples that
cracked show a slight shift in all Raman bands from 3 to 14 cm−1 (depending on the
sample or the band considered). This shift moves toward lower frequencies after cracking
(Figure 6). When cracking does not occur, the Raman spectra are identical at 25 ◦C and
150 ◦C, demonstrating that this shift is not a result of the thermal treatment.
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4. Discussion
4.1. Stress Resistance of Opal

Cracking occurs when stress applied to a material exceeds what it can sustain. At
the beginning of the 20th century, Griffith established a theory of fracture mechanics and
created a criterion relating the energy released by a fracture at a certain loading level [64].
The critical stress, σc, that is necessary to fracture a material can be calculated with the
following expression:

σc =

√
2γsE
πa

(1)
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where γs is the surface energy, E is Young’s modulus, and a is the crack length inside the
material. In this expression, 2γs defines the critical energy release rate, Gc. This theory
applies to brittle materials. For plastic materials, a modification is required to account for
the energy dissipation during plastic deformations. This energy is integrated in Gc as

Gc = 2γs + Gdiss (2)

where Gdiss is the energy dissipated as unrecoverable inelastic deformation [65,66]. As
surface and plastic dissipation energies are difficult to measure, other data are needed
to estimate the critical stress. Based on Griffith’s theory, Irwin [65] introduced the stress
intensity factor (noted KIC), which is related to Gc by the following equation:

Gc =
KIC2

E∗
(3)

where for an isotropic material

E∗ =
E

(1− ν2)
(4)

where ν is Poisson’s ratio. The stress intensity factor has been measured on one natural
opal by Simonton et al. [67] at 0.81 MPa·

√
m, consistent with the atomistic model and

experimental data on amorphous silica (gel and glass [68–71]). Young’s modulus of natural
opals has been measured by Thomas et al. [72] between 49 ± 2 and 58 ± 1 GPa, which is
lower but in the same order of magnitude as that measured for amorphous silica (several
dozens of GPa depending on density [73–76]). Poisson’s ratio has been estimated to be
0.2 for silica gel [77]. Gc, related to the surface energy by Equation (2), ranges from 9.56
to 12.86 J/m2; thus, the surface energy, estimated from 4.78 to 6.43 J/m2 by considering
Gdiss = 0, is consistent with what has been calculated or measured on amorphous silica
with various degrees of hydration [71,78,79]. As the dissipation energy, Gdiss, has not been
assessed, we cannot know if the surface energy of opals is closer to that of a hydroxylated
(hydrated) silica surface (around 1 J/m2) or a non-hydroxylated (dry) silica surface (around
5 J/m2) [79]. Considering the high state of the hydration of opal, we may suggest that an
opal has a non-zero energy of dissipation.

With these few data available, we calculated the stress required for crack propagation
according to the flaw size. Critical stress is approximately 400 MPa for a crack length of
1 µm, and it reaches approximately 13 GPa for a crack of 1 nm.

4.2. Cracking Processes

From the samples analyzed here, we differentiate two behavioral groups:

(i) Cracking for air-stored samples, occurring at high temperatures (>250 ◦C) without
any other effects;

(ii) Cracking in water-stored samples, occurring at “low” temperature (<150 ◦C) and
developing anisotropic features and peak shifts in the Raman spectra.

Anisotropy in a nominally isotropic material is generally attributed to the development
of stress in the structure and is common in natural and artificial materials, including silica
glass [80–84]. The shift in the Raman peaks’ positions, being identical for non-cracking
samples in the temperature range studied, could not be attributed to structural changes at
the atomic level (or changes in the atomic structure) due to heating. In accordance with
anisotropy, the Raman band’s shift toward lower frequencies in stressed silica suggests
the presence of tensile stresses [85,86]. Therefore, the cracking of water-stored samples
is associated with stresses that remain active after structure fractures. By contrast, air-
stored samples demonstrate no such residual stresses remaining in the opals’ post-cracking.
Given the observed difference in behavior both optically and spectroscopically, the physical
origin of the cracking between the two sets of samples (air-stored and water-stored) must
be different.
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4.2.1. Decrepitation

Decrepitation is the formation of fractures resulting from the pressure induced by
heating due to the thermal expansion of inclusions (often fluid) in their host mineral. The
main condition for decrepitation to occur is that the fluid needs to be sealed (hermetic) or
at least have negligible diffusivity [87]. The water diffusion coefficient in opals has been
estimated to be negligible [88,89]. The TGA behavior of air-stored samples that were only
observed to crack at elevated temperatures reveals that they do not release water until
300 ◦C (the first behavior described in Section 3.2). Thus, prior to heating, these samples
retained water in the opal’s structure. Some of these samples have been exposed to low
pressure (1 mbar), and potential dehydration has been monitored by infrared spectroscopy
as a function of time and pressure in a previous study [62]. All air-stored samples that
showed cracking at elevated temperatures did not lose water as pressure was reduced,
suggesting that water in air-stored samples is contained in a system of closed pores. Other
air-stored samples that do not crack at high temperatures present TGA behaviors, which
show water release once heating starts. This indicates that water is retained in a system of
open pores; thus, the process of decrepitation does not occur.

As the above data suggest, water in the air-stored samples that crack at elevated
temperatures is contained due to closed porosity. As the opal’s formation is considered
to take place in an aqueous solution near surface conditions [35,39,40], we may assume
that the water-filled pores are full, without a gas phase. The expansion of water inside
enclosed opal pores, therefore, provides the source of volume expansion observed in some
opals up to a temperature at which dehydration starts (also near 300 ◦C) [48,90,91]. We
thus propose that air-stored samples were subjected to decrepitation-induced cracking by
the thermal treatment.

Pores that are hermetically filled with water may be defined as fluid inclusions but
at a nanometer- to micrometer-sized range that is invisible to the naked eye. Each pore is
thus a non-extensible volume, similarly to the common fluid inclusions studied to trace
the geological conditions needed for mineral formation [87,92,93]. The isochoric relation
(the evolution of pressure with temperature at a constant volume) significantly varies
with the composition of the fluid and its density. Considering the formation of opals,
we may assume that water is the main fluid that is entrapped. The only fluid inclusions
that have been studied were found in Mexican opals. These fluid inclusions contained
a water-rich fluid, with sometimes small NaCl and CO2 contents [37]. As most gem
opals form in near-surface conditions and aqueous fluids (especially for Australian and
Ethiopian opals [35,39,40]), we may assume that the trapped fluid densities are close to
that of liquid water. This assumption makes it possible to calculate the pressure inside an
inclusion at a given temperature. Even if air-stored samples have the required properties
for decrepitation, is the expansion of water sufficient to crack the opal’s structure? Most of
the samples were observed to crack upon heating to 300 ◦C, where isochoric relations (for
a density near 0.95 if we assume that water contained dissolved ions) produced pressure
from 200 to 600 MPa [87,92,94]. This estimation range is large and is mainly due to the
lack of data on the exact density and chemical composition of opal’s fluid inclusions, both
having a significant impact on pressure value.

We note that the induced pressure, near 300 ◦C, is of the same order of magnitude
than the stress required to create cracks in an opal. By contrast, at less than 150 ◦C, where
water-stored opals crack, the pressure is only a few dozen of MPa. Therefore, decrepitation
probably cannot explain the cracking of water-stored samples, considering the temperature
at which it occurs.

Combining our data with existing theories, we suggest that samples stored for many
years in air had time to release water due to their open porosity and should not experience
cracking unless subjected to significant heating. In nature, opal is rarely exposed to
such temperatures without significant a change in structure, as observed in diagenetic
sequences where opal transforms into quartz with time and temperature [95–97]. However,
elevated temperatures could be reached during the fashioning of a stone (via friction),
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especially during pre-forming. We propose that, without heating, air-stored samples
should remain stable.

4.2.2. Drying Shrinkage

Drying shrinkage is the decrease in the volume of a porous structure and the concomi-
tant decrease in porosity during a loss of water. This phenomenon has been extensively
studied in materials engineering, especially on silica gel. Silica gel is commonly synthetized
by super-saturating a solution in silica by mixing TEOS (tetra-ethyl-orthosilicate), water,
and ethanol [15–17]. The polymerization of the gel (sometimes called the aging of the
gel) occurs in conditions where fluids fill all the pores of the gel. Drying aims to remove
fluids, and two main steps have been identified: a constant rate period (CRP) and a falling
rate period (FRP) [98–102]. CRP occurs initially with a constant evaporation rate, and the
structure of the gel shrinks due to the capillary stresses exerted by the liquid inside the
poreosity During this step, the gel is compliant enough to shrink without cracking, and
evaporation occurs at the surface of the gel. In cases where the gel remains compliant
throughout the drying process, a dry xerogel is produced, and porosity disappears. Under
these conditions, the pore fluid contained in the gel flows from the interior to the surface
and evaporates; thus, no liquid–vapor interface exists inside the gel. The aging of the gel
continues during this period by creating new Si-O-Si bonds until a limiting volume for
densification is reached, and the gel retains its pore structure. At this critical point (called
the critical point), the liquid–vapor interface enters the gel. The capillary stress is at a
maximum, and it may be great enough to initiate (and propagate) cracks. After the critical
point, the evaporation rate decreases, and the gel drying enters the FRP, during which the
meniscus of the liquid–vapor interface moves inside the gel’s structure.

Using the theory developed for silica gels, we may calculate the pressure induced by
the capillary forces on the gel’s structure. This pressure is related to the contact angle, θ
(a measurement of the hydrophilicity between the solid and the fluid), the liquid–vapor
interfacial energy, γlv, and the pore’s size, rp [99,103]. The maximum pressure can be
approximated by the following equation.

Pmax =
2γlv cos θ

rp
(5)

The pressure induced, varying according to these parameters, could reach several
hundreds of MPa [98,104,105], which is the same order of magnitude as the opal fracture
strength. The maximum capillary pressure is the pressure induced by liquid–solid interfaces
(i.e., at the pore wall) at the critical point. A uniform pressure does not induce stress, as
stress is a result of a pressure difference. The total stress during the CRP, derived from
Darcy’s law and the mechanical response of the gel, may be approximated for the surface
of a plate [99]:

σ =

(
1− 2ν

1− ν

)(
Lηl

.
VE

3D

)
(6)

where ν is the Poisson’s ratio of the material, L is the half-thickness of the plate studied, ηl
is the viscosity of the liquid, VE is the evaporation rate, and D is the permeability of the
sample [98,99,104]. This expression is more complex at the critical point and incorporates
the maximum capillary pressure seen above. Many parameters, such as evaporation rate
and permeability, remain elusive for the application of this equation in opals. However, the
fact that the maximum capillary pressure reaches values consistent with the opal’s fracture
strength demonstrates the relevance of this process in explaining cracking.

Drying shrinkage explains many of the observations:

• It involves a tensile stress that continues after the crack has released part of the
stress (as evaporation continues and sometimes accelerates [98,99,104]), as observed
in water-stored opals that have cracked via the observed anisotropy and the shift in
Raman bands.
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• Earlier studies have suggested that a low evaporation rate partly avoids cracking [4,5],
as suggested by Equation (6): if VE tends to 0, so does the stress.

• The tension induced by the fluid interface tends to increase the stress at the drying
front; thus, as evaporation is initiated at the surface, the surface tends to contract faster
than the interior, producing a cracked surface, as is commonly observed [1,63]. We
could assume that if the drying front is already inside the sample but the evaporation
rate rapidly increases, such as when opal is initially extracted, the stress strongly
increases. This may result in a cracked volume inside a transparent opal, with a shape
related to the outside shape of the opal piece and, hence, to the shape of the drying
front [1].

4.3. Practical Considerations

We have identified and presented two processes, decrepitation and drying shrinkage,
that satisfactorily explain our results and many earlier observations about opal cracking.
However, the driving process differs according to the drying state of the sample. A natural
opal that has open pores (interconnected pores open to the atmosphere) that contain water
should crack due to drying shrinkage, whereas an opal that is already dry is subjected to
decrepitation only if heating is sufficient. Differentiating each opal type could be achieved
by measuring whether or not the opal can still lose water, but it should be noted that a
drying opal does not necessarily crack; this condition is essential but not always sufficient
to induce cracking. We may assume that all opals, immediately after extraction, experience
a period of dehydration to equilibrate with the atmosphere. At the mine site, it is useful to
expose freshly mined opals to natural dehydration for some time (months, for example) to
determine which opals will start to “craze” in some way and which are stable and may be
further fashioned and put on the market.

The drying of engineered silica gel has been studied to manufacture large blocks with-
out cracks. Several processes of drying are used to avoid cracks: by limiting the capillary
pressure (Equation (5)), by reducing the interfacial energy, or by increasing the pores’ radii.
As natural gem opals are already formed, one cannot change its pore radius, but we can
intervene by reducing the interfacial energy to zero (and thus the capillary pressure) by
using supercritical drying, a process commonly used to prepare aerogels [98,103,106–109],
which removes molecular water from natural opals [63]. Another method is freeze dry-
ing, where silica gel is first frozen and dried under a vacuum [103,110,111], a process that
has yet to be applied to natural opals. The removal of molecular water prevents drying
shrinkage, but it has been demonstrated in gels that later rehydration would reset the
process and could induce cracking at a later stage [112,113]. In the treatment proposed
by Filin and Puzynin [63], after supercritical drying, the pores are filled by silica to avoid
any rehydration.

Preserving opals in water to avoid cracking is explained by the drying shrinkage
theory; in water, the evaporation rate is null. However, once an opal is exposed to the
atmosphere, drying starts, which may initiate cracking. We may also assume that water
could alter the silica framework by dissolving silica until the pore solution is saturated,
thus lowering the mechanical resistance. Hence, changing the preserving water may
weaken the sample. However, considering the low solubility of amorphous silica in water,
circa 100 ppm at ambient temperatures and neutral pH [96,114,115], this effect should
be marginal. The influence of the evaporation rate on drying stress also explains some
observations reported by opal dealers who observed that opals preserved in a safe do not
evolve and start to crack once they are removed. The evaporation rate in a hermetic box
decreases until it reaches zero when the air is saturated by water. Once the safe is open, the
atmosphere is renewed, and the evaporation rate increases, restarting the drying process.
The common practice of placing a glass of water close to opals while they are kept in a
showcase or a hermetic place will decrease the evaporation rate and, thus, partly avoid
cracking. Samples that have significant permeability, such as hydrophane opals, exhibit
lower drying stress, as expressed in Equation (6). This explains the common observation
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that hydrophane opals are rarely subject to cracking. Moreover, based on Equation (6),
drying shrinkage is not related to the water content in opals but to the pore’s structure.

Establishing a theoretical framework based on drying-shrinkage-induced cracking
opens a path toward predicting if an opal is prone to cracking. In order to develop a
method, we first need to assess the fracture strength of natural opals. Reported mechanical
properties of opals are scarce in the literature, and they have been measured only for
synthetic and Australian opals [67,72]. For silica xerogel, its mechanical properties have
been related to density [76,116]. If natural opals share this property, density measurements
could be a simple and non-destructive way of assessing the mechanical properties of a
sample. Secondly, it is necessary to estimate the drying stress required to initiate cracking.
To achieve this, the measurement of the pore size and the permeability of a sample is
required. Even if these properties could be measured by non-destructive methods (e.g.,
differential scanning calorimetry or infrared spectroscopy [52,58,62]), work is required to
adapt these techniques for the gem market.

5. Conclusions

The present study identified two main processes involved in opal cracking: decrepita-
tion and drying shrinkage. Our experiments suggest that there are two different categories
of cracking opals: opals that crack only during heating to high temperatures (>250 ◦C) and
opals that crack even at ambient conditions. Both opal categories differ by their storage
history: The opals in the first category were allowed to dry at ambient conditions (temper-
ature, pressure, and humidity) for an extended period of time, whereas the opals in the
second category have been stored in water (thus not drying) since their extraction. Decrepi-
tation explains the reaction of the first category to heating, and drying shrinkage explains
cracking in the second category. The theories of each process also confirm the practical
observations collected from the gem market and help isolate the driving parameters that
could be instrumental to creating an analytical procedure for predictions and thus help
prevent the cracking of gem opals.
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46. Boboň, M.; Christy, A.A.; Kluvanec, D.; Illášová, L. State of water molecules and silanol groups in opal minerals: A near infrared

spectroscopic study of opals from Slovakia. Phys. Chem. Miner. 2011, 38, 809–818. [CrossRef]
47. Smallwood, A.G.; Thomas, P.S.; Ray, A.S. Characterisation of the dehydration of australian sedimentary and volcanic precious

opal by thermal methods. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2008, 92, 91–95. [CrossRef]
48. Brown, L.D.; Ray, A.S.; Thomas, P.S.; Guerbois, J.P. Thermal characteristics of Australian sedimentary opals. J. Therm. Anal.

Calorim. 2002, 68, 31–36. [CrossRef]
49. Smallwood, A.G.; Thomas, P.S.; Ray, A.S. The thermophysical properties of australian opal. In Proceedings of the 9th International

Congress for Applied Mineralogy, Bisbane, Queensland, Australia, 8–10 September 2008; pp. 557–565.
50. Thomas, P.S.; Guerbois, J.-P.; Smallwood, A.G. Low temperature DSC characterisation of water in opal. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim.

2013, 113, 1255–1260. [CrossRef]
51. Thomas, P.S.; Šesták, J.; Heide, K.; Fueglein, E.; Šimon, P. Thermal properties of Australian sedimentary opals and Czech

moldavites. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2010, 99, 861–867. [CrossRef]
52. Thomas, P.; Chauviré, B.; Flower-Donaldson, K.; Aldridge, L.; Smallwood, A.; Liu, B. FT-NIR and DSC characterisation of water

in opal. Ceram. Int. 2020, 46, 29443–29450. [CrossRef]
53. Graetsch, H. Structural characteristics of opaline and microcrystalline silica minerals. Rev. Mineral. 1994, 29, 209–232.
54. Gaillou, E. Relations entre nanostructure, propriétés physiques et mode de formation des opales A et CT. Ph.D. Thesis, Université

de Nantes, Nantes, France, 2016.
55. Thomas, P.S.; Aldridge, L.; Smallwood, A. Water in opal - what can it tell us ? Color 2019, 41, 63–69.
56. Adams, S.J.; Hawkes, G.E.; Curzon, E.H. A solid state 29Si nuclear magnetic resonance study of opal and other hydrous silicas.

Am. Mineral. 1991, 76, 1863–1871.
57. Bayliss, P.; Males, P.A. The Mineralogical Similarity of Precious and Common Opal from Australia. Mineral. Mag. 1965, 35,

429–431. [CrossRef]
58. Chauviré, B.; Thomas, P.S. DSC of natural opal: Insights into the incorporation of crystallisable water in the opal microstructure. J.

Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2020, 140, 2077–2085. [CrossRef]
59. De Jong, B.H.W.S.; Van Hoek, J.; Veeman, W.S.; Manson, D. V X-ray diffraction and 29Si magic-angle-spinning NMR of opals;

incoherent long-and short-range order in opal-CT. Am. Mineral. 1987, 72, 1195–1203.
60. Gallacher, A.D. Geochemistry of Sedimentary Opal, Hebel, Southern Queensland; University of Melbourne: Melbourne, Australia, 2001.
61. Segnit, E.R.; Stevens, T.J.; Jones, J.B. The role of water in opal. J. Geol. Soc. Aust. 1965, 12, 211–226. [CrossRef]
62. Chauviré, B.; Pineau, M.; Quirico, E.; Beck, P. Near infrared signature of opaline silica at Mars-relevant pressure and temperature.

Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 2021, 576, 117239. [CrossRef]
63. Filin, S.V.; Puzynin, A.I. Prevention of cracking in Ethiopian opal. Aust. Gemmol. 2009, 23, 579–582.
64. Griffith, A.A. VI. The phenomena of rupture and flow in solids. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. London. Ser. A, Contain. Pap. a Math. or Phys.

Character 1921, 221, 163–198. [CrossRef]
65. Irwin, G.R. Analysis of Stresses and Strains Near the End of a Crack Traversing a Plate. J. Appl. Mech. 1957, 24, 361–364. [CrossRef]
66. Orowan, E. Fracture and strength of solids. Reports Prog. Phys. 1949, 12, 185–232. [CrossRef]
67. Simonton, T.C.; Roy, R.; Komarneni, S.; Breval, E. Microstructure and mechanical properties of synthetic opal: A chemically

bonded ceramic. J. Mater. Res. 1986, 1, 667–674. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1080/08120099.2013.784219
http://doi.org/10.5741/GEMS.28.1.28
http://doi.org/10.1144/1467-7873/10-MINDEP-058
http://doi.org/10.3749/canmin.1700010
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2018.12.028
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2006.08.005
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00310343
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00269-011-0453-0
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-007-8742-z
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1014912331807
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-012-2911-4
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-010-0706-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2020.05.026
http://doi.org/10.1180/minmag.1965.035.270.22
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-019-08949-4
http://doi.org/10.1080/00167616508728593
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2021.117239
http://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.1921.0006
http://doi.org/10.1115/1.4011547
http://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/12/1/309
http://doi.org/10.1557/JMR.1986.0667


Minerals 2023, 13, 356 17 of 18

68. Rimsza, J.M.; Jones, R.E.; Criscenti, L.J. Crack propagation in silica from reactive classical molecular dynamics simulations. J. Am.
Ceram. Soc. 2018, 101, 1488–1499. [CrossRef]

69. Lucas, J.P.; Moody, N.R.; Robinson, S.L.; Hanrock, J.; Hwang, R.Q. Determining fracture toughness of vitreous silica glass. Scr.
Metall. Mater. 1995, 32, 743–748. [CrossRef]

70. Lee, M.; Brun, M.K. Fracture toughness measurement by microindentation and three-point bend methods. Mater. Sci. Eng. 1988,
105–106, 369–375. [CrossRef]

71. Wiederhorn, S.M. Fracture Surface Energy of Glass. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 1969, 52, 99–105. [CrossRef]
72. Thomas, P.S.; Smallwood, A.S.; Ray, A.S.; Briscoe, B.J.; Parsonage, D. Nanoindentation hardness of banded Australian sedimentary

opal. J. Phys. D Appl. Phys. 2008, 41, 074028. [CrossRef]
73. Beake, B.D.; Smith, J.F. High-temperature nanoindentation testing of fused silica and other materials. Philos. Mag. A 2002, 82,

2179–2186. [CrossRef]
74. Zeng, K.; Chiu, C.H. An analysis of load-penetration curves from instrumented indentation. Acta Mater. 2001, 49, 3539–3551.

[CrossRef]
75. Akram, A.; Briscoe, B.J.; Adams, M.J.; Johnson, S.A. Nanoindentation of polymer-bound silica agglomerate layers. Philos. Mag. A

Phys. Condens. Matter, Struct. Defects Mech. Prop. 2002, 82, 2103–2112. [CrossRef]
76. Marszewski, M.; Dashti, A.; McNeil, P.E.; Fox, M.; Wall, V.; Butts, D.M.; King, S.C.; Kashanchi, G.N.; Tolbert, S.H.; Dunn, B.; et al.

Elastic and plastic mechanical properties of nanoparticle-based silica aerogels and xerogels. Microporous Mesoporous Mater. 2022,
330, 111569. [CrossRef]

77. Scherer, G.W. Bending of gel beams: Method for characterizing elastic properties and permeability. J. Non. Cryst. Solids 1992, 142,
18–35. [CrossRef]

78. Rimsza, J.M.; Jones, R.E.; Criscenti, L.J. Fracture Toughness of Amorphous Silica from Atomistic Scale Simulations; Sandia National
Lab.(SNL-NM): Albuquerque, NM, USA, 2017.

79. Rimsza, J.M.; Jones, R.E.; Criscenti, L.J. Surface Structure and Stability of Partially Hydroxylated Silica Surfaces. Langmuir 2017,
33, 3882–3891. [CrossRef]

80. Raman, C.V. The optical anisotropy and heterogeneity of vitreous silica. Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. Sect. A 1950, 31, 141–148.
[CrossRef]

81. Galbraith, J.; Chapman, L.; Zwanziger, J.W.; Aldridge, M.; Kieffer, J. Elasto-Optic Coefficients of Borate, Phosphate, and Silicate
Glasses: Determination by Brillouin Spectroscopy. J. Phys. Chem. C 2016, 120, 21802–21810. [CrossRef]

82. Mueller, H. Theory of photoelasticity in amorphous solids. J. Appl. Phys. 1935, 6, 179–184. [CrossRef]
83. Scherer, G.W. Stress-induced index profile distortion in optical waveguides: Correction. Appl. Opt. 1980, 19, 2656. [CrossRef]
84. Howell, D. Strain-induced birefringence in natural diamond: A review. Eur. J. Mineral. 2012, 24, 575–585. [CrossRef]
85. Tallant, D.R.; Michalske, T.A.; Smith, W.L. The effects of tensile stress on the Raman spectrum of silica glass. J. Non. Cryst. Solids

1988, 106, 380–383. [CrossRef]
86. Trouilh, M.; Hourdet, D.; Marcellan, A.; Colomban, P. Analyse Raman in situ de la déformation d’un hydrogel nanocomposite.

Rev. des Compos. des matériaux avancés 2014, 24, 67–79. [CrossRef]
87. Roedder, E.; Bodnar, R.J. Geologic Pressure Determinations from Fluid Inclusion Studies. Annu. Rev. Earth Planet. Sci. 1980, 8,

263–301. [CrossRef]
88. Thomas, P.S.; Šimon, P.; Smallwood, A.G.; Ray, A.S. Estimation of the diffusion coefficient of water evolved during the non-

isothermal dehydration of Australian sedimentary opal. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2007, 88, 231–235. [CrossRef]
89. Smallwood, A.; Thomas, P.S.; Ray, A.S.; Šimon, P. Application of a Fickian model of diffusion to the dehydration of graded

specimens of a precious Australian sedimentary opal derived from Coober Pedy. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2009, 97, 685–688.
[CrossRef]

90. Jones, J.B.; Segnit, E.R. Water in Sphere-Type Opal. Mineral. Mag. 1969, 37, 357–361. [CrossRef]
91. Smallwood, A.; Thomas, P.S.; Ray, A.S.; Šimon, P. TMA and SEM characterization of the thermal dehydration of australian

sedimentary opal. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2007, 88, 185–188. [CrossRef]
92. Hansteen, T.H.; Klugel, A. Fluid Inclusion Thermobarometry as a Tracer for Magmatic Processes. Rev. Mineral. Geochemistry 2008,

69, 143–177. [CrossRef]
93. Chi, G.; Diamond, L.W.; Lu, H.; Lai, J.; Chu, H. Common problems and pitfalls in fluid inclusion study: A review and discussion.

Minerals 2021, 11, 7. [CrossRef]
94. Shi, L.; Mao, S. Applications of the IAPWS-95 formulation in fluid inclusion and mineral-fluid phase equilibria. Geosci. Front.

2012, 3, 51–58. [CrossRef]
95. Williams, L.A.; Crerar, D.A. Silica Diagenesis, II. General Mechanisms. SEPM J. Sediment. Res. 1985, Vol. 55, 312–321. [CrossRef]
96. Williams, L.A.; Parks, G.A.; Crerar, D.A. Silica Diagenesis, I. Solubility Controls. SEPM J. Sediment. Res. 1985, 55, 301–311.

[CrossRef]
97. Jones, B. Siliceous sinters in thermal spring systems: Review of their mineralogy, diagenesis, and fabrics. Sediment. Geol. 2021,

413, 105820. [CrossRef]
98. Brinker, C.J.; Scherer, G.W. Sol-Gel Science—The Physics and Chemistry of Sol-Gel-Processing; Academic Press, Boston, MA, USA,

1990; ISBN 0-12-134970-5.
99. Scherer, G.W. Recent progress in drying of gels. J. Non. Cryst. Solids 1992, 147–148, 363–374. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1111/jace.15292
http://doi.org/10.1016/0956-716X(95)91596-H
http://doi.org/10.1016/0025-5416(88)90719-7
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1151-2916.1969.tb13350.x
http://doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/41/7/074028
http://doi.org/10.1080/01418610208235727
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-6454(01)00245-2
http://doi.org/10.1080/01418610208235720
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.micromeso.2021.111569
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3093(05)80003-1
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.7b00041
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF03049222
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.6b07202
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.1745316
http://doi.org/10.1364/AO.19.002656
http://doi.org/10.1127/0935-1221/2012/0024-2205
http://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3093(88)90292-X
http://doi.org/10.3166/rcma.24.67-79
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ea.08.050180.001403
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-006-8133-x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-009-0076-6
http://doi.org/10.1180/minmag.1969.037.287.07
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-006-8136-7
http://doi.org/10.2138/rmg.2008.69.5
http://doi.org/10.3390/min11010007
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.gsf.2011.08.002
http://doi.org/10.1306/212F86B1-2B24-11D7-8648000102C1865D
http://doi.org/10.1306/212F86AC-2B24-11D7-8648000102C1865D
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sedgeo.2020.105820
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3093(05)80645-3


Minerals 2023, 13, 356 18 of 18

100. Scherer, G.W. Drying Mechanics of Gels. MRS Proc. 1986, 73, 225. [CrossRef]
101. Scherer, G.W. Theory of Drying. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 1990, 73, 3–14. [CrossRef]
102. Scherer, G.W. Drying gels. VIII. Revision and review. J. Non. Cryst. Solids 1989, 109, 171–182. [CrossRef]
103. Bisson, A.; Rigacci, A.; Lecomte, D.; Rodier, E.; Achard, P. Drying of Silica Gels to Obtain Aerogels:Phenomenology and Basic

Techniques. Dry. Technol. 2003, 21, 593–628. [CrossRef]
104. Smith, D.M.; Scherer, G.W.; Anderson, J.M. Shrinkage during drying of silica gel. J. Non. Cryst. Solids 1995, 188, 191–206.

[CrossRef]
105. Siouffi, A.M. Silica gel-based monoliths prepared by the sol-gel method: Facts and figures. J. Chromatogr. A 2003, 1000, 801–818.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
106. Satha, H.; Atamnia, K.; Despetis, F. Effect of Drying Processes on the Texture of Silica Gels. J. Biomater. Nanobiotechnol. 2013, 4,

17–21. [CrossRef]
107. Scherer, G.W. Stress and strain during supercritical drying. J. Sol-Gel Sci. Technol. 2019, 90, 8–19. [CrossRef]
108. Shahzamani, M.; Bagheri, R.; Masoomi, M.; Haghgoo, M.; Dourani, A. Effect of drying method on the structure and porous

texture of silica-polybutadiene hybrid gels: Supercritical vs. ambient pressure drying. J. Non. Cryst. Solids 2017, 460, 119–124.
[CrossRef]

109. Strøm, R.A.; Masmoudi, Y.; Rigacci, A.; Petermann, G.; Gullberg, L.; Chevalier, B.; Einarsrud, M.A. Strengthening and aging of
wet silica gels for up-scaling of aerogel preparation. J. Sol-Gel Sci. Technol. 2007, 41, 291–298. [CrossRef]

110. Pajonk, G.M. Drying methods preserving the textural properties of gels. Le J. Phys. Colloq. 1989, 24, C4-13–C4-22. [CrossRef]
111. Pillai, R.; Jariwala, C.; Kumar, S. Influence of pH on the Spherical Shape and Particle Size of the Freeze Drying Assisted Sol-gel

Derived Silica Nano-Particles (SNPs). Imp. J. Interdiscip. Res. IJIR 2017, 3, 2347–2353.
112. Scherer, G.W. Stress from re-immersion of partially dried gel. J. Non. Cryst. Solids 1997, 212, 268–280. [CrossRef]
113. Adachi, T.; Sakka, S. Microstructural Changes in Sol-Gel Derived Silica Gel Monolith with Heating as Revealed by the Crack

Formation on Immersion in Water. J. Ceram. Soc. Japan 1989, 97, 203–207. [CrossRef]
114. Gunnarsson, I.; Arnórsson, S. Amorphous silica solubility and the thermodynamic properties of H4SiO◦4 in the range of 0◦ to

350◦C at Psat. Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 2000, 64, 2295–2307. [CrossRef]
115. Alexander, G.B.; Heston, W.M.; Iler, R.K. The Solubility of Amorphous Silica in Water. J. Phys. Chem. 1954, 58, 453–455. [CrossRef]
116. Woignier, T.; Primera, J.; Alaoui, A.; Etienne, P.; Despestis, F.; Calas-Etienne, S. Mechanical properties and brittle behavior of silica

aerogels. Gels 2015, 1, 256–275. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://doi.org/10.1557/PROC-73-225
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1151-2916.1990.tb05082.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3093(89)90029-X
http://doi.org/10.1081/DRT-120019055
http://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3093(95)00187-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(03)00510-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12877201
http://doi.org/10.4236/jbnb.2013.41003
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10971-018-4808-6
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2016.12.021
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10971-006-1505-7
http://doi.org/10.1051/jphyscol:1989403
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3093(97)00028-8
http://doi.org/10.2109/jcersj.97.203
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-7037(99)00426-3
http://doi.org/10.1021/j150516a002
http://doi.org/10.3390/gels1020256
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30674176

	Introduction 
	What Is Opal? 
	Water in Opals 
	Instability of Opals by Cracking 

	Materials and Methods 
	Results 
	Visual Examinations 
	Thermogravimetric Analysis (Air-Stored Samples) 
	Raman Spectroscopy 

	Discussion 
	Stress Resistance of Opal 
	Cracking Processes 
	Decrepitation 
	Drying Shrinkage 

	Practical Considerations 

	Conclusions 
	References

