RAog RuHE3 Joh. 53] lift cary HAYREFolg & F Yt JUd &

o A% Aoz A3t ol—’% ALRatA] REOEN ALFTA F71 &5 duE

Axn o E=d APAne AP474A WEstn Aok A lift care

VA e = a@%usl AAAN T4 AHBRZE Y8l vf S FQ3c)

lift car W59 JUA 3 22 §52 AIREHE 7|4 FREL AHE7)

FdA g 95t AlgsFExAdA TS IXEE AA

7% oﬂ A AHEFE el gge] #HHI Y BiEL

qew, oz °1'<s}°:1 JUd & 8 - B 71 FA AR A 3719 A

o] of7|d ¥ ot} lift car°l F2goz g AFA ubA ofrjAlF shsAde]l QL

o} oot 3 AFEME HAE lift card GAALTLAGLE st AEFH, #YH FH

oA HAAZS 73}, ¢tAfes e FRYTH, AJ7E 43 F7HA 7len s

735 g A7t A[/EY? o)kl lift carol] WE A BE AFH AFE
ujnj g Aot}

A2 Fa7t FrbEln DEAEA AEHE lift car FRE URel B Aol 24
BT E
B

b, B dFE lift card] JUA Fo Ui A=23=e d=2s98S Hrhetr] Hs)
o JAFY IAZAYH A2dE ALY L T IEFFE 54U
2. A4 Uy

2-1. Ax % Agd

B @AFo 28" MEE UL Fo AHEE AMEY YT SMACEAN HAY ¢
X 4& Fig. 13 23 o9 83t a5 7143 44& Table 13 Table 29 Zth.

Fig. 2& 923 5E H73sl7] sl nx SATECAIS] R.R.Moore type?] 20in.lbs
to 200in-lbs &< FHFY HZ AlPriolH, Fig. 32 AT Y = APHo|o,
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Fig. 4& HZ0E AAAFG A1 &3 g2 A7) o|H Fig. 5, Fig. 6& o3A4 2
sNagd A Agd A4® CTAEHo2AM ASTM E399-90® % ASTM E
647-93“el) we} A)Askedct.

NgBe AAWFe FLH WPl N2 £33 [-T Wolth.

Table 1. Chemical composition of test material(wt%)

Material C Si Mn P S
SM45C 0.47 0.20 0.74 0.01 0.18
Table 2. Mechanical properties of test material
Yield strength | Yield strength Elongation Hardness
342 MPa 610 MPa 23.0 % 170 Hg
% : 1 B il o 1 K
womssn T o208 l
18 % % ¥
Al -~
2 rAl 5_! 49 L [ g 3 (
(a) (b)

Fig. 1. Dimension of pinion shaft

83 28 AFH

IAPER Qa0 o

IR )

g mm

Fig. 2. Rotary Bending Fatigue test Fig. 3. The specimen for rotary

equipment bending test
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Fatque vracx growlh rate
I EG7-95 | et om |
|
J

Fig. 4. Fatigue test equipment Fig. 5. The specimen for fracture toughness

Fig. 6. The specimen for crack propagation test

2-2. JAFIRAZA Y

AU Fo FdLA+E 2 olo o o] & Frisly] et HEA 4
05mm, 1.0mme FEWNFE ZE =3 153 AlgHE gAdez ASTM E 399-
900 wet LA 3 AFEI 2 A8 (rotary bending fatigue tester)E A AE .
AYFFE 10,000rpme A8

Wy ok
X8

N
st
L

2-3. #I A3 H
Fgo] EAE BF A5 IdAAFEE dele HARMFE FIAIHAKLE
ASTM E399-90°] w& % 50.8mm, 254mm<e CT¥ AEUE o= 34 o 4
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2 +Y5uTh T2 PW AYE A7AY Fojol YolA FHAY Kok Tl 4
M= H7t H}

Ko = (BW,Z )f(a/W) (1)
A7NA, Aa/We a/ Wl dold, Py dA stF5dkold 3 B we A8H
o] FAg L omgel zzlz, A (Do) 9Jdte] 43 Ky gtol 53 BHdad
g $9AY Kb 7] AaiME 4 (9 2ol nEH ol @t
)2 ®)

714 g FEZel(crack length)el® o, A8 FE 7} =(yielding stress)o]th.

B. a>9. 5((7
ys

2-4. NEFFAAAE
A2 FFAAANE L A2 th7] FolA 10ton & FFA IR HZA|F7)o vlo]a
2 AFEHE AL AoJAAHS TAsT ASTM E647-939) Wl dHRNE 31%F 3}
A PatHct. ALeF L I 2FHolAA FEHLY §Ho] A} ESF Table
33 Zo] Ao

Table. 3. Loading Conditions

Thickness, B(mm) 12.7

Maximu Load, Pmax (kN) 9.345

Stress Ratio, R 0.1

Frquency, f(Hz) 8

Wave form sine
TEHolY ZAHL AFNURE ¥ Y vE€ZolE A FH 2 HAM A&
Koz &A% ¢ e P Egold2(compliance method)& o|&3stR o, Lo}

0lmm Z71% wulch AlGelolHE AFH AFHoZ 7 Sahgnh

3. 494% 4 13

3-1. FELAFH

AA stFste sesEe Fot
YHAZ3e w2 W
sl F7he SM45Ce 6

o A, olel #HE vu E HEFHY] A=
)¢ F a3ttt Fig. 72 3ATY FJZAH

%
Az
9 249¢ dehd ot
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= —

SM45C smooth specimen  R=- SM45C. notched specimen(r=1mm)

o=342MPa 1000 - 1000 SM45C. notched specimen(=0.5mm)

o= 10MPa
~ L] —
w | @ . ) L
g 1000 % % . » E -
E I = = ',
& £ E 100 b g 100 P
- . B E B E
'—’g C te — = £ R=1 'E. g
- e r
5 F 5 L g=34MPa < I o=342MPa
P GbloMPa b om6i0MPa
100 1 IXIIII]' 1 IIIIHII L |lllllll o 11]n l“ 1 lllllllL iJlIIHII 1 Allllul Lty 10 L llllllll L ]IIIIIII 1 IIllIIII 114
10' 10 10° 10 10 10 10 10 10 1w 10' 10 10 1 10°
Cycles to failure, N Cycles to failure, N Cycles to failure, N
(a) (b) ()

Fig. 7. The S-N curves
2PN g5 UKo HEAN 2 ZTEWNH 1.0mm ¥ 050mm =X A FRIEZE
ztz} 322.93MPa, 169.65MPa % 91.45MPa2 H7IE At o258 E Alg#Ho w=x71 &
At P24y 9 225 53 f2dse X3 g ¢ F Ut B3 3
o FE WA AEFE F GIENATE IHRIGEE FA3 ASJEE & 5 AUk

3-2. JY A &9} 723 (fatigue limit) H 7}t
AU ZFo 7teiAle 28§88 L Tt FxREO FIFIE FE
AN E YA F9 S22t as Uil'EJr/ﬂ 2 dFdAE HUd Fo ALE
HE SM45C 71AI T2 E @4a7e] tid IAHFYAZAEE T ol HEIEE
T YUY 48 EF APHL Tt FREY IZIEE HUksty] AslME
A5 P size effect) 5-& ok a7 ol thgel oz 89 &+ Yor.©

Olim = 0 tim, spec X Cize X Cioud X Corerf *** (5)
A7 04 Oiim g AE HAUD FI AF ZEAPAY FHEIPEoH EF
Cier Cia L Coe 247 X5 &3 359 e € Zd U529 43S el
e Agoltt WA AF axE Jellle Cg.ol dsh AdEd ogn 2o,
Aze Hzayes &332 Add(flaw)e] dsALo 2 DAstE AoZA 2
A 23 Rl A 744 o¢ A2 s vt SASA "ok wA ol d 4¢ A2
e FAe Ryt F5E EAY 7teAol FolAA HW olR Ao RIrt &
AT E B e %Ei“.q]/\i vzag7t 248 A At olejd AFaHRE Ay o
T2 57 oo vt oen o2 nsr] 9 &9 A ¥ (empirical equation)®

o] AH&HI Yt
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o 1.0 if d < 8mm
Coae [ 1.18947%%" i 8mm< d< 250mm} )

q71M de 29 AFozM E AFNAME section D EXHS A% & 22t 55mm
2 50mmE AARsAY. FH JNAFIYIAZANYE Tt T FJRE=E FUE
(axia) =& Ago] W P2z Aol 97t Aot ol d A Fde HA
© ¢ & (maximum shear stress criterion)%9 z}% 3<& o] 2 (failure theory)& ©]-&3t
olg WaaA Hu BE g Ag ojgarp

Oum (axial) = 0.7050;, (bending) (7

Tyim (torsion) = 0.5770y, (bending) (8
T3 FREY H23dxsE EH A= EF(scratch), S FH(pits) R 71A
&% (machining mark)ell 23] ZA d&& Bk Cupv 018 EUREY 9%
YetUlE AlFEAM SM45Ce] ¢+ diEk 0852 HrhEth

-HN'

<
Table. 3. Fatigue limit at section D and E of IjU % (unit:MPa)
Section D Section E
Notch radius(r) O, O
=00 22012 223.31
r=1.0mm 115.63 117.32
r=0.5mm 62.34 63.24
Table. 32 Z A¥PH FH2Fxe EEAEARES 5 FxEY 2RIz E Hrtst
7] 8 HEHE A 9% AAE ¢ JEA 2L FE B r=1.0mm, r=05mm¢e!

JUd Fol We N2ITE YET ok

3-3. FAUY 2 #EAAFE

3-3-1. %3 ¢l A (fracture toughness)

BAJIA S o e FEREY AFAE UedS HEolBE od Ui Hite
Z2309 Fig. 8¢ MUY NS st FPd SMASCol F BA sF-A 9
MEE Vel Rojt
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60 - 60 60
VN
F P
00— ¢ 50 |- (o s b—
G
0 - 0 - P
— L = L =
éw — ésu - ém -
g L g 3
Sa L 220 & 20 (-
- K765 MPum'* r K.271.4) MPam'® o K=73.69 MPam'?
- .
w |- ©  Experimental data 10— s B ental data [ = < Experimental duta
L -~ - Secant line(5%) L —— Secant line(5%) L —— Secant line(5%)
0 ' s i R 0 PR S Whva oo st sty ot o P
00 01 62 03 04 05 06 00 0l 02 03 04 05 00 6l 02 03 04 05
Displacement (mm) Displacement {mm) Displacement (mm)
(a) (b) | (© |

1
Fig. 8. Force vs displacement curve

agellA SM45Ce] atF-A9 AEE Type 9 44E Yeldle ROZ, ole] P,
gol 4 (D9 A AYFoZ Pogto2 Aslm, o|ZRE 4 (2 K& AAst
o FAAY K& TaATh Table. 42 ol ZAdojr},

Table. 4. Fracture toughness of SM45C

specimen 1 | specimen 2 | specimen 3 average
K¢ (MPavm) 76.54 71.41 73.69 73.88

3-3-2. N2FLVAAS
H2ELAISE} Y e 2= (el S2TIAAAYE £Yss Fig 9
= 299 27 o N2aFe BAE Yed 2N FHo2A 3YelM A A AY
de N2 % §A% ATE Uiz dom ot & A%el HITE waFa 3

S oo
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Fig. 9. a-N curves
Fig. 102 ol8id =2 dAdAAFL Bt WEs Jehdr] dsfiAds 44
T TETES JEE do/dNT 74 Hdd9 $HEHE BAY £ e
Al 4 9l (stress intensity factor range, 4K)ol tidted vebd Aot

oo o
ol
N

P
Ee)

o1 XTI (XTI~
E daay-ak curve E e dy.ak curve E du dr-ak curve
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- R0t F R0 Loaooa
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Fig. 10. da/dN-AK curves
F ARl A 7tx APAHY da/dN— 4KZHL& N2 dAsz 9l
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Table. 5. Material constants, C and m

specimen 1 | specimen 2 | specimen 3 average
C 5.45E-09 4,98E-09 5.29E-09 5.24E-09
m 3.024 3.054 3.043 3.040

3-3-3. ¥&EFH H7L
Jole] ol AT W AF FunAg 453718 dulste BEFYL A 98
FEA ol Tl doto] HEFo2AN 7T 5 Ao
N A S
N= [ AR (10)
A7 a;% e A7 27] ddZol R AF FIHEE dvlEy 27 FEHI

;e W3 A 52 okl 238 #IUolE Judn HF FILol: F

ZEo| 9A HIEHE HA$o FIEZoZA 4 (11)g o] gHIUASF HY ¢ I
g g2 HE £ F Ao
K, 71
as= '}?[ Gf(af)] (1D

714 Aa) e B EAA S (shape correction factor)o]tt.
B 4 (99 (1008 T3ty REFHE dZ37) HMe Kol tig @A Ao 3
g3 B A3 JYd E3 Zo] B ¥4 AT 382 (finite
element method) §< 534 & Hrislof A% 334 49 IYA F
AL wf$ P, WM B AFdAE JAUA 29 FA € dF2AF FAS T
ZEd Wd Ko BAAS #ngae Soto Fagoh 4 122 2o o
Aot}

- 4l T

2 3 4 5

N
A7 cE 74z o WAL uEy bt oA TEHN(b=c—a)E W R
ok 718 FEANMC U dE FYEZAE M 4 (100~(12)& ol &3 U9
#FEZdol7t 2AHNE W FAUA Fo] &d HAF 7R JIEFFE TE F A
t}. Fig. 11& ol49 #AAE Eslod F3 Section DS} EdlA Y g— N AXBE Yed

2
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Aol Fig. 12& o2 XE T3 F&EFHE Ueld Aol
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Fig. 11. Predicted a-N curves
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Fig. 12. Predicted residual life
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