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A Benchmark study on the reference stress
for fatigue assessment of welded structures
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Fig.l The estimation method of the Hot-Spot
Stress by measuring strain
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Fig.2 Specimen configuration (Type-A)

Fig.3(b) Specimen configuration (Type-C)

Fig. 2& ¥23 Aod AM#e] 82 Fyol

£

1

ot KWS 2004-Autumn

t}. Fig. 3(a)& AAlgo] IR Fig. 3(bs
gurgro @ Bojgly: FHE Leg-lengthe] Zo]
= 2zt 5Smmolt}. Fig. 39 A g#o zzk A3
5¢ te A9 598 S e F A
Z A HSSEE Tt dZel Ad
Aol taiA ANSYSE o] &3t frgtahaH
Fatga, FELLHAE AT RIHAA
820 @YlE BEAY vE o]&F X4
0.5¢x0.5t 849 AV|E WAFsEA AHE
3, £4F 8 208F 849 Solides ¥ 4, 8%
Shellg. 28 AHg3tgoh =g A9 Ay
zneste] 1/29] REFste HA L YA
£HFo] dAHEE SHEFRAAM &Y
=4d 2 o)A 15Smme smmA LR 2
gelAelE st Wy s AFsArh

3000kgfe] 21483 700kgfe FHINFE 8
FzxAocg AEsgd.

fr

1L e wl

ft

3.1 0w 34

04t it

i
|

P
P
I
\‘

4l

Figd4 The estimation method of the structural
Hot-Spot Stress by FEM analysis (ITW)
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Type 1. Iikka Poutiainen, Pasi Tanskanen, Gary Marquis,
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