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A Study of Fatigue Strength Improvement Evaluation of Weld
Toe Grinding Technique using Structural Stress
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Fig. 1 Comparison of fatigue test results of as-welded
and toe-grinding
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Fig. 2 Finite element model of specimens
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Fig. 4 Structural stress calculation procedure for
through thickness fatigue crack
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Fig. 6 Correlation of all edge details with other
small details using the equivalent structural
stress range parameter
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