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A Study for Fatigue Strength Evaluation of Longi-web Connection
using Structural Stress Method
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Fig. 1 Dimension of test specimen

Table. 1 Welding condition

Electric current 270 ~ 280 A
Voltage 30731V
‘ Speed 30 ~ 50 {cm/min)
The amount of | ) ~ 4 74 (K]/mm)
heat input
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Fig. 6 S-N curve using equivalent structural stress
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