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Elastic-Plastic Limit Load Analysis of Notched Specimen by the
Finite Element Method

Taik Soon Lee, Dong Sub Kim and Pyung Hwang

Abstract

Many papers have shown limit loads of v-notched tension specimens in plane stress by the
elastic-plastic finite element method.

But they are always higher than the theoretical maximum loads.

The present approach tries to find the reasons and formulates correction factor applicable to
any notch shape using virtual work principle with triangular elements.

The corrected limit loads are in good agreement with theoretical upper bound solutions and
they are little influenced by mesh size and specimen length, which make the computing time

save.
7l 2 M Be——— . {40} 9% T2 99
&t WY E, £4 WY E

Ar 18497 G A A 4
A, 134 shAe A o\ E A48E
a 134 wbd e g h. gt 942 o)
(Bl :A#4d4Y "yg& 34 [K]:724384
bbbt AAHN —HHE P A2 N 3add 99 s44
Cs P FAA T Ny 1 yargs
C, :EH O TEAA Py :frasdd 93 IF3a5
C. 1H 9 T4 Py A>T
€0 AP E YA JE 7. : 349
Cun Y g E vl A L )
(D] :ebgdatdle] Yy E P Ui 99
[Dr] &4 Ao Y-y E g4 Ve i34 ¥l 9l 8459 A4

oie 598, A3-¢H

*EEA, BEARE TR dB: :zA¥



380 ZEE-SEB-E B

1. % &

B AoV AT %o il ¥ EEEE
R fEESE ob-gEl HEH I KEtkE ;I
g ko et AYs] ke ek

TRl Hsyd = e REER, AR $2x=
A8 Sol B o EHOE WHEHC ¥
ol = qldle] HEE#pS] MMEESC Ashsldl BEE
Ayste A%t A g
ol 3t HiEwe K2EL FTs FEI Y4
BRI B/NgES RRBES REse BREES
T MBS Q2 olElT BAE BB EE T
Bt JEEEmiTl RT B x9o] AFH ] ek

B3] oxje] 7 Hillh2o) Slip line Bigo 2 o
S mirstg ok, o) Hkoz® xA9 Hikel
A ke] MRy 2ty A el A48 5 Al

e Bl ol 2@ EFEIEHY BER s
BEEITES shid HARERES BRI
A e et EEEEESST AR A LD 5
Al =Helw

Yamadal®%& ol2l gt Fikow V-x=3& sbxl B
ZPApREe] B BRTEMSNL o, 2 2 B
%hy EEME Hille #¥uc) vie 34 Jeigas 2
% Zienkiewicz®y Ml A BENMEEEE BAZ
#4d o2 Yamada 2 @yctxs F AxE dglon
o4 Hille et 2 32 vebdlgdch,

Knothe' & o) 2|3t RS ARERMIT R B
BEol A Bt Sz KA PRtz na ol
ol Ee BERKE A V-2 ZA+E ER
FEMmbTel] By 2 BRE A9k

& P A e £EBRY =2 & sH2 Hde]| PH
[EDREA el BBHEERERBR VS 3, 2
=3d] BEE 4+ Jdx FgoAld it BEREE
Aelel EEP e 2 #HR(bsld MITEEE BEYS
24 e BRHEES R

N

o

2. EAEH

2.1. EE B

wrEst BERAE dod BRG] dolvm o
ol 3 BYE BA e Bk A Pt 2t
A}, gzze o EMHERE Bt BREMS 4 #
RABRE REA H3e] 253 2-& BEL o+

1) #hie HHEH FHtel

2) Von Mises BpR#EHRE BT

3) 4Bk (incremental theory)g- AF&-3kct,

4) FEHzL A 3kA| o] Prandtl-Reuss B33 A
£t

2.2. HREXREW

(1) ®ikBE(shape function)

doel ERA BBl HiRe fERYHd #H
= A #uE g B mode = BREL F A
ot & BHARS o] A p)elAe (s, 0)E
2 e iR Jebde ofgd 2o

)= tvcen)”
=R ERA s ey

55

{51}}_[0 N:i 0 N; 0 Nk]ldviJ_LN:l {da} @
dy;
dvs

ol 7] 4

Ni=(a;+b:X+c:Y) /24

N;=(a;+b;X+c;Y)/2A

Ni=(as+b:X+¢:Y) /24 3)
a:=X;Y, —X.Y;, bi=Y;—Y., ¢:.=Xi—X;
a,-=X;.Y.~—X,-Y1, b,-ZYr—Y,-, C,'IX.'—XA
a=XY;~X;Y:, bh=Y:—Y;, e.=X,~X;

(i,j,k:1,2,8 permutation)
<, BRY SUEsHst SHE Bg Aeld o
#o} 2L wtA v e

0(d1)
de. 0x l
{da}:[de, ]: AU | @
ar 2(dv)_, a(du)
0x a0y

18 Rell X (@ KA.

du;
b: 0 b 0 b 0 Jd”‘l
(de) ={ J o rtBJ @) ®

0¢: 0 ¢; 0 ¢
lduh
dvy
2 Jr},

ci bi ¢; by cx s
X ()9 matrix (Bl BiEsh WiEe $oho] FA—
(3=
(2) #ERTREA
7h. MR
BRI B = e iR -2 Hook 9 EAl) ¢



= (Notch) & 714 RA-el BRERE ¢ B BR FHEFN 381

s

0i;=Cijntn 6)
o2 H3, o] & FHEEHME(plane stress) 2 Bl
Sl HAMe= YA Hesh 2k

{dox E 1 v 0 dex
da, 1= 1—1? it 1 10~v de, Q)
0 0 5 dr.,

dcsy
{do} =[D*]{des}
. EMEAEIR
W EIR A 2R 84S BEEYE B B
HEgEs B Ho vhid el FRA
de;;=dei +dei;? )
Wi 845 (det} & plastic potentiale] oj3)

Bgsh ol £ 4 ok
deP:h{%{f—}df %

g7 4 hx 29, WdE, loading history o] &%
3t wlel 4ol v
& (@) FEo)BomFE
{do) =[D<] (de?) =[D*] {de) — [ D] {de?) (10)
o] ByrE L & (109 % ()& A oh-&3) 2t

(do) =D71de) ~ DI [-LJar an
el WERHoE AT BEE st 22
awe= (o) (den =h o)7L far a2)

o) % MEESH MESHEES o FRSE O
sh 7o,

dWe={g) T (de*} =zde? as)
® (14 R UDE RAS hdf & R34
hdf = — O e 19

T af
{"} {W}
L7 FoREh
a8 T A ERER o sk EEhEe] 7] £7
H =

Hl:% (15)

2 39 & (15)E &R () RAs Von-Mises 3}
Bz74 f=7§ A4 hdf & T

_ KAk do
Taaf . {90' LI{ } s
ORES)
ol A (16)% & (1Dl Azl vl hdf & T3
W ohest 2o

hdf=

_ (3f/a0) (D] (de)
hif =g (aof Toa) FTD 110 T99) an

AN ~Gregarraar —C o

A ADE R QD4 KA

(e [D1(2f/30} (2f/39) 7L D]
(o) = (10T g o oo D 5e7) €9

Z {do)=[D*]de (18)
o2 & 4 gtk
Von Mises BREHRL o}43t 2
=L —0) 4 @m0+ (om0 )+
6(Tryt+Tyat 4 T2a2) =72 a9
ol & FHIA K (18)8] & HES FHEsIH [D7]
771& Jdebie ohg3 o

ox° SYM.
gy gyt @0
Ox'Txy Oy Txy Txy?

g7 A Sy=(H'+3G)3* o] e}
o}, BIE{FFI(stiffness matrix)
fEEe] il Hetd THgHER

#7 =1 el 96
(D*}=[D] 5

00:5,;+0B:i=0 @n
o SR

Ti:T:o'ijnj ; Cs ‘c}‘ (22)

U=U ; Cu A

£ @WEshe BAHde FEEE o3 2o
SDB.-auidtdxdyJ.—chT.-‘”du,-tds:SDa.-,-&s.-jdV (23)
R (23l % FifErel GRS RASH

(6F) = [BY"LD][Btdxdy (ds) (20
= dehdsh &
(3F} =[K}{dd) (25)

2 FEehw B TFi(stiffness matrix) [K1E ohe
s} ze},
[K)={ [BI[DIBltdxdy 26)
(3) TE B,

#® @e)NA EFR RAHETFIe) EileAw ol &%

st HEEREe BENETS 2 RIS ER
{dF}=[K]{do} & d=t.

W . BBERIEEY] Brebd WEE EHRoE fFAAA
% |5 Bk A odelA gE 2R fel] M
shed Aol B RE R of T

& {F)i={F} i+ ldF):

{6}i= {3} i1+ {dd}s
{o):i={o} i1+ {do}s @n
{e}i= (e} i-at {de) »



382 EREE-SREK F

SUy \[I‘VVV‘

Fig. 1 Discretization error
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Table 3 U-Notched tension specimen comparison
of numerical results
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Table 2 V-Notched tension specimen comparision
of numerical result
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