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Elastic-Plastic Fatigue Crack Growth and J Integral

Ji Ho Song, Il Hyun Kim, Kook Young Ahn and Young Jo Park

Abstract

Constant-load-amplitude fatigue crack growth tests were carried out on 5083-0 aluminum

alloy under elastic and elastic-plastic conditions. Crack length, crack closure and monotonic

fatigue deformation were measured by Kikukawa’s unloading elastic compliance monitoring

technique and elastic-plastic fatigue crack growth rates were analysed in terms of J integral.

Elastic-plastic fatigue crack growth rates can be well expressed by effective cyclic J integral

until general yielding occurs. Beyond general yielding, monotonic fatgue deformation becomes

significant and growth rates cannot be characterized by a single parameter of effective cyclic

J integral alone. However, introducing one more parameter, maximum J integral Jm.x to acco-

unt for the effect of monotonic fatigue deformation, can explain fatigue crack growth behavior

beyond general yielding.
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Table 1 Chemical composition (%) and mechanical properties

Yield Tensile [Elongation
Designation Cu Si Fe | Mn | Mg | Zn Cr | Ti Al | strength | strength
(kg/mm?) |(kg/mm*)| (%)
A-5083-0 | 0.043 0.086 0.22 | 0.48 | 4.66] 0.011] 0.16 | 0.024 Rest| 15.6 | 30.8 | 25.0

FolAzm geb. 2 REFHA MY it ESF B
FE& (low-cycle fatigue) el of 3k FEMo] .

EE Fo| l BHEERANA Y TIHBEES JHIE
&l g8 Aoz HET A-2 Dowling 3} Begley®
24, &3 Dowling-& A533B o] wldF —&EY H
et e B PHFES T TIEREESE, XA
HAIRH Bk BAlglel Fd ¥ (crack closure)H
B¢ EES HHEE JHSE An(f8, Dowling
£ AJEHE lvﬁi RStz -8 S8 & KE
Aroke R 2z geb obk 39 HERdAE, W
E—-TRRN FEE 2 FEMES &5 HKM
Fdo| #REI wel BET HERE HEe HAEx
= SMUIRFE E\inAY s A BHIEHARES
+ FEslT Y= HEel Y-k

v Bl el Ae AtiEfo 24 fEel F
odAE AS+E gol, WEEHTY HREBKE'E g
AE s o] AS 53 ME) H9 A BAEEe
— TSR (ol 2] o] Z#-E mE)d v #F
{Bolch. ool s WS PAWL, Garwood™® Fol
JES & R-MiEHESEe 2 RESD ¥ 3-
parameter & WS ERSY, FHTd iR
Joax® FEIE HEE A=d BEddz, BERIEC
F 3BT YRBRAAY 1 BEES HEstm I
a2 289 ABE KA AEHREE T A T
I lew REHEE RES /Aa T, EHST
AHEREEA dolAY BEHR FAdEl =gt
EEE Bunsle] glol, MERE TS BHRSTIER
of Wt 479 BRE FE Joad) HREZ B
Feardt HHe 94X %sm duh

JTES Bed 9% BugEsTImte T
W3 EAE S TAN EaA B RS e
A7l sh, 2 HESEREE HES & AL i
et

A S 5083-0M ¢ FuE A&l W —FEiRE
BT A B BENESTIERARS K
178k TS #Eo) 23 EBREETHI wsto H
F AR, 55 #42UB5 ¢ B —FAE
e FEREEA uie P8 B Aol

2. &M B REBA

R AR S407} 25mm Q) 5083-0 U EAS
HRZA, 30°Cold 1HR REEYRES Holoh,
2 kB RA 9 BRI ES Table 15} e},

AV "[ ;
| -
,_Be@ S} i glt: —
;’r - L
14 :[ ~oi 12

Fig. 1 Test specimen configuration

HE A& Fig. 13} & gHECT-Rhols, 2 Bl
Hm-e L-T Hgel vt

CT-RAd dg JESFozAs K HRdAds
Rice &9 iR 23+ ksl Merkle 3} Corten!®
o HhHe BEL EEY & TS HHS T U
% kel A7 HE|HETY JHI#L Fig. 29
2y WE-HEREMES A g 2ol B
s},

2
a7t fm
L.
N S Ey Bb
rOy ATFHRrer + o)
T

Aoer

Load P

n
Deflection A

Fig. 2 Determination of AJ from load versus
deflection curve

Rice %21 HEo] JHIME ATR:

8= (ampas=—fse. O
Merkle 5} Corten ] =-Fo] JHLME AJ*°

AJeo=—Re (.6t 7.6 @
o714

B : BT



28

b : AR BB RFEH (ligament) o] 24
b=w—a, w:RANIE a:TdA|(Fig.l 280
—2(+a) 2¢(1—2a—a?)

QA+e®) A+a%)?

8=(amerpad, go={b=madp

a={(B2) +2(5)+2f (1)
ol o},

Fd Y HLo] dold ARdl =, T Bi(open-
ing point)-& FEst] 2 SUBe] FE ) BoHEHE
o FRMEE 224, AR F] JESE A fa =
£ AJHe 7 deojAl.

= ER CT-FEid g K& ASTM o
ilﬁ)

Ve s Pe=

a
K= p(2+7)>m [0.886+4.64-2

BJ@@—{%

—13.52(2 ) +14.72( L) —5.6(2 ) }

& A B

®

3. REEE Y HBHZE

RBEEeAE MTSHE 1068 HEEA o B F5
R fAstg oH, REge BEEGRA A TR
SEERRS NRERRESTY KRERRE ¥
A w7k W wEHE + JES ek T RR =
T MERE—CHEETIAA EHE R=0.3 ¥ 0.50

P
/ oo
lL 1
0
Diff. A

(a)

0

KEHE-¢ - RBEE-HEM

ys Tad e 53 JES FERR A= &
KITES pnax=1t 2 2t 0.2 HEF}GH . HES o
HEe, JHES #ERABIAE 0.01~0.1Hz &, K&
{E3REe Al = 11Hz S 538 g o).

Fddo] 9 FIARIFKL, FHE FHA &
Kikukawa-Compliancey:!”1®-¢ 2o} & Fifsle] #H
Ak, chul BMERERD A Y JES FERBIAE T
HBosk BHS s FE—Z28( hysteresis 7} HE
2z Fig. 33} 22 ERE BRsd #HA R
BIEH R B3NA = BP0 M EuEe] 3l
onw Iz sled, R HES FIASEEA
T B FERBRN WE—28 hysteresisd] 4+
A e fhd TEARYBAR o BE Hile]
wHeEkAl "o}, Fig. 4(a)& dFg94de] ¥ TAd Y B
TR fE—HE hysteresis, (b= JRESI HH
F TiE—Z:3#r hysteresis & fflo] v}

Dynamic Strain Meter

Load Cett i T wy l
‘ [RecorcerI}t
N .
= Lz
1K
Dynamic Strain Meter L
Clipon Govge [t —
Recercer d;
'[B s 17
Y
= ]

Fig. 3 Circuit diagram for monitoring crack length
and crack closure and AJ

iy
0

/// / / // )
iy
// I
/

v

oy

i

i

Fig. 4 Load-differential displacement and load-displacement hystersis loops



BHkFESTIAERS TR 29

Fig. 5 = MBEGRA A ) ESTIEREES JK
e BEE AorA, Fig 5(a)d A& Rice %9
el 9% 7t AJRE Fig. 5(b)dj4l = Merkle 5+
corten o Fhfye] S FRstT e gk A/CEF
Atz gk 2ol e AKe) S8 BmY JEEE
KRBT RBERE W FRetd e + 9=
= Feh & RBEE 50830 TR T ALY HS, F

AKEBT (MR;/_
0 2 5w
[ als083-0 P;x ’
| 7 Test:R=03 o4 ]!
R=05 4 a (
107 KTest:R:oi [} - :: :
# N
! if |
J i L 8
CIRLE ST o
S ] o
2 R & |
E
- £
=< 10 = .
LA R g N
b
i
. B SO
10 ' ! ¢ - - : . l L
' P
: |
16° L ! L i
510 20 56 00 200

oK, JEAT (Kat/mom ?)

Fig. 5(a) da/dN as a function of AK or JE-AJ®
AKJESF(MPa /)

el 2 — 5 } 10 . 20

]

10" ——
A-5083 -0 oo I |

J Test 'R=03 o & i

R=05 a & .
(2l | K Test ®=03 © gy

|

I 5
10° ' 4 -

1

daaiN (mmy/cyc le)
) .&%Qb .
!
—t

I
|
[ T
: B

8
N
3

T
-
|

5 10 20 5
AK, /E AT (Kgi/mmz)

Fig. 5(b) da/dN as a function of AK or JE-AJ&¢

DHEREE S AKoL FE DNERRES TN A =
FETIE RS MBS woh, 54 MEEERANA 2 ¥
Bo| FHE A 4EM]+ BRI A o] T o
A E BAFE G L poax=1f9) A EHe B
2 A A g3 . BAFES] L Pnax
=2t 8 Aol ol RBAEEY WES) e B
EHl Ut A Stoll RBFEE BEE LA mﬂa}—
fEEel glol, EhLS BEe mEA} o, #
BHEEE Prax=1t 2] A2l H3l 28yo s 5’-%
BREE 9% Rice 59 ke g AJRY #&
ol Merkle sp Corten o] AJ¥-cof] 23 BIWE [hii
H omw, AJco] A% BEEREST AY NBEBERRK
BT da/dN ol AK BAfRO EEH b EstE
o) ke, AJRd] o BEERE 2o = ERR
Bl 22 Fon A9, JESTN st BhH
Bt Az gk olE % HS EERES T92Y
HEs ZEL APENBERRE 4Ka ¥ G%=S
o] JHEAIEL R BEY Fig. 6 A= ulastA = Je)
v, =3t Fig. 664 3 vhel zho] AJR o] &3t
B Z7F AJLCS) Apur FejHolHA, EEF
GHBEREFEA JdAs @hHy pEs Ehsin
24+ Merkles} Corten®) JHES3 BEHHHES HH
e Aol ulgkAlete e ¢ b Uvkh w4
BFell 4w Merkle st Corten®) JH4ztel 9%t #5
Rk B w Ravle stm, SEe] SRS AJvC

- R RTE Al s AJ = Fnskd (/R

2 g, Kets, BTGy MPadm)
2 § 19 ZQ 50

T A-5083 -0

; ax‘

3 Test :R=03 o ?.t
R=05 & a

16t K Test:R=03 o
R=z05 &

daidN {mmscycle)

S
5 10 20 50 100 200
AKege, VE A Tyt {Kgf/mm¥2)

Fig. 6(a) da/dN as a function of AK. or
VEAJRs



30 REE - - F ZEHR-MHRRE

2Kegr, VE 2 g (MPaVm)

i—2— 3 0 % 50
A-S083-0 poi :
J Test :R=03 8 & '
R=0.5 A A °
27 . K Test :R=03 © H
W R=05 & |- }g
§7
i s
L A
S R U o U,
N >
£ | aé i i
% 5 I é} ! |
3 - R
° !
eefj { o
l 8
15
o R S _
[ SR A -]
N
i
4
W 50 W0 208
AKe e VEAT S (Kgt/m nP2)
Fig. 6(b) da/dN as a function of AKes: or
JE-AJSC

Fig. 6(b)= F&] & 4 gl o], & Bk 5083-0
TRuEA4Y ASdE, EHESo| olv] HEH &
e A nhavixl 2 @y BHEE FREE
o, AKe #EAE Jelvdwd ENL R FEe
dold, MEERREGHTY TIEREES BFHED
BEREE JKud o3 A —F#PoR BREFH,
E3 o] PMABRRIELT da/dN o} AKe: o] BRtR
2 el ERY ERE R dlesdl o FEE
FIR A1) EEEERRS Bk BRele] Higs
o] MWEEFEIRNAY EHTIEBEET WERE—
ERE TN = —kie 2+ HREFo] JESMREA o
& XES 2 dutz & 7t doh 2y RRE
B Pnax=2t9 75, EBREES 280NoE w3
=3 REER/ BEe: BFEE ERe F99d
e 2HEY ALdE 22 dol, FHPEE] JE
518 Ak o 2 EBEES 5528w vebd F ¢
oE e ¢ Frb Yok ot BRAHE] £ AE
dx FARYHLE FHR 2 ARERY E493
< o W

Fig. 72 #4999 H(crack opening ratio) U(—

prbo p,: FI4UKAE, Fie. 2 BH)9

HHEDRERGERIE AKa = BHREEo) JHESIE
VE AJus o) w25 8#BEE vebdl Aolvh, /BB
RIEHETY Usb AKes FEEST 1 AKat 7l ¥
A998 0.6 455 oz Bu AKucrl & A9

10 —
e [ mﬁﬁww |
o € . ) oy
ek | B @Rl
> 081 - S —a e - —
&ED? S0 % | I 1
1 ficiz
S s, i T ASB3 0
© o0 i ! ‘I? i3
" o : ; T Test:R=03 @ o
g : e T = A A
g . ‘ tl ok Test:rRe=8§ o
;"D)_ el - - — ;__,l‘ l i R:l().‘Sl A1 1
1 ' \
00 I L I l L ": .
1 0 EY % W 1o

AKes, VATefFE (Kgf /mm¥2)

Fig. 7 Varation of crack opening ratio U/ with

AKets or W/AJei-E

a - ]
! A5083 - 0

. Tmax AJe¢f Pmax R
. v v o1ty
i A oA 03
0t : e <] 1t
2 tle 2105

Jmax , AJege (Kge/ mm)

07 075

a/v
Fig. 8 Variation of Jmax and AJeir with crack
length fraction a/W

0.9 131 z7h=] HeEly W& #gel A4 b=
o fe, EBREETAAE Us Ao, I R,
BATIE prmaxoll A9 BAfRElel 0.9 Bl kS &8 ghol
=, JEBEREET ks 2Bz F9=Y
Bigol FHA F&E ¢ 7 gleth

Fig. 8 & H#jHEol = %o g el RE=E —FA
FSE-E TS B HEP Het Jna 8 B
o2 FESNS, L Jnx s TEAold w2E BHEE
vetd Aoz, a¥dE A s BEHE A R
3 gl Fhdold wRE Alu o Bbrl FHES
=7 BRERH ° %ﬁ;’éﬁ’JOi gy o mdl, Joad

B{be BAWE] % pmaﬁzu Aeol e ex
B =25, BAMEY 2L pna=1t e FFoE T

o] o] LR Aol ?ﬁ%&i?ﬂ A ek, Jnax 8 Aot
o Wt kfEtkel AAAE BAWEY =14 =t



ga/dN (mm /cycle)

BB S T R T RS 31

Bl Zeh, BAMEO] 2L pua=1tY
At 8] Fohol BIGRS o] fmxt 2 =5 2 st
A FE—& u} K, HXFEe] B puax=24 7
SollE Al 7F & RENMH R=0.39 Jmex7t R=0.5
9 Jmax BEl =27 4 BMESL A, o] & 8f HEo| =¥
o] = (cyclic creep)H o] FEsHAl veltzn ok &
3] Fig. 8 %) Juax &) 25} Fig. 6(0)9) AJere=(AT5if
dl 3 BBREAERE g 2w, Joa ] Bt
AW Josx>1,0kgf/mm o] FES FEEIT Al ol
g% EEREREAA ZEo= BISE @Rl 3l
& ¢ F7 g

A7A, Joex 7t Einstd HIE Eo] HETETH
Jeo S} 22 BRI BEEESC] ETE TAMBEE
A mERAvhn 4aee, Azd A/ (1-L2x)s

72+ parameter & ZAst] HEBEGRGTY RBER
& FEEs Fig. 99 2o "t 714 #MEEHC

o‘r‘oﬂt’

AT et £ (Mpa.
A Kesf, \/ J'ma ( aym)
§ 20 50
10 _'. B i | "
5083-0 pmax
1t 2t
J Test:R=03 o o |
R=05 4 ax }y | o
‘R= ’ [ oY
| K TestiRz03 |l B

10 R=0.5

: T
o

B
Y ol r=0.98
] | g
10 } | .
N —
o F
| P
| q |
5 Fo | ;
107 ¢ - -
. |
| l
10" ‘ }
5 10 20 50 100 200
AKeys, [AT efF 22
ff 1_1%(1 £ {Kggymm)
Fig. 8 da/dN plots against / __AL;L-.E
ST

£ RBES 9= F c=12kef/mm(JEFRL)E
Az vt RBEERE EHL, BAREY =274 W
gl 24 B REMEANA o) ERME
£ o] 2z gleh o2 X WEHEHTAN —HAEs
o) EESA Emte A=, olF /uxd ¥
fes EjEshd BEMENG T HEREES JRS BE
d o8 LBE —#HNoR FEL F Avke AL
& 571 ek
BEEEETY BESTIEREEE

B G e ]
_,12______ @
=1.40><10'3(1/___A_{;_“_.E) {
1=
9l 7ol FERHol, 5B 1.41(AK.« B ERE 2.8

NFMEREETS da/dN>10"mm/cycle o EEHRS
ol ol @ BAKao] F3hed 2.2) nobe LT 2
o] glovk, SREE FRS FBGEATY T8
B A9 2747 HEHN D dE 12177
Bo o) fa Ak A% gt H o,

5 % B

5.1. E&0| JHEy FESE

Fig. 5 ¥ Fig. 6 o] 4 #f%3 #lel 7], Rice &9
HEEW o8 HEo| JHHT FHe BPFECT
=& fEel gl

aleba] CT-g K& (st HBEELS T 3 ERERE
2 JBS e & #FESE € Apdw, HE
JEG EHe RFIBHEYE (igament)e] e
¥EL EEsa /,1'16 R (@9 2 Merkle:ﬂr Corten
9 FER = ol E o HEIA & F X (@4
FEileke] 1 Ev&% #Ase Clarke ¢ Landesﬁl E
ER & F s A o] vpgkAste}. Clarke o Landes
o) FEES 5tEC) fFEstd ASTM Jie BBESN=
fFRE D glou, a/W<0,5 5@ 4 Merkle s Cor-
ten Kol W& ET FHES ETHe HAS 3B
T2 glo]™ K WA A = HES Hks A
a8y T HEY ZREe A% A2 Fo] ¥iHeh

5.2. BEMEEHMML| EAHie 2

—fi o = NIRRT ES T EREES
Fig. 5ell4 R vie} o], AK 9| Bl A& EIHL
o) pEs vy, I B EREES ¥ HRd
A Egeln HEEEZT @MESE Folxw Ao ¥



32 KEE - - ZHE-HEMH

Foleh. o] R-2 FIEIA = Wk AT
= BRI o3 BRI AR HEes,
welhd KPEBRR =t 2EEREG T = BOk
o] g Al vl g Aol —WAyeld, KW
28] Fig. 58] puux=1t9 #HE =t AF73] &S
29 ELHS S 2 BMEs e BT
HEFERESH ) o & AwAlsln glvlh. =3 Mk
2o gESY e Fig 604 uni uhel o] o
DAFRS ZEsE A BRI Aol Llelvh 2
1} Fig. 5ell4 3% vle} zbo] HATE] 2 Pmax
=2t 8 REFEBE —RENLS g8 Jelvx
Jgrtnz & 71 ole], 919 fFagale RS PE
b 5z o, ol i HERERY @R TI9Y
WS ZES Fig. 69 29 = 291 2 et Jmax
2 B3 Fig. 9ollA e A9 WESE Aoz xol,
[ENLS] FEolely] Mobe % BAMEN 43 —
FiELepe BEos A Ao HEMY A
olct. Wby AEEBRREHETS FIEREES o
AL EHLY B8 eA ¥k Aoz A3
of Foul, 4l RANES BE BEIAE —FHE
BEHBY BBt BT LE/L doh

5.3. —AM ESEM0| EREEN nXl=
-2

Fig. 6 2 Fig. 844 £HF FRT whsf Zel, |K
TE HERY Pol —HREAEYe B 4
74l BERERAAY T EREES Fd2Y
Bas ZEDT BN F] JHHE Aol 8] 4 %
BWEY, o] 798 FABBEES) HLHSF) JHL
Eel BAfRE A NNEERREETY Bfe ERR
kel Yot AT ot —JHi HEEMC] BFE
Al e Ao RE Jaaxd 27 Y FIAo]d
w2 bl &Rl A9, HEBARe SERRES
2w BFESA He FoldE AAlch ol 2L o] &
8} AJee o) HAGEEA WA CT-RA 9 BEEE
o] ZEFER= Wik (plastic collapse)fFiEe] R
FEE Hrte E2HE HHEHBRDI Qe Bk
BWE P BELE HEE ERMEEEREe BREs
MBS MR HBHE e 2 e clhgal o] defAlep?

pnz[—(1+%)+{2+2(%)’ﬂa,-3.W )

A4 oy & M) BREDCI o & RBRA glol A
BATES] pmax=1t 4 264 75 WEEPHEREN 2
it FdAdole &% a/W=0.60 2 0.457} o}

© Fig. 8ol Jnax 7} &MBE FLHOlE puax=11 Y

A9 %::O.GZH;EO]U:], Dmex=2t 4 A+ AR

: @(%>0. 48)i % (5)d] 3t 2HBREER EFI A

olsl A8 —Feta Yuh. ol e REIol Wk
Rl =~ REel BEeSA Ha Kb
Fo] JRAvbo 2E WK BHTS HEEEE FH
g AL € b Ash wEkA B 2ol
TR BARRAA A= BHES #1459 v
Wtz 2ARRTES BAMNESR 4F4shy =
W, BRARES 9& 4$dx Fig. 944 2E nps)
ol —HAESEY-E K MY ik =t
Juax o) HRBZR FESA, o] Jmex o) FAEBEEEC
HAE HET K RS 2ol Bt ETHAL
2 Egshd B gETd EREES JRS Ead
o] o BE —#Mo s BIEY U1 9ok ey
Fig. 9 o] REBREAE FMe) et 2 R (@6l 91
AT Juax o] 2 @EA EF BAFE, Joux o
2 il Ae EF BNFEF 32 e FRE 2
o, S8 W delete] THA A —FHrEgEsn
Bl FEHEL v R3] EREE At 2 B8
8 BRI B AE R B LRt
47 et.

6. & @

5083-0 & Fu| T EH &S HHY —EIRIBHETANA
BT ERAR S 2RERRE 263 ¥ FHik
HAA WAk, JHES A% HEREERE st
BEgch olelAl BEES Eiydwl o273 v

D CT-HBakol sat s o) JHS FEN gl A
£ Rice £9 HEe BIFHE7T % @Ml gom
= Whe e EES HEHAES FR%E Ao
u}gha) sho},

2) BHEGe] BEie s = AR M
B ol 2EMBAMEITY 72 -3 HE IR
Tl = WK FETd EBREE: T4 TYBHE
EREY HEEFel JTESA o8 & BB, RAT
Bo| Fol 2FWAERFTEL Lo] Swd — ks
FESA veld S Fo) JEsles: TAHBEE
£ FEZ 7 gk

3 RBhel 2EERE 4Pl E —HaELEY
% Jmexd] HRBR FENA, /oo TIEREE)
oA BB ke ETHReE EE, &AH
o] T WEMMELTIAE ERBEES B2 i



B STIERS TR 33

Bl A BPHESTIEREES SRS AH
o mRBE —#Fio 2 FEE w7

2 E X’

Q) ®5E, “gEhBe BHR(I)", KEEPREYE
£#20%, 658, p.451, 1980.

(2) J.R. Rice, “A Path Independent Integral and the
Approximate Analysis of Strain Concentration
by Notches and Cracks”, J. of Appl. Mech.,
Trans. of ASME, E, Vol. 35 pp.379~386,
1968.

(3) N.E. Dowling and J.A. Begley, “Fatigue Crack
Growth During Gross Plasticity and the J-Inte-
gral”, ASTM STP 590, pp.82~103, 1976.

(4) N.E. Dowling, “Geometry Effects and the J-In-
tegral Approach to Elastic-Plastic Fatigue Crack
Growth”, ASTM STP 601, pp.19~32, 1976.

(5) N.E. Dowling, “Crack Growth During Low-Cycle
Fatigue of Smooth Axial Specimens”, ASTM
STP 637, pp.97~121, 1977.

(6) J.C. Radon, C.M. Branco and L.E. Culver, “Creep
in Low Endurrance Fatigue of Mild Steel”, Int.
J. of Fracture, Vol. 13, pp.595~610, 1977.

(7 K. Sadananda and P. Shahinian. “A Fracture
Mechanics Approach to High Temperature Fa-
tigue Crack Growth in Udimet 700", Engng.
Fract. Mech., Vol. 11, pp.73—86, 1979.

(8) D.F. Mowbray, “Use of a Compact-Type Strip
Specimen for Fatigue Crack Growth Rate Test-
ing in the High-Rate Regime”, ASTM STP 668,
pp. 736—752, 1979.

(9 S. Taira, R. Ohtani and T. Komatsu, “Applica-
tion of J-Integral to High-Temperature Crack
Propagation, Part [ -Fatigue Crack Propaga-
tion”, J. of Engng. Mat. and Tech., Trans. of
ASME, H, Vol. 101, pp.162—167, 1979.

(10) K. Sadananda and P. Shahinian, “Elastic-Platic
Fracture Mechanics for High-Temperature Fati-
gue Crack Growth”, ASTM STP 700, pp.152—
163, 1980.

A1) BH, WH, Md, “2ERKNREBCET 5HRE
SR O JBOTIE L EY EREI~DER,
Vol. 31, pp.810—816, 1982,

A2) =&, IE, “J-BHor s s RESEECHE",
¥, Vol. 27, pp.767—772, 1978,

(13) S.J. Garwood, J.N. Robinson and C.E. Turner,
“The Measurement of Crack of Crack Growth
Resistance Curves (R-Curves) Using the J In-
tegral”, Int. J. of Fracture, Vol. 11, pp.528—
530, 1975.

(14) I.R. Rice, P.C. Paris and J.G. Merkle, “Some
Further Results of J-Integral Analysis and Est-
imates, ASTM STP 536, pp.231—245, 1973.

(15) J.G. Merkle and H.T. Corten “A J Integral
Analysis for the Compact Specimen, Considering
Axial Force as Well as Bending Effects”, J. of
Press, Vess. Tech.,, Trans. of ASME, ]J. Vol
96, pp.286—292, 1974.

(16) ASTM Designation: E647-81 Standard Test Me-
thod for CONSTANT-LOAD-AMPLITUDE FA-
TIGUE CRACK GROWTH RATES ABOVE
10-*m/CYCLE.

(17) FKEE, &—&, FHE, “2017-T3¢2r 544
o ESRHEES GREIIEG", KBRREE
S, B4, 2%, pp.47—53, 1980.

(18) HEttsE, MEZ, FMEM, KA, WROES P
TR TS B TIERS) F92YEE”
KEEWEBE 1981 £F HESMAGRIDEE,
pp. 85—90, 1981.

(19) 7, Beh, DI, “FEM R X OREEREHFTTO
P4 X ZUHT A, #1%, Vol. 26, pp. 93-98, 1977.

(20) mrb, BH, & “EREMOES 2AEMTC R
FTHROTAOHFE", ¥k, Vol 28, pp.497—503,
1979.

(21) J.S.Huang and R.M.Pelloux, “Low Cycle Fatigue
Crack Propagation in Hastelloy-X at 25 and 760°
C, Metall. Trans. A, Vol. 11A, pp.899—904,
1980.

(22) 0. Vardar, “Fatigue Crack Propagation Beyond
General Yield”, J. of Engng. Mat. and Tech,,
Trans. of ASME, H, Vol. 104, pp.192—199,
1982.

(23) B, M, fE, Wi, BBt X oREER
P F & OEY I RO BREHE", MR,
Vol. 81, pp.566—572, 1982.

(24) G.A. Clarke and J.D. Landes, Evaluation of the
] Integral for the Compact Specimen, J. of
Testing and Evaluation, Vol. 7, pp.264—269,
1979.

(25) ASTM Designation: E813-81, Standard Test for
Jic, A MEASURE OF FRACTURE TOUGHN-

ESS



