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—A Study on Plastic Behaviour of Cruciform Welding

Joint with Variation of Contour—

Dong-Suk Um* « Byoung-Yoon Kang**

Abstract

In this paper, plastic behavior and plastic strength of cruciform fillet welded joint under tension

is investigated by finite element method.

Attension is focussed, in particular, on the effect of geometry of fillet weld including its contour,

size and penetration,

And the approximate analysis of welded joint have been carried out from a simple model cons-

tructed by three zone, ie, base metal, heat affected zone, and weld metal.
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