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Residual Stress & Fatigue strength in Welded Ship Structure
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AF/ddhFFY
(F) /19593 A /2 a2
Z9 HXYAF L 5
28y

1. M 8

Tz SHHFRAE AR FESY A7)9)
LAHZFLHo| HAFHT, o] FFITH FefdlA
= $9n (HAL/AUSH) o dFol A9 ®l
T Aol dAAE &Fx19 H2AHPHAHREF
B oA doh?

olg} BHlA, §HFZ AAGAANMNE 2
7] £3AFLHo] a2 FHT 2YAHYHY
AR NEZsE Aee zAY AR RE =5
ﬁliéﬁwi(s N M) & ol&, WEszd 9

LT YL EXTHOZ JAELY FHH
%HE— T3 HEREE HEE Ao YNt o
th 27 E A d Tz ASE ol # A
doz da7s Prie Fystgonyty, duty

1 §4 £+ Y £HF2ERE 2, 89
N2 T AsF ol 23 SHAFZL I
g gtete O $YPAEE R A9E] Ath
ag s, AdEd s FHHGRA 9FeHE
WA T BtFo|H S we A, EVIEHIZF

$8 e 433 Astd ez Yzdn.

B QATANE QAL FEHE I5F o
'E“Ml g Ase SULFSAREY ol B
SHREE 712 43 F5F $HPYRY 9

E%EE AEST.

2. 8MIFSH £E Y
mzzzole| 8

2 25320 I5F AR SHAY G
Toﬂ}ﬂ“ 7e gEgHo gty 27 4H3TF
SHo] EAF. o] 2VEFHAFEHo| A=F
Lo ulAe Gl BN E AS7HA B2 21
71 Hef gloy, oldE die F2 27]|8HT
F890] adE FoldE HHdA HE2iHFS
W ALE s Ayeld ey, AF F5
2 FzdA At Ax F FYAE 59 A3
o 93 <3eHE FEse lFolHS HW‘H;
Age] gaid ALl o3| 171%%;174
A7) ¥ £¥71 55 A bgddh &,
B 27} g AbefollA Mube £33 }1

@ BEaEe A Bk gk, 4

Journal of KWS, Vol. 15, No. 3, June, 1997



A 3729 AFYA NEde

z9 JaFxd a3 EHAFLY dge %
71 8HRFEY BEIF obdet AANF 59 3
Folgdl o3 WstE Fo IFIHLEXE 17
st Aol Bt Aztach

2 7N E AF F53H 5T a4
QATZE WEY F YE' 2917 2L 8F )
A g gHF 4PUS dPoz, 27 €3
ZREHEE B 139 A% HalFolFol 9%
UFEHEEY WE {FTFLLYE o83}
Simulationd}x, $olgHoz Z3% APHY
o v £, 27|84 AFEYo] Holgle
dYua Fatgol ol oa) BF LYo WE A
U] A W2AEE 43 vasts, 44 A
B FETx glo] §HAFSHo| W2 x
PlAE 9L A% A nesior st #al A
Egt.

¢
3

0]
O
O O
O

o ﬁb o
N ¥o o(%o O
0

oyl
s 158§ !
580

»__ Sar )/
.

=

Low

LEFT RIGHT

aJd 1. dFHAe ggey Ed Agd

APE B Mill Sheetol] )% s, 7|
AX A4 4 A¥AUY g9=x24e 47 B1~%
3ol ehiAT). a8lm, AgA] 844 93
TS A9 ¥R ¥ FEAA Zdo|wgoz &
Zhd A He] Y HEAAE F20] Ao JEN
Atk

2.1 SYHXFEYH £XZ2 Simulation
a

KREBHEBOIE $15% H3%, 19974F 68

13

E 1. AP s (%)

A& C Si Mn P S

KA36 0.16 0.20 .11 0.016 | 0.005
Cu Ni Cr Mo ' T. Al

0.01 0.02 0.02 - - 0.031

¥ 2. A9HY 714 44

" FEA (Q@RE| AE

(MPa) (MPa) (%)
Mill Sheet KA36 491 951 20
AFA - 356. 2 540. 6 -

E 3. A¥¥e £3=z1

A7 250A @)

A 2%V HERA

£% | 30cm/min Q)
O~@= £¥%4

Uy | CO; 9t ( )= olgyd

2.1.1 83 3H89 £ ¥ Simulation

TEFAY S0 AF 4 FENY 25
AT R 2EIY AL 47 gan, 2 yn
AME 993 € £502 Q8 d¥gos Ng
TEE A g o] W BA YReM g¢
3, WY E, Wy AT, wYRHA 24
gol A7HA Yz Fol &Y o] AFEA ©
o £HFFEH BHME FARE A7
Y=ol sta1, AF= A7t B P Y
o au, A TR letety gae 2
Aok, 4L AEEAHY xTojt 44
¥ TE TP uAY EAo)7] BB o]2Ho
2 A HE A AL AY Brissit 1w
W, HZo Ha) Ao ddd 34 s
HE deaddiydMRe SPRFLE 2H
SHIAHY =28 WA By gL HA
g 7 A HRen, £HRFLYY A7E 5
ot del & oM e g =771 St



14

234 93 AF&HE Simulation®.Z AL F
A 37 YaiMdE PR £3o wet 4
o) o5 2 ¥ o] Hild Fud &8, WP E
£ &a FHs e daaAdd]do] s, 317
boo] WPHE HAs] v AHE 8787
of Agaoze FA7 gk Wby, B AF
o] £H7F&H Simulationd A EY9 olF 2
EAetn, 2447 A¥He] §4u= HA
H3o2RE 7 YEFHE FAA FdEAc.
9, 449 AZre #H30) e 8- EEA A 1749
FEe A ol FHste A 0.522 34
o}, o]F AN A S HPstd LEEE
g 3, SREXY HEE & FHEEA
FoEe ey ez 7

AT F dEAGILS 8 FHaLT
27139 ABAQUSE ol &3tgch?

%20 Simulation®l] ©oj-&% FFLARALE H
gt AEWAY YA msd AAY 1/8%
& 344 gl sE 2Uysiy, APHy F
B3 gEne fHu=as REoRg AAFEE
Z 3ok a8y EdRdAe =849
A71E 2.0%2.5%1, 6mmo}t}.

rEon

fo n

&y LY AYEe frdaand

a8 2.

293 R 240l AR ¢ deid iy
qAe] Are 2EgE ALY g 43
Jelhoh? dAzsdea Erige gAY
EAE Y, A9 g§EL 94 Mises®

o2 YuFe) ATE gsel UEY A gol

fo to

ALY AH25H T AeH-1
g 509 Aoz ZAlsST

ns)
B3

¢

10.0

80 0 (glrom) X107

Physical properties

Temperature (C)

283 HYEH BuF AHEY 2EIE BT

Linear expansion coeff. a=12x lo"-m
Poisson's ratio v=03

730 ~4150

Yield strength (MPa)

1

Temperature (T)

J8 4. BALH BLEF AFH Aue 2= 9E
A5t 44

2.1.2 3FEHEREY A

B\

P14 B LY AP 840
= g A9 FHoM e LHIFEY £XE
Z2A3t7] g8 2@6ol B AR 25 A)A (Al
o)A Zo] : Imm)E HF3tHd 1 F9 (9mmX
9mm) ¢] g ¢F HWHE o|ghFE ZAFA

X

d3t7] A A gFd W
FE AXE DA AlA

£
[

Z

Journal of KWS, Vol. 15, No. 3, June, 1997



Ay g TRe) AFSAR AZRE

Stress (MPa)
500

400
300
200

100
Strain

o i A i
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06

38 5. 9y8H B9 AP Simulationd] ]
£33 $H-HYE A

\

10
Plate
10
10
X Rib
1010 Welding Bead
Y [ ]
—— ( Unit : mm )

a8 6. "AEH BT AP WY EA 0l 23
A2

g, /é_lfd‘ﬂ-J Y &HuI =9 7] Aol7t
7] W, $AA olde] PR FHu|=e B
Hoz2iy "“‘Qg Aol A 7219 Agl 2o}z th
& AT 276 ehd WP EA A 23
AA = At FE TN = 2 He E
o2 g Hojn.

SHTFELH L ST FYEY olggozy

B TS ol §3te] Ao,
axsz. &4V )/ (1= V) v, (1)
O =E - (6 +V- &)/(1 =) s 2

KEREHRBEEE F15% B3, 19974 68

15

<,

o, > AHHe dolwg 17FEY (MPa)
o, ' dd8e TuY J{2E (MPa)
& AP Ao MR F o)}

g AP TR UYE oY

E : &AAS (=206 x10°MPa)

vi ¥oFH (=0.3)

2.1.3 833F389Y £ ¥9 Simulation 3}
A& Ante v

27144270 A FHITRANY &
FLY 9 A% AoF ool Y3 o9 A W
Serke 2AE] AN Bew e A5 gt

o Simulation ¥ A&L F83Ac}

CASE 1 : 27| 8H2AF &80 a& o} =
3%

CASE 2 : 3583 9] 68.9% 2] 429 (o]3} 0.
689 0,2 At )& Jele e 4
ooz 13 FHAYI HEY A
(013} Ao g g wgitka Ject.)

CASE 3 : &8539 117.2% 9 23L& (0]3}

1.172 6, 2 A3, ) & 7}t
o) H e e AL

B39

Y7 SHuE ZTgozRE A 7o)
o Holyg 3AFE8Y (0,,)EX U
9] Simulation A%} A& Ao} vlLE vhehY
Aok, 1§8E aH6dA HQ WEFAoXE
F3g 921 "L H¥E EHo2RE 2mm
ol $1X9] AdHe Zwdoz Zoutg &
HARF S (0,,,) FX9 ¥3E eyt

0.689 0, & 7}eh Qg1 HL We CASE 2¢)

ST Y8 e 29 2x]9 Zolurdke &
Yo, ASA7} Simulation 2B} thi
2 g Bolx A, I ol9e) IHLY By
= AEA 39 Simulation 237} & x5tz ¢
=

YL E BYOZRE 2mm FolT 93]
AN Zolgeel 2FLH(0,,) s 2PATe o
W, 27)89BFLHY HLE 300~500MPa



16

AEg o}, 0.689 o, & 78t Aol 9
398 200~300MPaZ W31, 1.172 ¢, & 713
Q1 golE o) o3t -80~-90MPa® W&t}

P

Residual Stress (MPa)

600
Simulation of Casel
500+ 9 — - —- - Simulation of Case2
ol N T Simulation of Case3
®  Measurement of Casel
300 r. B Measurement of Case2
" A Measurement of Case3d
[}

bemgettTTT i s ) ’ 25 30 s

a8 7. <AAelYe) o AN BEo 2R 2
ojwtake] Ho| e AFEY (g,,,) TEH
29} Simulation3} A& A3}
Residual Stress (MPa)
0 —— Siemmlstion of Casel

==~~~ Simistion of Case2

Aol o3 SH¥|E EHo2RH
Zupgkel Zolwy A{HEYH(g,,) ¥E
¥ 3}9] Simulation®} A& A=}

2999 Simulatione. 2 RE 7% Fo|ge] 2
7ol & YaAEH BEE (Fdsty FUU
g4 HU=E FPGo2RE Imm HojA 9] dlA
o] ZHojurg AFLY WIS WYt o] A2

a8 %

FH A 533 Y533 £HAY EON
AN E A FEZH Dok 271 8BRS

of LA AR Mute] HE F FELH 50%-
85% Aol AFsE L 7ete UL T& &
B3t As o] dagrE o8 27|AHEHL
A9 2E B AFTFTHOER Wae ol B

B3 A = At

Residual Stress (MPa)

00 }

Norminal Stress/Yield Stress (%)

20 40 60 100 120
-100
-200

a3 9.

1ol Ay|d W& &4 TEFNA
o] dolgk A 73 W2l Simulation

azm, H3tE BHEYL 11 o] F 9 3Fold
o e g2 W) g Ao Addr,

2.2 SYULFSY X @3l 2T

AA L AFEITFRAN £HAF3H o
BEREd e A4S oJRA nHY AUl B
AEE 98 27|43 FLYo| 2U=R dollE
AYHI} 278 o] ARA3Fo|Hol o3 HE
Aeie] AYHe AEFAE AYPL FPsha, o]
Z2RE 7 AP E vja il

A FAE HzZAFL 27 EHAFSEYe] 1
W2 o} 9= AP (CASE 1), dolwatoz 0,
689 0, & 718t AFolHE B AFYA (CASE
2), 281, 1.172 6, & 7tste QA ojH L we
¥ A (CASE 3) 3719 #/F8Y EXdedA ¢
AR dFHAFo 2 HAS

A2 Ayl A3 Agr)e 258 A7-FEA
HAolxn, AYPFIFE AYPsiFd @t 6~
12Hz, &% %32 AlQlgolth

B AFgH HaF dEse g2y 49
Ho| ¢+ 3] w3t st EF2 Aot

Journal of KWS, Vol. 15, No. 3, June; 1997



2l

Ao gA TR HHEAT W2

0.

A el BerEno) 2 A= 5x10°8)9] 3

WEFol N W2 AW A 5.

29100) M2ARAFE Yehgsich o)A,
ASE 2R FFAZAHoINY 2R
$lo)c}

LAY BY AQHY AAo| o) G
FAY 3V E 924 29

& 10.

w3, J2A9FRE HaAggoz AM3)
At g7} 22 S-N AT S Aot

CASE 1 : AS =9134. 8 Nf*¥ i (3)
CASE 2 : AS=3937.3 Nf*%2%2 oo (4)
CASE 3 : AS=2895. 3 Nf*"™ oo 5)

S-N Ax2or 5x10°38] 8] A AAEE =23
o2 A% A%, CASE 12 84.5MPa, CASE 2+
124. 0MPa, CASE 3 193. 8MPao| z}7}e] 749
9 2 %te] Hrt

23~ G Azl 3l AgolHd %
W2 ASmE IY11 2 EXE BT o
EEXE 22402 7Y ASimE 4 (6) 7 ol
"o}

logAS,,, =(1+0.07650:+0.0709 @) logAS, .-+ (6)

limit

ok

T

A8 Liimis

: CASE 19 5 23 (4714 & 84. 5MPa)
a: gl 77| (F

13 g/ 8 )

KEBEHRSEEE F15% B3K, 1997€ 6A

17

1.20
0.0709a * +0.0765 a+1

g 1,15

g 1.10

LD

1.05

® {fuigue lirit from dann
—— expected disribution of fatigue hmit

T T T T T 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.9 1.2
tensile loading history (nominal stress / yield swress). @

I8 1. 243 24228 73 A3y Fo
Harge] 42 (AS) BX L £X4
1.5 =
-02103a ® +0.622a +1
E 1.4
1,
i 1.2+
@ croas point of §-] vailhlmlmwldm‘
1 ey rors e "“.‘:'Z.‘,.'"" tentle losdg

— expacted disribution of croas paint

T T T T Bl
0.0 0.2 0.4 046 0.8 1.0 1.2
tensile loading history {nominal stress / yield stress). a |

AEIAE wos 2714907599
A% §UE A 2FEE Y}
AE (ASm) 9] R ¥ BE

a3 12,

783, Q4] Wl CASE 10149 mz
E9 5UW AEE UehY Aoz d3HE &

Z ASeme (%, CASE 12] S-NAHE 9} Qo] g
2 S-NAES nAdAe] AS)e 18129
YIS Holu, o 2442 Rsd, 4
73t 2ol Wk,

70
g2l
KX
=

I m
2l r>J

10gASsume =(1+0.6242a~0.210303)log AS -+ (7)

1limit

Gebd, Aol Fe) SN MR 4 (6) 7 A
M olN & 20 e ol 83t 2 (87 2o PO
= e

"

logC =(1+0.07650+ 0.070902) logS .., — 6.699m



18

(054770 - 0.28120%) log S, .,
6.3468 ~ (3.2938 + 2,056 - 0.69270%) log S ..,

;

=08 ASE A3 & HE ,
logAS> = (1 +0.62420— 0.21030%) logAS . ol o 0
A= 43S A&
HAne g Ao zHE T3k QiolFHe|
wE §-N AT E 1139 el
wih Aok gAE AR da ol 4k

goz FRoa 96.5%° F38Y(0.9650,) &
74ste QPR e we AP diF HFEAE
AS=300MPa®] $ALYA FNE HZHPE 5
#ate], 249 230,690 Cycled M2 A ZF
2 dolrk 2gidel B ATl AFE e= 0.

96591 A9 §-N Awst =4 dele] vul
g JehiQa, H2Agdse B Ay A
g A3 2 X e AE FAFA

T

E

o+
100

”»--

-

-" l 3 4567 2 3;557 3 49587

10 1 1q Ne(Cycle) 10
a8 13, Gy EuR AEHY Aol 9

& eyl AL SNAE
3.2 E

B 7o g doln AnE Hejstd o
3} g},

1) & uAdg dgEdy AgRed g 27
SHBFLTYE B¥ 2 139 ARFFo|Ho A%
A5ee Wald tsle §3}AAHL o] &8}
Simulationst 1z, < o]gkH & o] &alo] AEHHA
vt 1 Al oay, DAFHHE A

3

a8 14 BY4H EOF AEU 0.95 o, 9 AF
olg ¥ A S-NAEe 24y 23

(o N
o

g8e A9 A9 EE GEVRLYR

B i o 2 rir

ool oo
, 0

N
obv

HHg P SAE APH) M, =
2ol a9z o} e A5 A%
FeHREs ad F 9o Aslks
g Patgct. 2 Aol 94,
Hyo HEREE At Ago|He o3
AEstn, 1 R%e SHPHI A2 Ay
dAoA tL A 2En, q24945%
7122 JYEHE AN HsF Aol
g S-N A =48 Atsgoth

N
o
P oK

hi2)

o]

2
Lo

[e]
2
T

offl »E U i
%

1
=]

oo o o mE X

ol ol $ANTY NS LT 27147
o) a2 o} gl 2YUPWe] YA
EaRE QAL FANNEE Fotel Brie}
Rol dAjel wolth, o A%, HE we
Gaes] A oste] T2 Aol Bel= $9
o] $URe) BFEAL A LIAA FEd, @
Ao} whgol A ol g meshA %3 sl

aE, el sl fsta, we
Az AgHE FHY HE B5 I

F
g WbE A9, AN HEe HE FEETE

L

hun

Journal of KWS, Vol. 15, No. 3, June, 1997



Aut &g 7z BFSHN ARRE

9 SRS N2RED AAn Hi P}
T 947t Ase & 4 Ao

LoRE HASE L werrEe] Ao o
$HAFEHY AREL W ofo] we Huyxel
Wso] thatel dure] RelUE AT o]
urh $el4e N2PE Grhgezel Bag |
@,

U

re

1. T.R.Gurney : Fatigue of welded structures,
2nd edition, Cambridge University Press,

KEEEHEEEE FB158E B3W, 19974 68

19

1979

Lloyd Register of Shipping : Calculation
Procedure for Fatigue Damage Assessment
of Ship Structure Details, TPDD 88/3, 1989

. Det Norske Veritas Classification AS ; Fatigue

Assessment of Ship, Report No. 93-0432,
1993

. American Bureau of Shipping ; Guide for the

Fatigue Strength Assessment of Tankers, 1992

. ABAQUS/Standard User's Manual Version 5.

4, Hibbitt, Karlsson & Sorensen, Inc., 1994

- RSN, LHEE BA TR | AESE - B

HES, EHMR, 1979



