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1.1, SKSAMBHIE T 5~ SHEMEIEmRE

BRAEZIZHBNT, SR EHIE DRI Y Ok % It iEM 21X U, iz 1L ¥ —
SEHTHIESAVLN TS, £z, IETHE, TRV F—FHEOB KSR OTERIL
2P, B 6 HEIEEM DS KEUL O —&Z > T 5. 2 ) LRGSR X D729,
O RN - miRJMEREA TS (Fig1.1) [1-4]. #EWE X225 ETHWS
NDEEMELOBRENEELOIXE ) ETHRNI ETHDHN, — 5T, MatkmgEizxt
TEHEPLTHLIMEICONWTH O RRENSLETH S, K, Bl 2R\ Y 7@
DBLENS, ENREZTIUTRKREWIZ ESMF O XDV 7Y o THEFEANIAL 725
T8, T O E I O JE AT Z MR R O fERIED I SRR > TWDH & B X b
L. Mx T, M ERLEMMAE, WERRRE CORBNEL TS Z &Y, MtEED RS
DIz FH G- LT b.

WErEmkEE &1L, MEHROMUN e RfaZ R s L TRAEL, BERNRBEEEEZIZEA
D Z RS RLEIEHET 2B AR T. BAEZROKIEIEH Lo, #EiEY
BB E & 5 2 DERIEE 2 ATV DL MEVEREE I~ & BRALEE &k R (2 K]
DD, AT ORERE T4 U 2 MEMEEIZ oW CiE, ~EBIEN KIS % 5 5.
INETH~ZHMEMHREIC L 2RI N ETICHE LA AL TWAD. Fig 1.2 1R
L72DliE, 1979 FIZALRPEEEZMAT I MatE#E 4 4= Ule A A v & 17—, Kurdistan
FTHDH[5]. F I —NEBDOIREGN & RN DK DRI K> TE L TZBYS I
o T, WHERBGE B2 & U THEEN AL, SERITHEB L7 2 ERFAEICL - T
AL TWD. £z, 2002 F1iHIE S FEAEMR Lake Carling 51238V T, WHEHIND
FEAE LT 6om O etk AN R &z (Fig. 1.3) [6].

PLEIZiR 72 X512, ~Z BAME O (LI EY O M2 AT 5 ECEE S
ThDH. ~ZHEEITIRAZOHENPRETH D720, BEZRRIPIELT 52 ERAR
AR CTHD. UL, ~ZBIMEIIM B O/ N e Koz s s L TRET DD, i
BEF O A ARARRRIC K& SIKTET 5. Lo T, BRIRFREEC T IRTR & 558 O S
PEE T 2 EIEXHOENIEFITREL, HD 1 DOBIERMEEDORIZZEH T 5D T
R ThHs. E62FH#EEICANT LT, WEWMEMEEZSME LTRL, 2o
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Fig. 1.1 Trends of steel plates applied to various structures from '70s to 2017 from the view

point of strength and thickness (Created based upon data from Refs. [1-4]).

TR T 2RO AP BELE SND.

1.2. N+ 4 MEDFEA

AT Tl ~_72 & 912, ITFEOHIEEY TITER LV bW E 2 AT 2803k b
TW5. SAOMRE IR O HIENC X > CEBRENS. Fig 14 [TTR L0,
DEREIRE & XS T 24k, BLOGIRBEITHD. 7274 b-X—F 4 MlITETE
THEEL 2EEMICHWONTE Y, MEH# s LT BRMEIO—D>TH 5. L
L, Fig. 14IZREINHE I, 600 MPa DL EDFIIE S 2k L L 9o LT 556, 7
=74 bX—=TF A4 MATENZFEBTL2DFH LY. SWIREORD L5 mICE
WTIE, XA A MBS D WIE~ T oA MBS E L IS, BRSNS T A b
I EMI BN TEAME LTHOY BN TWD. XX, ®EEEHRZ A 34 7T
%, API (American Petroleum Institute) 2 L — K X120 /=98 & L T4 F 1 Ml
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Fig. 1.2 Cleavage fracture of MSV Kurdistan[5].

Fig. 1.3 Cleavage fracture of Lake Carling [6].

MDA SN TWAH[8]. miREREAMM, ¥ - XU X by 7 AffitlcE LTH, X
AT A MHFEEDEH S TWD[9]. E72, BRIRIREEA 600 MPa % L [0 2 ¥4 8 13
AFA R =V ToHA FeEERE LIEMEBEEZA L TWDT20[10], RN &R
DR B DWBEAEEY TH A T A MU EE &S 2> T 5.

Lo L, BLEISIR AT XD SRS A T4 RIS R o @i ki R &
CHEBLTWAD DD, XA F 1 MEIZBIT 5 ~ZBAMEtEEIC DD CoHRLIZ D 220
Flo, TZTETIEHMELTHOLNLNA T A Ml OW TR TE 7R, W
Z (Heat affected zone; HAZ) (2B S VDMK 72 EERAA T A N SUEBE ORI 4 35
L& T & (Fig. 1.5), IBHEEEMOLE EOMEL > TVWD LW ) RIBE S FEET
5. LTeRno T, A F A MIZEIT 5~ X BN E OB A3 9 2 B e B 220X
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Fig. 1.4 Relationship of transformation temperature and tensile strength (C=0.25%) [7].
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Fig. 1.5 Schematic of coarse upper-bainite in HAZ.

HEIEM DR « R O Z a2k T 5 ETHRERRIRTH L 03, i & BED
BIGR A FOR T 2 BRI ARTEMENL L TR O T, EiRdD 2 WITREBRANCEH DS £ 2 2/3 200
MBURTH L. A T A FHOEIMEZ SOV THEERAY R FSH A DS L TV WEBLR T,
NA T A MR AR LToH T2 e #ib 2 BR%E L, MBI HG 9% £ TITI3EE < ORE
MR A LB L L, BIEEER AT 720 E < OFR Y B3R AT L. IEHEREE &
(IS LA T A FHOBIENETIE T VEMET 52 LT, Lo XD etk T
HIFTIIMEZ IR TE 202 FHNCHEE T 5 Z E N TE, MBI Z RIS 2 &0
TEHLEEADND.
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1.3. NA 1A Ml

AREITIEANA T A T IV TR DO KE 3 & 56O 2 XA F A MRkIZ DN T,
AR O S R T B [11]. A T A NI =T A NERBOEL D ElEE, <~/
T YA NEREDOAE U DRSO TR OEEBIZIBW TR SN H/&TH L. Z DR
FEIRIC BV TSR BCR B D WFEERD 7 =T 4 b (XA F A b+ TR) AV H
A MRLOBEERDTERIND. ZNEXA T A FEMESR XA A MIZEREICL -
TEEAA T A R ETHAAFA b 2 FENFET D (Fig. 1.6). BB L%, 450C
LEDOERIBETEREBLIZLDON LA T A R THY, AT A b TARIZEA L ZA
FOHTH T 5. —F, RIRTONRA F A NERRTERIND FEAA T A FTIE, A
T A K« TAFIZIEFITHM 2B A Z A NPT D. TEAA T4 NN, %)
FERIR D CH D720, BIPEICENLTWD EENnD. £z, EEHA T4 Mzon
CTIX BI, BII, BII ®=FfENTFET H[12] (Fig. 1.7). Bl X7 A O A XA b2
DIRVMEIRFZE DA F A R T, B 1ZEL DT ARICE AL XA FBFHL TS HD
Th 5. B 1L EEHASA T A N ETEHSA T A FOFHICHZD, TAREAZA K
ETANDE A H A NREHTFETD.

EEARA A M, RO O S TT AT oA FEEL TS EENT
W5, EERA A R OB O % Fig. 1.8 12”7, XA A MERBIIA—R
T A MRIEZENE L TR DD, A—AT A MRNE CTIXTNLED K& WEE DR

Prior austenite Prior austenite / i

grain boundary grain boundary

(a) Upper bainite (b)lower bainite

Fig. 1.6 Schematic of upper bainite and lower bainite.

(a) Bl type (b)BII type (c)BIII type

N\
N\

Fig. 1.7 Schematic of three types of upper bainite.



S
i
E

Prior austenite Sub block

grain boundary -
L )

% .\ \
123 deg. 7~10 deg.

Fig. 1.8 Schematic of hierarchical structure on upper bainite.

Ty MIREITES. EBIL, N7y hORNETIL 60 ELLTFOHiE% b DT
0y 7T EY, ZTay 2N 1T~10 EOHfiEEFT5 77 0 v 71245y
BTED. B 770y 7 I3EEORA T A NI ANDHERINTEY, 7 AMOITNE
X 1~5 ELIEFITE. ORI ITHEMERMEMEAT L TWDZ N, XM 4 Mk
T D Mat B ORI AN E TH L Z L D—KThH 5.

ZZETRA T A MERROSFEIZ DWW T TE 7223, EEAA F 4 MERRIZIIRHE
EMRBRXAFTA D TABLOHH LIz A 24 Moz, Bik~LvT ¥4 b
(Martensite-Austenite Constituent: MA)2N & £405 Z ERZV. MA &%, XA FA k-7
ANZHENT, BIRFEYAT VA R EEREA AT A M EELEREREZ T MA
IIERAF TR TN T, Watk RO & 72 DN A AT 2 JRE & 72 v (Fig. 1.9) [13],
NRAFA MAOYPHEZE TS L FELLHERE D Z EnEINTWD[14]. Len
ST, MA DD IRWERICT 5 2 & N_A T MMEOEEDR EIcoRn s L EZ 5N
L. LML, 2O REWITERICIESWET —ZHTICEE Y, RIZMA HBEIMEIC
5 2 588 % R b L CERRRAOICHGT L72FZRIZ A ST,

1.4. FITHR

AR L7z &0, A T A M U TR IS EE DWW TR T 7 L O REEE D 4 B
Tho. AHEITIE, SREIAEOMEIEBEII X L TITbh TE I TisE 2R 7

1.4.1 REBRISHDERE

) ORI R Z S, BIEOE ) FFE THIRH STV D DA, Griffith
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Fig. 1.9 Cleavage fracture initiation from MA[13].

DFEM[15]TH D . Griffith |E, FEHMERPICHEET 2 BB NER L&D =X
RS DLMEIN D, BANRLE G EBMGT D07, T72b bR %2 E
A L7z, Bz, BERAF O OEE AN L TiE, RAEES Jodd ko X

INREND.
nEys
= |—0 1.1
% ’2(1—v2)a (4.

2N, ElXY YR, vidAR T Y UL, alTREONE, v IO R TR LF—T
b5, ZOFREEHND Z LT, MEHHRICKRIEPAFEET 256 OREMEOFMEZIT S 2
ENTED. HIZIE, Fig. 1.10 D L 91T, MBS IER AR L, £ Oz
PraD MO/ BNV E L TIHFIET 2565525, ZORE, MEAHD
AL D3D2 2 TS J1 016 WD) TEHE SN Dop L W KE TR, MPRRIINLZE
WZEREL, MEHIHEIC R D L AL 2N TE D, LR - T, IS JIEE T
BAICLD2BDTHLROIE, o PHENDLIE T FHmETHT LI ENTES.
Griffith O IIAE AR Z 3G e LI b O TH H D, 41T Irwin 3 L O Orowan (2 &
0 BEEME R~ & HE5E S U772 (Griffith- Irwin-Orowan @ 2:14) [16, 17]. Griffith- Irwin-Orowan
DFEMIFRAD L ) IZFlak s b.
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Fig. 1.10 Example of safety assessment by Griffith’s criterion.

_ nEy,
o= ’2(1 —v2)a (12)

ZOATIE, Griffith DRAFIZI T 2 RE T FNF—y 03, ARRHTRLF—y, IlEE
2 HNTWD. ARRETRLF — I B OMFL 2R T 2L F—1TN 2, BN
OWPYER R &, BEPERENC X 2Bt r L X =N aE ST b
Griffith- Irwin-Orowan O & T, AN EFATICHET D52 L 2Rites LT 5.
L LEBRICIE, 2 E ToEm CHEE SN TEM/MAEE, SEitthcsnwTitt
A B A PRI MA FEDOMACAHB B O LTI E D IS TEFRIZ L > THIN D Z L IT &
STHRIND. _M%mﬁd%ﬂm&&ﬁéﬁgmi OB 2T S8 5 A
DT LD, MbiE e HIETILS. M OEIIC X o TR S LN O JE
PTG D BT ZAEERIAFAET B 720, BB ICITEFHA L 223 2 LT TE .
Z DX D NP AR B Z BT D RIUSIIE, D Rnb T o X 5 2R
BENEET D, PetchZ7 =T A -t AL XA MAIZEBT D ~ZBIMEEORAEIZE N
T, Mok TH D A 2 A SRETZBRIZ, Fig 11113 L 9 IZEI R ELHIIC
3N T1EDEID BV L S TH#ET D57 = 7 A4 MRLO S EICHERE L T oERALDY, & 2
VA NERVOALEICIE BTN IR TEIA R, B A 2 A MR OB ) 28 inEE 5
EEZEALEIT - 72[18]. Petch D ERALIZIHB W TIE, Fig L11IRLIZX D 7, R
ICAFET DB A Z A FOEIRICK LT 45° 7290 [EICHERE L B0y, Bl
@%ikﬂﬁ FHNONMNEICBE L, BEOBEE O ESTHLEX LTINS
DEOF SITRRAIZE LWET 5. 22T, HEEBMLORBEANETH D, B
&%@A~ﬁ~x«&bw%%0$¥@%ﬁﬁ%h®ﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁé&%ié:&f,
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Fig. 1.11 Situation assumed in Petch’s formulation.

RO NF—TRAE SO E LU ToXTERINS.

(1.3)

_ EN?b? n (ﬂ) e m(1 —v?)o?c? _oNbc
8m(1 —v2) c P AE 22
ZIZT, BIERN—=H—=AXRT "D J )V A, RIFEGNIFEOKRE X, oli® A 24 FER
(CEE G M OARIGS, cdIFNORS, yplIARREHZRLF—ThHD. oW/dc=0
ERDNEHRKHES THD. cEEHRAES LV /NS WGAIZITEA 2 A MNE
FUTRHAE & O R 2 220 T & PISEIL L, aW/ dc = OXMRZ Fi 7= e WIEAITR O 3L
X —ITHFD T DDA EBBMRIZEHE T2 L2 BT 5. LIz -> T, aW/dc =
0% clZOWVWTHRLS Z & TRABHE Sc. B LU < c. DIFORIEIS opNEHTE 5.
72, OW/0c =0%0lZOWTHELS Z & Te = c. DFFORIUG T 2 EH TE 5. Petch (2
Ko TEM SN BEFEISNIRANTRIND.

( Ay 17 (c<co)
A+ VDA vk, (L4
of = .
' 4Ey, K\ ka2
(e i) g €2
—32)\12
C:(1+1AEX1 v2)kid 05)

8mEYy,

Z I T, kyld Hall-Petch £22, diFVEIRERRETH L. ZOXNOEHIZIBWT, Petch
FHEENCMN & LT, Hall-Petch DBIER[19,200% AV 2. x = +a/2 OB 17 7E
L, ANEE AW IT,0C K > Cx = a/200 BICEIET AEEICHE L TWD & T 5.

Z DM, 7, SIS HOFI0 VAL 2 & T, BRI FOR TR S A2,
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_2n(1 —v¥Ha(r, — 10)
B Eb

(1.6)
ZIT, Tl DG )1 TH D, —J5, Hall-Petch OREFRIZEBWT, FBIRIG oyl
UFoXTcERIND.

oy = 0y + kyd™*/? (1.7)

ZIT, apl3BEEIS I ThD. NAOICB W T, =0y/2, 19 =0/2, a=d&FEx, X
ANERATDHZ E TR EHED.

_n(1-v?)

N
Eb

kyd=*/2 (1.8)

Petch (3F(1.4)Z JHW T, MELOBIR E 5o K 9 (SR R A 52 2 55RO RERIS /)
N U< 72 DIRSE N IENE-HEMEBRBIRE TH D LIE L, kit A Z A hF
% & EME- M ERIRE OB AR Lz (Fig. 1.12) . Z 2T, MR T OIS T
220y L, oyl IRRUTRTIRERFEEZHT D5 EE L.

oy = 350 — 2.5T + 21d~/?[MPa] (1.9)

100

-]
=172 -1/2
MM

d

Fig. 1.12 Impact transition temperatures calculated by Petch’s formula[18].
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ZIZT, TIXBNAVORETHD.

PLEIZR L= & 912, Griffith-Irwin-Orowan D 5543 % & Petch Oz L - T, #ME
DRSS ) 2 HEE U, & DICIRIAEEIS T D H#e ki G2 & 72 20571 Z W UNCERE T 5
ZEMTENE, Wb IEEERIREELZ AEG LN TE L. LLERDL, Zib
DT T a—F TIEMEOBIMEIZONWT, 25— DDA HET 22 LILTETYH, i
ELTOHEIZTE W, il L2 X 918, ~ BRI B S 136 B O SRR o R AT
RIELOEIKFT D720, [F—IRE CR—OMEE WA TYH, W
WZIESH5x2AT5. Thbb, WO NWTIEH L —oDEEHEET 5D TIEARL,
TONHERED D Z & NEEFMICIIMNERAIRTHD. ZDOBZITHONTIE, KIH
(2RI T D AR R T L DB AN K o TEGRIN S AN R SN D Z L LD,

142 WIEHERETIL

ATECHR 72 K 51, AEEIMEE 2 HEE T 5123 2R FE D Tl <, A& LT
DOHEEDR KD BN D . £ 2T, IFEDO~ZBAMIEIER A ICBE T 2 RICB VT, &
59V > 7 B ESW 2 “Local Approach” 73A < W BT 5[22]. “Local Approach”
IZHAS < HFSEIE, Beremin O [23]032M8 L 72 HEMERE T L NRX—R L2 5 T 5.
MR O MEMEEE S FEAE L 5 D EIK (active zone) & IO/ IMATEE R IZ7EI L, 4
DRFEER D EG ODAMIINED T o F LR[S a2 H LT\ D ERE L, IS T157
e DHIIZ K > TR A O (b DWIIRR E T HHED D) MR 2 THIT 5
BT NANRN—R LIRS TS, Beremin T7 /UIZEW T, MEHZ W THEMEMEED
BT 5 EEZXLNHHEKEEBOBREER ICHET 5. FHREERPICrERADE R
Ll OB A IEE L (Fig. 1.13), it b 59V E R T O/ INAR O R 2Z B
RIS MR 2 95 B 2 5. 2 2T, BET HHEMTPICHET 2 vNREST
EaD I3 A D3

f@=—% (1.10)

a

TEINDEIRETD. a, BIIDAADI/INT A —=F—ThHD. KM/MSEESRZ~DOIERIG
T LTIRRFIS 0% 5B 25 &, WUIMATEE T O EM=Rp (o) XL FOX TR EIND.

mw=f(mea (L1D)

11
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Fig. 1.13 Concept of the Beremin model.

»yzv—
— — (—,

a.(O)ITHmRKEIENoDH & TOWNEBEDORRTIETH Y, Griffith-Irwin-
Orowan DM ERET HZ T, U FoXTEIND.

ac(o) =~ (1.12)

ZZIS, GlEY U, K7 VU, AUFRET RNV Lo TERINHMENEE

Thbd. LLEND, & DRt DRFEER OEMEZRF, () I1XRAD L 9 72 Weibull 7344
TRIND. ok, tIYENRLAZT~TOTIT R ERERZ R THEETHY, R

B or ) =V E, W= R LF—, CTOD EICXHST 5.

Fyo(t) =1—exp [— <00(t)> ] (1.13)

u

-

Z 2T, m, oylE Weibull A ORELT, BUNBROTIESAHGDONRT A—F—a, B,
Griffith-Irwin-Orowan DFRAIFIZEIT HMEERGCENE T 5. K113 0, & 7
FLAZHED ENWT NN —DDRFEEER T b MBIEDN A CAUIH B RS IEEIC R 2 & RE

T2 8T, MEORBBIEMERFIZLLTOXTREND.

F(£) = 1 — exp [— (0:”;(’:)) ] (1.14)

Z 2T, owld Weibull JEA EMFEINDNT A —=F—=TH Y, FRALORREISS DA )

12
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5, UToXTEIND.

1/m

ow(t) = [Viof o(t;x,y, z)de] (1.15)
%4

Z T, VoI IEHEESRZ O1E, VIiX active zone D (58 Bk, x,y, zI TIAFEE SR L OJEE
BHEThsb. A(1.14)1F, Weibull 554 OEEomEs X Woy,, & L T active zone D iz 11355 D fE
JEESEEHR T HAVUIM B OBHEMER D MPHE TE H 2 L 2R L TND. mE o 3%
IRAF LR WP BHE A D /X T A =2 —Toh 5720, IS IIERRES J 657 - CTOD & %
20, RS ENERLGEICbEAME AT S, LehR > T, meoyld Beremin £
TINTEBNT, MBS 2 RO 537 A =2 —Th 5. TESFITEWN
T Beremin &7 /UL, EEOBIEPMHERBROM L KD HRTE dmb o, 2R ALHETEL
TR 2 CIEH &N WA, Beremin T 7 /U IAREEENM: O FEAIIZ B\ TR A < 1
SN TEL, Wallin 512 X5 Master Curve 1£[24-26], Minami &2 X 5 CTOD D H#f1EfR
HPI27] 72 EOR/RBIZEFE L, T ASTM E1921[28]F L VIS0 2730629112 T2
e LTHENINTND.

L 7> L Beremin E7 /LT, RFEER OMEMRIIIERHIS I ORI L > TR I T
W5, ZAuE, Beremin £ /MW THAREERITIT O GHUNRAENFEL T
LEELTENDTHD. EEO~ZBEEOR AR TIX, MR & 72 2R
XA D MEALFE A~ DI DR D RE & 72> THAEFEREINEZ LT 52 & THID T
BRI DbDTHY, WHERMENFET 2562, BEZ2%T 5ENIIFE
L7200,

Bordet &%, MHAKDPBEIEOT ZOHINT > THERMICEET D EREL,
Beremin &7 /L & fLiR L 72[30,31]. MefbFREIN OFRAEIITRAT RIS ET BLETH
D, ZHIEIMHEHE OB OBRICE > TH b 8N EEX LN THD.
Bordet 1%, MafbAH DFIFVRP o (THR L IIEOT B 53 d 8, 2% L THRUBISHIINT % &
L, ’kRATHRLT.

Phyel = Cdfp (1.16)
ZIT, clIFENEORETH D, E L EEMRBRO R ZELTESRE, B IOMEE
HOFESAIZ OV TIE Beremin & [Rl—DIREZIB L Z & T, FREEREOMEMRSEIX

Poua & R(1.13)I27% L7z Beremin €7 /WIZH T 2 IR ER OMEEMERF, OB TE I
%. L7285 C, Bordet &7 /MW TIRFEEL R O BFEIER R, Tk TR I N D.
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Eps

Ep(t) c m
c(g&d> ds, (1.17)
g,

u

Fyo(t) = f

0

VLB G, Bordet 7 /WAZ IS DM EO BRREEMERIIRATE SN D.

F(t) =1—exp [— <GJV(*t)> ] (1.18)

Ou

21T, olIIMEHES T, Beremin T VDo Il Z, mEB K OWALHEIIEOFLc %
WET 5. opld Bordet 7 /MIZH T2 Weibull J& /1T, UIFTORXTRENS.

Z‘p(t) AL
a;;(t)=(fvf0 amd§p70> (1.19)

Beremin £ 7 /LIZ 3\ Tl active zone DI 1135 DJEIE D 3 E [§ S 4L T 223, Bordet
EFTFNATEHRLIYTREIND L1, IEN-OTHIGOBENEE S 5. Beremin £
waiwiﬁ_kwf%ﬁﬂﬂ@%boéﬁgMMa%Tw@i%ﬂ¢ﬂ0kkét
D, WIS TN E VTR IR WG S THOMEHIHEZ A Ul & S D . EROEMICE
(T D Mat R 33 2AFFEIC VT b, MBFOREIZ JeNs - TP ZE T34 U 2 MBS
HHZEBRDMOTVD. H 141 HTHII L2 X 91T, Petch HAIEISS) & BEARIG S O
BRI Z K o CTHEME-MEE BRI 2 RS - T 2. L7223 - T, Bordet |2 & % Beremin
BT NVOPLRIZE T, K0 FEBRG AR TE L CHEEMERET ANEF I LN
5.

Bordet |2 X 2EEOMIZH, Xia 512 K DRI Weibull i /10 FIREoy, D A[32],
FDICE D EISN M EBNHDmE DXL DX OERE33])E, BitOEEIzL -
T Beremin 7 /VOYLENTHONTE 2. L LR S, DL EOEMRE T VT E
DM 2 T /3T A — 2 — MR O RITEDEIAALTRD L Z &
ZAMMEE LTERY, ZHOBERHERRAZERT L. 22T, GDLTRARIZEI LD TIE
72 <, BIEREIT K © TS DAL D M B O SRR A O CRFEZE 3R O =R A HEE
L, @OEiALZEHNWD Z LR MEIOMEERF MM AR L D LT 2B bIThT.

1.4.3 MBI E D CHIEERETIL
PRAR KRR 2 B R T 7 VICHAIA S 5 T DRI L S OWFEEIC K- THT
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OITEREN, DL THOWLIL TV A& “Multi barrier €7 /L T 5. Fig. 1.14
1%, Multi barrier &7 /WZ BV TRIE S5 R E SR O EEFE OB TH 5. Mult
barrier &7 /W KD < AFFED L < 1, RFEER ORELRFE 2 LU T D 3 O D Stage (25717,
4T D Stage ﬁi{ﬂiiﬁgifﬂﬁ T SNTEHAIEN AT D £ B 2T D

Stage 1. Fa b AREIIC X D IR DR A Rk
Stage I1. ﬁ”&ﬁéﬁ”@%ﬁ{ LAR-RAREE S D 22
Stage I11. TR B S DG AR S D Z2 Rk

BITTE TR U 7o =R £ 5 )L ¢ Multi barrier &7 /L ORGSR NI BT HZ N T
%. Beremin &7 /L1X Stage Il DA%, Bordet E7 /L% Stagel & 1l DA EZBELTI-ET
NToDEWR D, AR 2 R T 7 /WA T JE TlE, 45 Stage DR
PR & AR TE 2T S DO TREO DT 5 Z & C, MEERRTE H > 5 4 Stage D
RN AHEE L, MBI OBIERR S M AR T 52 LR TND. £, %<
DOHFFE Tl Stage 11 38 L OV DBRASAE & L CT(1.2)I1271~ L 7= Griffith-Irwin-Orowan
FEEHVTND. ZOF, Stagell & I THARIE T RLF—y, & L THRRLHEE
W5 ZE TN AHIHTE D2 ENENZ LD, KERMFZE Tl Stage [T DA %hE
=R — &Yy [ Tpm, Stage Il Dy i3 ymm & LTSN TE 72, AWZETYS, p&
ZOEDITKHITS.

Martin-Meizoso H[34]1%, A F A MHAKIZK L T Multi barrier €7 /L A2@#H L, ~
X PHIE DR AR Z LU O 3 D0 Stage ThLak L7-.

Stage 1. AL EI
Stage II. AL ENIL DB NSA T A ST RNA~OEH

Stage I11. XA FA STy MR O PSR~ DR

~ Stagel  Stage II = Stage III :

Fig. 1.14 Concept of multi barrier model.
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ZZT, Stagel DERAL E L TEINEE MA ~HECORIEFET HE LT, RATEL

p(c) = {C/ © i ZZ (1.20)

ZIT, AR TE, al3MEHESCTH S, Stagell B XV IXZLE4L, BRI
FEPERIFEKET, KT L BAbi 1k B 5 O I SRR s T B FE A T 5 D
S DPERFREL & DHHIZ & CTRRIl L7e. #RIE MR )1 FIZ8\W C, b I IERRE &
KT AR F— (X R VX — iR 28 L CEM7eBtR Th 5 72, Martin-Meizoso &
DFE T /LT Griffith-ITrwin-Orowan OSERFHWHLN TS LWz b, LvL, R
B A MAA AL TOD S OO, Martin-Meizoso Hida, K/, K %7 4 vF 4 7%
T A= — L LTHRW, GDOEIARIT X o THIEEENMRER TS O I 7o A EEI R 10 %
FH L7 (Fig.1.15). L7241 - C, Martin-Meizoso & [IARARKRNE #2156 U 7= Al e
RETNERRZ LIS OO, FERITHEARNE MO 720> & ERIMEE 2 T 51213 E
STV,

Lambert-Perlade ©[35]/% Martin-Meizoso & & [Rl4kIZ Multi barrier &7 /L OBEE&IZ IS
&, B O HAZ #f%2 R & LTI R E T VOMEE LT o 72 ZOET LTI,
MA 23fEfbAl & L CHbi, Stage 11X MA (ZAEAT 2GRS oG, & 0 K& T
iTEN=Ep = 1,210 MIp = 0L L TERIL S 47z, Stage 1T LIRE(E Martin-Meizoso

KSf = 3.0 MPavm, K{f = 7.0 MPavm, . = 107*
Experiments, CT1"(TS), Bncl: = 20 mm, A533-B1

Closed points:
Invalid tests

Ln Ln (1/(1-F)

Ln (K,.) [MPa+v/m]

Fig. 1.15 Fracture toughness distribution predicted by the model proposed by Martin-
Meizoso et al. and that obtained by experiments[34].
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5 LA U < BRI IIIERFBENT K » CTREak & CTuy 5. LA L, Lambert-Perlade & & MA
ENORAET HIRFE 10548 L O Stage 1T LA OBRFUS NWIERBET T v T 4 >~
TINT A= — & LTHRY, B ICHBRERRIE R D 2 2 -T2 TidZeu.

LA RIZoR U7z &9 0T, TS i & B i R B 7 VAT AR A T ER D) AL A 1R & 7240
FEHICL > THTONTE D, KT Stage DIRRGMEZ D D /8T A —H —
EBFERA~DO B DHIARIZ L > THAS STV, £ Z°C, Shibanuma 57 =7 A K
e AUH A MERGE L, T A= —DHbEIARE RV IRWIEERERET LA
RESE L 72[36,37]. Shibanuma H1E7 =T A -t A XA MAIZBIT D~ BRI A
& LI T 3 50 Stage Ttk L7-.

Stage 1. vAUHA MEIR

Stage 11. BAZ A NENOBEEE T =T A MRi~DO{sh

Stage I11. MIHBRDO S GIZHET 57 = 74 MRI~OER
Shibanuma © % Stage I 12817 D5 A & A N OEINIEAEMEPy %, EHERAHBRIC K
D IE AR OBIE L A IREFRMNTIC L 2 BIENE OIS 1B KOO T R OHEEIZE D
&, wATEREL L.

= 0627

Py = 6.06 X 1075 {rEa +0.1790y (g—p)

- 402} £2:47 (1.21)
Y

ZIT, rglZ7 =94 FOY U ITRITHT HERA L ZA FOY U TROFEE, oldmK
FIST (MPa), & TWIHIRRBEOF L IVEO T 2, tiTE A XA FOES (um) Th
5. RA2DITR S D & 9 1Z, Shibanuma HIFENEZIG T EOTH, L TEA VS
A PHECKET s TERME L. 72, Stage 1T OFRFASEMELE LTRADTRLE
Petch DA A L, RS SRI AR DD D ITHERRERIC ST 2 TR E X & v
7. £72, Petch DRUZIBIT H AR =R /LF—DfE & LT, Petch D#EZE L 72 10]/m ™2
ZEFA L7z, Stage I 1Z(1.2)I27R L 7= Griffith-Irwin-Orowan D512 L - CREab L,
BT R X—0fE & LT Fig. 1.16 (27779 San Martin 5 23 325 RISV THE
LU IRERATIE38] & H v =, Ll R ER L% FV T Shibanuma & 23 EE L 7= Hfii £
T L DEHERER & EBRFEROLE % Fig. 1.17 [ZR-7. KIZRrEnd ki,
Shibanuma HI1X7 4 v T 4 U T RT A—H —HEATH T L7, WIEWMEMEO SRR
FONREER 2 BT 28T T L OBEITRI LT,

LI EDOWFREE E 2, FEEHE LA T A Mlzxtg s UT, MOHRRIEHRICEED < Hl
ETIVOREEE T - 72[39,40]. Z OEAEE T /LTI T, Multi barrier €7 /WZHD X,
ARAF A RO~ X BIRHEIR AR A LL RO 3 S0 Stage THlk L 7=,
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Fig. 1.16 Temperature dependence of y,,, proposed by San Martin et al.[38]
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E E 040
= < Prediction results E « Prediction results
o e
{'S 0.30 + Experimental resulis x LT, * Experimental results
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(a) Steel 10LL (b)Steel 10LS

Fig. 1.17 Temperature dependence of fracture toughness predicted by the model proposed by
Shibanuma et al. and that obtained by experiments[37].

Stage 1. KRB A T4 RO MA i
Stage I1. MA FIFVDARRFEASA T A FNA~DIsRE
Stage III. RRFESA T A MR OB~ DR

Stage I [Z2OW T, EHBHBOBIEICESE MA OENREZ MR YEEOTHOIE
FRIEZOEINEI % & U CREik L7=. Stage II X Shibanuma © OWFSE % 5 E 2 T Petch O
AL, FEREERRAORDVIZ MA BOBEBAZHEY TV HES L LTHWE .
HhFE =R —Off L Shibanuma & & [RERIZ 10)/m?2 28 H L=, 7=72L, A7
A MERIZF T Hall-Petch o BI4R 308 ] T & 72 72 %, Hall-Petch £7%k, & LTIk
Shibanuma SN HF DOIFFEEDOXMRE LIzT7 =T A4 b A XA MK L TEHB L
f#, ky = 21.7MPaymm([37]% M\ 7=, Stage III (Zi3 Griffith-Irwin-Orowan 0 5&ff: 7z (R 5%
FEE L, AR ER TR X—OfE L LT Shibanuma o & [A#£IZ San Martin & OFEE L
TR ERAFME 2 Wiz, L EOTT U Fig. 11800 /R T & 912, AREERIM:E o 5 1%
BOMEMZHRETLZ N TETCNS. Lo, Fig 1.18@)D L 5 IZHFEIC L - Tidk
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Fig. 1.18 Temperature dependence of fracture toughness predicted by the model proposed by
Kawata et al. and that obtained by experiments[40].

EETNVOFHEMENERBROME L —H L 2WEAELH Y, E-MEDIES-2XET
THERTAICESRoT. LER-ST, ZOFFMIERAL OB O RIE LAY
ThD.

144 BRREAIRILT—OHE

ATEICIR T2 & 912, 2 E TRE SN T E MG I D < R ET v

I, WA & LT Griffith-Irwin-Orowan OSE, & AWM X Petch D3
%w%hfwé.L#L,8%%@%#%%wk&Lf%ﬁﬁiﬁi*w¥~mﬁ$ﬂ
DHMEVERTH Y, MLNDOE Ty, Z2RE LT iE, ZnooRUT#EATE2R0. ¥,
VAR AR A2 RE L 72 Griffith 0TI 1T D FH T R/LVF—DIHEZ, BT
ICR-THIZFEZSNDZANF—HR O BZOL D TH Y, HERIIRHEE TR ITIA
HCThDH. T, MEBGRICEEIND Z 0D, MBI RBTH A B E)IC b
KETDLEERDN, MEHZ Lo TERR LA LD EB X N5, AIEITR LI ERE
FETILTH, ADOERALNRT A—F—L L TH#bDINLDD, %??H%T“T%%éhfd
OB TNz, MEHLRR O T O 0 SRR 2 T 5 7201213, y, DO
BRIIMNERAIRTHS.

BRI 2 HEE D INEES 0 5, 8 HEICE < OWIIEE DSy, & RIS T 5 2 & 2l
T%t.w@?mAtiO;,%4@%%7N1%w%héﬁi,&gﬂI@ﬁ@%ﬁ
TARAF —ypm &, Stage Il OFZIRE TR F =y, ® 2 I T 6D, AT
T, Ypms YmmPVT D8 2 WL HIZHONWT, EBA R L HEEN RS bz,
Curry HAINTERRACALELZHiE L7277 =T A h-t A Z A NEOMEERBRRERIZ Smith
DEEET = 7 A MR COBMHER 2 ZE L ZRAUS D O ERL42]2 @A L, vpmZE
14]/m? & AT TR R & BAFICHE T 5 2 & 278 L7-. Bowen o [43]134k ~ 72 /H A%
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FT1E FF

AT DIEN a2 O TR 21TV, SRR ~HE & RPTHREIS I b
Yom ¥ T~9]/m* TdH % L HH L72. Alexander 5 [44)13/3—F A MATHi 2 VT, A
DRLT~HE & RFEEIR 0 Bypm % 5~10]/m*BRETH Y, ZOffiT \—F7 1 FDF
A T HMICHAFET D & L=, Linaza 5[45)1% Ti B48% L OXMn-B 482 L C, [A
FROTFIEIZE 2T, ypm (T 10~30]/m*FRE, yim (3 100~200 J/m*F2E TH 5 & A -
7=. F7z, Linaza H[46]I351D Ti-V 5826 L TRBRD FIE Typm i 7~20J/m?, Yimm
(3 50~200]/m* T % ERIFH L7z, F72, LA Oypm2ME & A EIREITHFE L2 —T5
T, Ymm TR &I B U, &R CIIMIEARO BRI O N R My 7 7'
TR LD T EAURIE XN T & 72[46-48]. SanMartin H[38]1L Ti-V &4l % W C, K
I ClT Linaza 545, 46] & RIERDO FIEIZ L - C, @ik CIESEM P O~ZB 7 7
Ty hOHEEZHND Z LI > Tymm PIBER T ZHEE Lz (Fig. 1.16). Z OfER
IZHTE TR ~7= X 912 Shibanumara 5 DET /V[3637|B L OEEOHERL LTV
[39,40] THHNSN TS, LavL, LA EORIZE Tl R TS ) OHEE S Griffiths 5
[A9] DA TRESEMHT BN NHN T WD, Z OfENFIT SO EMEMEREDOHIFI L H Y, B
FEDKHUE & Leli U TR EE DMK, Griffiths & OFHE CIIFEHOT A2 RE L, M Tk
ZE) L U CRIBIELZ VTV 5. #EE S RFTIREEIS S OREEE MR 2 & T &S
DA RN T I X —DIEOKEFEDIR S IO N B 728, SRR FES < BT
BT NVEWEST S BT, ERICREDREE CHEE S VB2 = kL F— DFELENRRD
Hid. F7-, San Martin S IXLLATOWFIE LV & OIEE Ty OIRERFHEZ R LT
2, PR SNIEIZ-80°C~-50°CIZB W AR LR 27 LTCEY, -50°CTiE 500 ] /m?
IZHELTWD., b LIDOENRETH L2 HIE, %< O EHEZ-50°CLL ETIRITIX
WEMEMEZ A U E W FERRICE > TLE O, BEILZZE D TIERWY. 2o X HITHE
Wie ERNRES IR E LT, San Martin B O SRR Oy, OB TFERE Z OND.
San Martin 5 |3 SR Dy, 2 FH T D BE, JEMEREE U 72308k i o e MR i o o>~ & B
77y FOTEEHNTWS. OB, 77ty MEROKLAIE & ypm & VTR
RIS ) 2 HEE LT D . Z O FIETHEE S5 I OB A TREFR NI L - THE
E SN DEIZHRTARDEE OFTNNIEFIIKE L, BFIZE WV Ynm OB HIZE R -
TbDEBEZOND. WEMOEMBEZBET 5L, -50°CLL EOMEIT L AINTHFIC
BEMEE 70, EHRHEENREE THD.

—7J7, Ni ORI &L > TRFEOIIRICRIT 2EMER M BT 5 Z &3l < o iaH
SHLTW A, Jolley[50]1%, Ni sz L D800 W _EITMR LRI L 5 721F T2 <, Ni
DI L > TIRIEB L OESOTAEEIRICB T 2B RISTINE T T 5720 ThDH &
FEf L7=. Kranzlein H[51]25 5~ L72 K 912, Ni 2R3 5 Z L 12 X - THIE TIERERIS
NBEAT 200, BEKTIZEDERIGNO BRI 72K, -80°CHHI Tl Ni iR
MO & BEARIET) D BT AT 5. FRARIG ) DR T ITARAR A DO BEEY ) DR T % B
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, sk & U N IONGH CIIRIR THatEmaE 2 E CIic< <%, LarL, BLEoidm
‘iﬁﬁ'it%%éi IHRTDERENJZONWTE R L TWD0, IO E» S idEm I Tl b7,
Ni TN F R T RV F—IT 5 2 DRI OV T C 7RI 2. Ni gL s
B S ER SN A EMICIA AW HI TR Y, ik & BIEOBR A 0N T 5 2 &
IE— e E IV CTE D b ERETHDH EEZOLND.

145 BRMICTH—LGHMMBREEANOBIRERETILOER

B 1.4.2 IR LTS AERESR T 7 VIZERBICITE — 2Bt 2 iR & LD TH Y,
Figl.19 lZ/R L7z L 9572, RM°HAZ, BHEEEMNRIEL, AHEBOMENKE < B
DURBEAR~DOW I F BB SN TV, ~x BAMEPERREE JIAHE R faoik 88 F1 D
WEIZ Lo THEERPER LR THELDLZ ENE. S HIZ, HAZ WNIZIX, Local
Brittle Zone(LBZ) & FEIEIL 2%, BIMEDML O BEIBIZ HL A TH D3I ET 256034 <,
FRR L 2B D L EIMEICS D, LIS o T, BRI 2 s oo 51475 & e
ST H T BN E - B EIERICEETH D,

R 2R e LT-EMT 0B 2L, 5 F TEOMBETMOHENR T,
Machida ©[52]1%, LBZ BMF(ET 5 2 & THIEEMMEOIZ L DX N KREL 70D 2 & 25l
V3al—var TORLTWD., ZO70, EHEICH LT GRBRASIIIRY 23 5

G e IXFIT, ) Local Approach % 4% FH U 72 RRSEENE 540 D IERERHEE DN LETH S, L
L, ARBTICAOR RS K & < B2 2 NIRRT 2856, TR T OO ER
X2 DR T A — 2 — 2D LB 26D, Bz, D Figl.19 O X
DA R MRS T 2 B L 72356, B0 0 R & S 28 70 2 800040 2 A7 9 5 SR
@E#é:k_ﬁé.%%ﬁwgmf%t,@-@ﬁ&ébﬁ@@%ﬁ%ﬂ7fa&~

LBZ

Base metal

%

‘ / Enlarged view
Y4 5=, around notch root

Fig. 1.19 Fracture toughness estimation on welded zone.

21



p=11
Ei

FT1E FF

THBR T OERERNGTER SN D Z & 2Rt s Lo BEREEITZ 0 X 9 sl 1
FAPEZE K K — 05, WEERSCE O O R — I AR Y A 2 A DM EHe 33 2 e g
ETNOBEAITATHE CE DV EN-H DO H D, Wallin H[53]1%, basic Master Curve
(MC) {EiF~ 7 v e REEMICITE A Z R Z & 2R L, Bz D MC L%
% L7=. Satoh ©[54], Sainte Catherine 5[55,56]1%, F&7% 2 BMRALRR O EERER T A —
=R DLGEITONT, AL DBHEE LI AREEM OBERREZ KD 51201
Beremin €7 /L& JE5E L72. Andrieu H[57)13 & HIZ, MO OBER 2 EE L, B2
DIEMERNT A — 2 — 2 G T HEHROEIG N T X L7255 12O0 T Beremin £
FTNEYEE L. L L7225, Beremin £ 7 /VDYLEEE T - 72LL EDOHFZE ([54-57])
T, REJE ORMEEEMERRER ) b B SR OMHEEME R T XA —F — %KD D Z LITEKN
ST, H< ETHRBEIRDIIERMEZR/NT A —F — IO FIETRD D LE N H
%, —77, VERES[58)1%, $59E L7~ Beremin £ /LA 18 LT, HAZ DIAF D FEIE O EEHE
RNT A =2 =N THNIE HAZ 2 H 7T 5 NYEM OBIEIVERER) D HAZ DR
BT A — 2 — 5B T 5 FEEBLLELE L. LarL, ZOFETILZHAZ LA
S DOFEE ORGSR X T A — 2 — BRI TR T T e 5720,

UEZRLIEL ST, ERBICEBOMEGEMED 54 L TV D8EHZ % Local
Approach D3 FIZDUNT, FERMFIE TITA MR HLE O R EEIVE /> A & B L T
DL EMELE LW, HERERR AN A LTV B8R 2 A O T i B R B SR
B, XK DORIEERINE A & R D D FIEIIRIZRE I N TR0,

1.5 WERMREIZEH T HFHRE

F12H TR K 51T, BBl OREEOMRITIE, ~Z BRI SR
ERMEARFIR TH D, Lo T, ~& BHfatEmEE 5 & ARk O BILR 2 B & )hi
T 5 Z LA B O EY D27 2R L OB OBZICE > TRWICEATH S
2, HI13EH TR L DI, ITFEOHEEY O E LA 2 588 EtO—>Th
B_A F A MW TIIPARARR & 800 0 BAGR % 5ok 9= 2 HLGR B A st 2 1R 4
ThHY, WHELMEHET D7D OEMEET VORELREEERE ETHD. F 143 HIZ
BWTRA LI L 51T, FFITLARNCSA T4 MilZx5 & L, Multi barrier €7 /L1
B0 E ARG 0> D AP E 5346 & T3 9~ 2 EEE 7V & BRFS L7223, /E DR
TR THY, XA F A MO & IMEOBURIIRTEARHARE R EETHDH. F
FHODPREE LEBIEETAOERMUICB W TS ET RE AIZTIC 2 AFEET L. £71
2lX, Stagell DIRFSFMHE LT, KRFZ7=2T7 4 A A MEXSRE L TEKX
{fE &7 Petch DRXEZHNTWDHRTHD. XA A MO MA ElFUTK LT HERALD
HERERSME N EE 5 L CWO D FTREMEIZ 0 I2 B 2 H VD B3, Petch DTl Hall-Petch DB
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BIZITEARARETH D, HEEODPHE L ZEEE T L[3940]CTH, R0E5ET
Shibanuma 5N HEF D7 =T 4 -t A ¥ A MIZR L CHEH L 7= Hall-Petch #2455 %
WTWz, L > T, XA F 4 Mllzxh U CliH Al fe7e, HEFREERALIC K 5 MA Elhvo
BREN N A BRE L I-XOEEDPLETH L EEXDND. £, 2 DHORMBES L L
T, Stage Il DA NFEME T F VX —Ynm!Z San Martin 5 DR U= IR EKFEMEZ VT
WD RBZET OIS, 144 HIZBW TR X 51T, SanMartin B Oy DHEEIZ I
FEORTREDL LWER® Y, L0 RGN - 3HRIC K D2HEEZAT 2 72 Ymm P IR K
THEBEATDHZEICL S THIEETVORBEZM ESELZENTEDHEEZLN
5. 72, Yam®? Ni EIFHEIZZOERLED TARAREETH LD, AbETHhE
TREPETHD.

F7o, BH1LASHIZBW R L L OIL, ERICEB OGN 50 L TV D4
BB 72 2388 F & T 7o PR RS SR 0 &, B ISR S D I RN ME 5 AT A —
FEIZR D D FIEITRIZIRE S TR, SlEEWIZ I TR~ & BAEMERRE O MR
PE 23 8 WA BRI X B AR SRR 00 B4 70 2 SEUNIRAE L TR Y, MEMSRE T LIC &
2 BRI & - CHIREEY O 2t E R T 5 B¢, ERRICREE 22 ki 2 Xkt
G & LT LERBOBEIIVLERARTH 5.

1.6 AFAEDEHH

515 BB W TR A BEE T 57200, AR TIZLL O B ZRGE LTz,

o NAFA MlEXIGRET D, EWHEREEZZRE LT Stage 11 OERAL.

o FEREM LT ymm O rE 2 HEE 5 K O Ni O S .

o LREORREMAATLZ LIZLD, NA T A MO~ X BBEERM: 2 S T3
T EME T TV OB,

o ERMICREE R AR 2 A T 2 3BT & O T B BR O R B
EH a2 H B OMIETR R T A — 2 —EHEET D700, LR O

WELREIZ, ThZho BINTHT 2078 SV CREICHT 5.
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Fraf Cil~_7= Xk 512, F(1.4)IZ78 L7z Petch OFUTHERNT £ D FHEIZ Hall-Petch DB
ZH\WTE Y, Hall-Petch ORI LR A F o MICx L CEAMEEZ KL, L
7o D3 o TARMFGE Tl Petch ORAAEIET 5 Z & TA 4 MIEIZ b3 H FTREZR, HEFHHES
WD % 8 L T- Stage 1 OMIEIS I OERAL 21T 72, Fiz, FizicER b L7z
(CBWTRIOMEERTH 5 Stage I DA BRI T F /LT —ypm OV TIE, EBRRS
RAZKT D LERE W= G O EIARIZ L > THEE L 72,

22. HADREE

AW TIE, disfiid & L TR(1.8)D 1o Y 1T Hall-Petch O ZUTAKATF L 72 WA
% Z & T, Petch ™% Hall-Petch O BRI WSA G MIZ% L C % 3 A Al
REZeTITIEIET 5.

F9, AR TIHRRE A T A Fho MA EFUZHOWT, Fig. 2.1 O X 9 ITHERE L
THENE N R T AVGAD G A ZET 5. £z, T X0 EICITr, O AWIS IMER LT
LbDET5H. ZDOLE, MAMERKSTRYBRITIT DEMLO 541X Fig. 22 DX D
2, FUSICERAEIRASIETE L, +s5/2 OLEITRIRUTAR Y 3 2 i BB 2 17 1 5 BEAS AR+
DA EEZDZETHETHZENTED. FNDs/2F TICHRET DA BT LA
ToRTERSNDH[21].

N = 2(1 - Vz)(Ta - TO)S

= 2.1)

FD TR LF—T Petch DL FIREIZ, & SNDD/R—H— AT k)L &EFFOHE—DERAL
DENOALEIFIET HEE2DHZ ETEMT S, T72bb, X2.D)ZXA3)NITRAL,
OW/0c=0%cHDHVFoIZHOVWTHELS Z L TIRABRES LEN 2 EHTx 5.
BHonHXE Ll TIoRT.
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Fig. 2.1 Process of MA cracking propagation into low carbon bainite considered in the

present study.
|:Ta{>
Dislocation
source
S S
- |||TTT@/J‘J‘J‘Il
2 2

Fig. 2.2 Process of MA cracking propagation into low carbon bainite considered in the

present study.

ZE)/pm
(v D) a-wi-ms
1+—=) (@ —=v*)(ta —70)s
o 2 0 (2.2)
4’Eypm Sz(Ta — TO)Z S(Ta _ To)
t\/ﬂ.’(l — Vz)t B 2mr2t2 - \/ET[t ) (t = CC)

(1 + i) (1 —=v?)s?(t, — 19)?

V2 (2.3)

Cc =
27E Ypm

np, BARESLL T, ARKETZRINF—L LT MNTW S, ABFETIE, K
RFBNRA FA SO MA BV RFIZZRAT HEERORFIS ) & LT, U ko (2.2)% H
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W5, B E ek D Petch DR g % Fig. 2.3 1277, (1R LT HER D Petch D
XTI, BRSdOTARYBITIERT 28 NTERRA DM EL O BRI 7251 Th o 72,
L7eMRoT, T RXVBOREI LERICINIARF G THY, FEERAENd TRWIGATTE
Bl B D AME FCTHEEZTo TWHZ kD, — 0, HiiFI_RoREs LA
TG ) NI > TV D T2, 1ERIS ST, & A HEE T Z AU FERR IR T 5 A
SNTHRNLERIT K> TIEEEIS /I3 REiR T& 4. Fig. 23 WRENDH X H1E, RLTRY
P SsTh > THIEMIRAIN LD REWIGE O T BSHERRIEAL B EINT 5728,
JETNTRAT 5.

L2 L, BB THIEAR L L Cypm IRAMDMEERDEETH Y, ypm PRIEZ
179 BN % . Petch DIFFETlTypm, = 10])/m* & FTAUXT = T4 F-t AL Z A MO
~EPEIEZ BHLTE 5 L SNy, FEROMET MA BRI ORA F 1 MO ~Z
BAAGEER A Z D CTE LI RATH D, £ 2T, AR TITH N2 MEgRE T LIS
KA, T3 O TR RRBR O 5 Rkt U TR RIS & ERk L, O HEETEIS
Ko Typm & [FIE L7c. WRHEILIERICFEMZ R4 5.

2.3. =B
2.3.1 HtEUH
ATIFGE TN BRI O LA 2 Table 2.1 /R, Mn IR 2 T892 = & Tl

ANIVEZFTREE L, LD LN SH LD L%~ D MA 1T KT, MA B OREEIIAL 725
TEEEX L. F2, Cr & BOWINC L > ThREAUMELZIERIY, ESBX1FHA b

H000——m———————
Petch, d = S5pm
\ ......... Petch’ d = 10|_lm

3000 New formula, s = 5pm, 7, = 200MPa
= T U New formula, s = 10um, 7, = 200MPa
[al _\ New formula, s = 5um, 7, = 300MPa
2

S

©

*Vom = 10]/m?, 7, = OMPa, k,=20.7MPaymm

Fig. 2.3 Comparison of Petch’s formula and the present new formula.
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Table 2.1 Chemical compositions (mass%).

Name C Si Mn P S Cr Al B N
L 0.15 0.25 1.00 <0.002 0.0005 1.00 0.020 0.0012 0.0008
S 0.15 0.25 1.50 <0.002 0.0005 1.00 0.020 0.0012 0.0008

2T < L, £, Table2.1 1278 LIAL 2 R &2 A3 D EEREIRMEH 2 1100°C
VZINENG B FEAE 21T, AR 15mm OFM 2 /FRL L 7= I, £ E ok % 1000°C
FTMEL T 1 BRI L, WREIZE0 21T o7, BB ICHIE LA 2 —VERIC X
S THH S B/ ORI EE T E % Fig. 2.4 (7. BAICER LZEBY, HA
I\ MA I DOFEREN R0 2 2 FEOMEAM 2AF T & 1 2 L b D, £z, ATt
L, Fig2.5 ® X 52l % D MA % Tz FHAI 2 2 & T, MA OFF ML O %

(&) oA, EEEE, w4250 Lz, R L #8220V i 2000 £ O i

(b)Steel S
Fig. 2.4 Optical microstructures.
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Fig. 2.5 Measurement of MA configuration (Steel L).

2.0
N
Z sl — Steel L
3 I
P — Steel S
= 10F ]
2
O
S 0.5) ]
e
0.0 — ~ ‘ '
0 2 4 6 8 10
MA thickness(pum)

Fig. 2.6 Distribution of MA thickness.

% 9 HEF, FF 1000 fEFLE O MA 2% LT, SHIZDUVTIX 2000 5O % 4 H8F, &
1000 fEFEE D MA IZxF L TiTo72. $£72, 4.3.1 HHIZH R T 25 EFEFZOMA[66]IC

Ko, mENSEH LM NSENS, MARETERTH S EUE LIZEE D HEAK
=0 OBy R 2HEE L. MA OJEE 54 % Fig. 2.6 12, R E, ®WESRE
Table 2.2 (27”9, F72, Fig. 2.7 D X 912 MA [ F 7213 MA-KRLAR R Ol E 50 i E

Table 2.2 Number density and fraction of MA.

Number  Number

Name perunit  per unit Area
area volume fraction(%)
(um?)  (pm?)
L 0.037 0.056 14.1
S 0.085 0.190 15.7
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Fig. 2.7 Measurement of slip length (Steel L).

0.4
o T
Z — Steel L
go3 Stee
> — Steel S
= 0.2 ]
E
O
S 0.1 ]
[a

0.0 B = — ‘ :

5 10 15 20 25 30
Slip length (um)

Fig. 2.8 Distribution of slip length.

L LUTEHM L. TRYBE IOV TEH MA SHEOFH & [F U SEM B2 L,
L #l - S =N ZHITDOnVT 1000 ERREFHII L. FHllSNT RO BRI O E
Fig. 2.8 |2/~ 7. Fig. 2.6 3 LW Fig. 2.8 IT/R &5 K 91T, Fig. 2.4 D EEDO L B0,
L 8l TITH K72 MA DNRWEIRRZ S > THA LTV D DIZXE L, S #il Tl Rl s 72
MA WEIZAR LTS, £D—F5T, Table2.2 DEMEDRIRNEIND L DI, MA N
MEHZR L TE® 2 BIEITIRIER—THD. L7 ->T, BWIZH S MEEERS 2% =
ENTEZ LRSI,

2.3.2 5I3REER

A IRERIRTIC & > TRERA LTS, 9 IET) - OF ARG OREIE 2 HEE T 5 729D I
DARY IS ARG IO i (AR, SR O Ali# & #59) 2BGT 27290, 55k
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Unit:mm
Transverse direction

M10, P1.0
« 20
\ m
T~

A 4

$10

=R5.7

A

16
34

A

Fig. 2.9 Specimen configuration for tensile test.

REREIT o7, R E Fig. 2.9 1R 7. ARBFETIX%IER T2 X 5 IS RERMT
Z W TR ATIZ K > TS OT A2 HEE T 2720, AIRERMIT CTER A HIL L
RTWVWEIICHEG R 2R T2 ERBRAF 2 AW, 7 a2~y ROEMIEEIX
Imm/s & U, firfE, 7w RA~y REAL, ERRZEMORREZFHI L7, SUBRIEEE (3E
MR ClRE RO E A TS LIRE, T720b5 L #ic >0 TiE 20C, S #lic >\
1£20°C & 50C TiTo 72, IBEREIC W IR ES MR A S RETH 5.

R, TS L7om B-AR R M ENERE (LUT, BN &) IZRBIROET
JVTCAT o T A BRESRRNT TR S D AN MRS — B3 2 L 5 IS OT Al
ERETDH LT, ISNOT RUFROHETE 21T o 7. R CHmELAN AL,
ELATORA AR OFELRET D720, RO D 3/4 REDOAEE TEHbhE
IABDOXGEE Uiz, Z2°C, I TOT B XL T ICRm 3 Swift OX[SNCHES & L7z,

n

7=0u(36+1) 2.4)

ZIT, GIEARNIET), SI3MYBIEOT R, oy IHIIRRIET), ad ORI EHEE
Ths.

AR R BT I A BREE AT Y 7 R 7 = 7 Abaqus 6.14-1[60]% f# ] L, Fig. 2.10
(R THIRIFROET LV E R W, MFEEZZBB LTI ETLE LTINS, BRI
ELT—#ZBRNT 4 HimmSflyEREAW. AREEEZBEL, BAEICL-T
BN RN T, YR RA & LT, 5L - Mises DFRREMHZE LTz, 7,
AR ST ETORREZMITICx LT Abaqus 6.14-1 & U /-,

JSETTOT B BRO BRI IV TIE, F£ MR IC X - TR S v i mZE N #i#R 2>
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, Displacement

Axial symmetry

Half gage length

Fig. 2.10 FE model for simulation of tensile test.

5, BBRIC L > TR D N T RIS RN DRt R AT v T2 BT 28 ol
O YSIE  Zoy & LTc. RIS, a&nllil Y 7 fia AT U7 Est i CR M S 7o
FHENL AR & PR T D VAT EAN AR 2 LEi L7223 B, oy & MIIE L7z, &f%IZ, oy
ZMIEROME TEE L, BEBMEATRERMT CHH S 2 M EREARM MRS LT ORME2
e ECalnz s, ARERMNT & EROBRLELZ R/MET DHEETRR LIz,

o Py () = Pea(u)du

f;exp Peyp (W) du

<0.01 (2.5)

ZITC, wlILARIENL, uf@ITRERIC T D R RK DI RAENL,  Poyp (W) I3FRER THEHIY
ST EEN MR, Prpa I A TRER YT CRIA SN mELMMHE THD. akn
FRQHDED DA NA LT D X I, TOEDLAAEIZEDOE TEEIET -
7-.

K(2.5) & 72 LI IRAE DGR & A TR ELFRMRNT C1F O AL 7o far AN Hi#E O Ll % Fig. 2.11
WORT. 7eds, IR CIIE A AN 2 U L7 O ORRZEN K& Wiz w, 3BT

Table 2.3 Estimated parameters of Swift formula.

Name  Temp.(°C) oy(MPa) a n
L 20 393 0.0005 0.14
S 20 450 0.0001 0.12
50 421 0.0002 0.14
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14
12 /fﬁﬁ==£aﬂﬂ&_.
e 10 g —
Z 3
= Steel L, 20°C(Test result)
'g 6 mm—— Steel L, 20°C(FEA result) -
o Steel S, 20°C(Test result)
T e E—— Steel S, 20°C(FEA result) |
2 Steel S, 50°C(Test result) 1
————— Steel S, 50°C(FEA result)
0 L L L L
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Gage length (mm)
Fig. 2.11 Results of inverse analysis.
1500
25
& T
/_’___ -------
\% % -----
o 1000} ===~
2 2
= Steel L, 20°C
75
= 500 B
8 Steel S, 20°C
<
>
E = = == Steel S, 50°C
| |
- 0. 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.

Equivalent plastic strain, &,

Fig. 2.12 Estimated stress-strain curve.

13 U 7 faf BEZSA B 0D M Sul 2 B M A TR B R MEAT DGR CTEEHx T\ 5. Fig.2.11 1
REIND LT, BT DITRARE B TEDL LI BN TA—F—2HETH &
NTETCNWD., ZOWEDy, a, nZ Table2.3 12, I HOTHifR% Fig. 2.12 (2R”7

2.3.3 HWERHIEGHER

R EER MR BRI W 23R8 O IR & Fig. 2.13 1ZRT. 7 8 A~y ROZENHE X
2mm/s & L, fffE, 7oA~y RENL, 70U v 7P — VBN OBREZ G L=, BRI
20°C, 50°C, 80°C, 100°C, 120°CTATVY, 20CIEHIELT, 50°CIXTEAL =7 /L3 —/L T,
80°CIZEVUKT, 100CE 120°CIFEL L7z 2 AW CIREZFRE L7-. &RBRoigkrE ©
DOFE-7 U v T — VBN BIE % Fig. 2.14 (2089, 7T 7 O#KIRITAEE L7208 %2 79,
L, PBOZECRTME-ZMBREICOWTHEETHD. £, ffE-7 70 A~y
RERLD SR ST £ TOWINT V¥ —% Fig. 2.15 (2T, ZORILT R
F—IFEROBMMEOT AR AT — b B EN D720, BB ISR B3I L 7z = 3L

33



% 2% Stage Il DEASL

Unit: mm

Transverse direction

Notch detail

0.15R

Bending span : 40mm

Fig. 2.13 Specimen configuration for fracture toughness test.

F—TiEewv. L2L, IBEOBMEOT = R — TR R 22 FLI O 72 6O DO #
PEAREE L LT+ Tho EEZDLND. Fig. 215 RSN 5 L ) IC&IRE T
S $lD I I = R L F—HMEL, BT OEPE L LTiX Sl 7 aMEw. £72, 20°C
DOFRER D Weibull fERAKIZ T 2> N L7 b D% Fig. 216 IZ7~-7. ok, &7 vy b
WUTRT Weibull AL > THid L < BT 2R e & REREBE HHET
RLTWA.

P(x) = %(g)a—l Exp (— (%)a> (2.6)

VIR XIC BN T, Weibull fERFRIC 7 1 v b LR 2R TEHEICIEe, B2
DR TRT. Fig. 216 IZRSNDH X I, SOOI NI OE DRI .

S I, PBRR I A AL E - BAMEE (SEM) THBIZEL, MriD ) N—_F—r
Z D b CREBE S E O U)K E SRE A D O ., HUEFLED S O iz A B
L7z (Fig. 2.17). 7238, L#AD 50°CLLETITo723BRIs LS #ld 80°CLLETIT o 7=
FRERITUI R & SHIEME R OBEIR PR D=2, EAMEOBEII I ThRho T,
F7o, BIELLRERORB T CHEAMENDREE (k. =0) OHOIFTEIXREDOM
TTHW-UA YHEICLDEEEZITTCNDEBZLND T, BERN LRV,
LI, AR B OB RG & LR O &4 5 . Fig. 2.18 ([ZHUS L 7oA s 07
B OMERE 273, Z OB T, RSB IS OV THE - SRBRIEEIC X D K& e
WIER Do o, RERIMERBR OS5 R 4 Appendix @ Table A2.1~A2.2 (2”7,
T, BEKRGE LR I2 DWW T, MR AR O % Fig. A2.1~A2.2 (27
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14]

12 ‘
210f 20°C
ngsf 500C
3o .
o I 80°C b
=4 100°C

2 120°C |

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 038 10 1.2

Clip gage disp. (mm)
(a)Steel L

14} |

12 i :
> 10 20°C |
< 8 50°C
RN 80°C
= 4 100°C

o 120°C -

00 02 04 06 08 10 12

Clip gage disp. (mm)

(b)Steel S
Fig. 2.14 Load-Clip gage displacement history of fracture toughness tests.

F 7o, WSOV T, 20°CTHEBRTICERS L7238 o, BIR Z 8605 50um O
NI 1E % B RR1% J7RGELIEIT I (Electron backscatter diffraction; EBSD) TaEHlll L, ZFEERIZ
MA TR HERE L T 500 & 0 A ffesd L7z, EBSD f#HTIEAFEE 1 7% - HAIE > 7
1% 0.02um TITo 7. LA, BIOFEZ AR A 3T TORUREE TREHT L 72/ R &
D i & Fig. 2.19 35 L UV Fig. 2.20 12777, WifS[% (Inverse pole figure; IPF) @ FL#ZH>
B, A EZ T IZRE CIEH O NTHEREN THARB D Eb->TEY, TXDICL 58
e[S AE LTS Z LR TE D, BHERIE R & O 7% 7”3 Kernel average
misorientation (KAM) fED 3476 b, Afifg TR EH L TWD Z & avb)e
%. FEZ, Fig. 2.20(b)Tik, MA ZR 3 HROBWE G OTN THADBBE Y ZEib - TE
D, MAITEAZISHERE L TWH Z &R HEE SN D. LLEDORERNG, <A F 4 FMIZE
WTHT7 =T A F-BAZA M E RERIZHA AR~ DI OHEFREANE L, 22 HiTT -
7= MA ~DORN.OHEFREZ AT L LB LITZ Y TH L B2 bND.
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Stage I1 D EXAL

20 T T T T T

O Steel L

7 O Steel S a &
— // 5

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Temperature (°C)

15

\

Absorbed Energy (J)

Fig. 2.15 Absorbed energy of fracture toughness tests.

09 [
E o% - @ Steel L
E B a=444,p=516 P i
< 06 ° s i‘/.
©S o[ ® Steel S & -
© o4r _ o :
g 03—(1—2.59,8—4.(@, .
o 02 ’} >
2 N .
vg 005 [ L ]
=
g
3
U 001
15 20 30 50 70
Absorbed Energy (J)

Fig. 2.16 Absorbed energy of fracture toughness tests, -20°C.

Fig. 2.17 Observation of fracture initiation site.
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08 O Steel L(20°C)
A Steel S(20°C)
0.6 & Steel S(50°C)
) o
g 04
VU o £ O A \ A
= 0.2 A AO O 5%
© A
0'00 1 2 3 4
Z. (mm)

Fig. 2.18 Observed coordinates of fracture initiation sites.

24. HIREZRMEH

Ypm P FEZ A 2 LEEBIEOAERU 1L, EEMERE T BV TEREN ) Th 567
OTHRGORBENSLIEL 727, 2T, 233 HIBWTHE LiZe h 0T i a2 H
W CREEEEIESBR O A BRESR AT 21T\, IS OT A2 G L. f#PTICIE Fig. 2.21
IR T 3WIL FEET VAW, RFMEEZZBELC1I4AETLE LTS, EHEXA
7L L TCT—ERWT 8 Hi A E RN ER L W e, In BITIrIRlRIC > TET L
fbL, BEIENME 52252 & CHmERE Lz, TOMOEMIE 2.3.3 THOA REFEF
HrE&dbmTh b, ITICE > THEONTISTTOT RGO —f% Fig. 222 \Z-d . BN
I, RRFICTOE—27 N ONEICBE L TW 2 ERERTE S, 2
1%, Fig.2.22)IZRT L I B OB > THUIR E R COBEMEOT HREINT 5
L TCHMRENME T 5720 TH D, F£io, Table2.3 (2R L2 & D 1T S SliZFRIRIG )
MEWTZD, BN bR E LTEWMEZ &> T,

F72, 232 TR LToHEERE AN EOERER KO, BB oo 7 Y v 77—
DENLIN D, A BRI SRR OMWIRE XIS T D BT A T 7 DR RALE O R TS
71 URFTHENR ) SRS O (RPTiE O %) 2R/ L. 22T, Uk
T TRE T B OFEEy TFHA L TR, y=08 Lz, B S RS &
JRFTEE T DAY %, Fig. 2.23 127, S S0 B RATHEES idEn. o
AU, SEOF N E LT MA SHEN/NS W, R AR ORI/ S
< Stage Il OIRFUE Do M@ LIk b B2 BN5. AT, MABOHRE (3
DHES) DENZ LD, oD EFICEHFE L TWD RIS, £, RFTEEO0T
HPRKEWEERFEIC)ME T T 2m bR CE 2. Zhid, OFHREART S
1T & Stage I 12315 MA EN OB L, Stage I ORITEIEA NS HZ ETED
BV oqIZ B W THHESR NG SNb Z stk b B2 6N 5.
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(a)IPF map, before load (b)IPF map, after load

001

Unit: deg.
Bl 002
[ 0204
[ ] 0406
[ 06-10
Bl 1020

(c)KAM map, before load (d)KAM map, after load
Fig. 2.19 Results of EBSD analysis, steel L.
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001 101

Unit: deg.
B 002
I 02-04
] 04-06
[ 06-1.0
Bl 1020

(a)IPF map, before load

!
|
i
|

(c)KAM map, before load (d)KAM map, after load
Fig. 2.20 Results of EBSD analysis, steel S.
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Side view )
Overview

Analytical rigid surface

Fig. 2.21 FE model for simulation of fracture toughness test.

2000 ———— - i -L-L:
] Steel L, 20°C, V; = 0.05mm
[ -==- Steel L, 20°C, V; = 0.1lmm
~ r '.“""~\ —— Steel S, 20°C, V; = 0.05mm
S 1500 L D s, ==== Steel S, 20°C, V; = 0.1mm
Q—( o” Sel ]
1000 £%* iy e
I3 b —— e T
= / \ Temeeanl]
500 I \
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Distance from notch root (mm)
(a)amax
0.20 e —
] —'Steel L, 20°C, V; = 0.05mm |
-=—- Steel L, 20°C, V; = 0.1mm
0.15 —— Steel S, 20°C, V; = 0.05mm |
,é\ ==== Steel S, 20°C, I; = 0.1mm
A
S o0}
p— 3
Iwg- :\
0.05 %,
[ R,
Q
L ‘s.‘_‘
0.00 ——== 2raan
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

Distance from notch root (mm)

(b)e,
Fig. 2.22 Stress and strain field estimated by FEA (V; means clip gage displacement).
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2200 ‘ -
N O Steel L(20°C) |
] A ]
2000 A A Steel S(20°C) |
s I Steel S(50°C) |
> 1800 | - f‘é > ( :
= .
S &
1600 - O & © o o
S © o) ]
1400
0. OO 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20

&

Fig. 2.23 Local fracture stress and local fracture strain.

25. y,DEE

232 HOERFERE 2.2 #HiTEAL LI Fi XA M AA A TEEME R E T VIC AT
5HZ&T, LEMBEHBETD. ::?ﬁw5M%%$%?w’$mfi RFREHE D
R IT DL T uT?‘Z’)O) Stage AR 72 SN2 HEITAEL D LIRE LT,

Stage I: MA FlHuIZ L 5 BA DA K

Stage II:MA | P?L@m’\@frﬂ%

ZZC, LM, SHIICHERRIHAK TH D7, Stage MIITAR M xry 7 7ak Rt
FebneEz, EBHILZLE L.

Stage 1 1%, MA OFIVRPNMBRFEESRZ O Y BIEOT Tk L TRIB ST 5 &
EL, WATRERT 5.

P. = &, 2.7)

ZIT, cdIEHTHS.

Stage II (%, ﬁ@mfrbtﬁﬁ%mwfwﬁmﬁ%ﬁmkﬁé RFEER DR KRFE
i Slo o LA DIRE, Stage 11 75%5715%5 L35, 22T, XR2AITBITFHTRYHRIC
TERT 2 i AWHE ST, 0E, #iC @@%M%mﬁw®# TThDHEREL. F
7o, BEALOBEEBE JitglE, %< ODHHT Hall-Petch @ PBEfRIZ 51T 5 EEES /17Y 100MPa
BETHLILEEEZEL, TOXHOETHSH 50MPa Th b EE L. REELE
OB OF O K » TSRS 5238, Zh 6134 TS ) 02k
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L BENOBEEOHKIC L - CHlERI SN EZEZLND. LER-ST, Eilr, —
T DEIZ—ETH D=0, ERROREITEY THHLEEZOND.

WIZ, RREEZOMIEMRFROERIEITY. £, Bt — A StOMORBEEEN
DENOESEnITENEPLEZ AV TR TREND.

n(t;x,y,z) =n {PC (e_p(t; x, Y, z)) — P, (:Ep(t —At; x,y, z))} (2.8)

ZIT, nidAREEZRNO MA A% TH  (Fig. 2.24), REEFE ORI EHH S - AL
EHEHT=0 O MA iEFET D2 L CRINT S, x,y 2 BEERPLOERETH .
nMEDEGUCK LT, ZNENZOTEB LA T 590 #E SI2G LT Stage IT O
IS Do MRS, ZOVWTNTHRBERORKEIN oL FTh H5EIC
Stage IT 23ii 7= S, RHEERNHET L. bbb, REEROMBELMI, oqD5y
i DN EHEIR L7 KBNS T CHLME LSV HLENTE L. LEN-T,
(RFE B8 DIREEHERP o 1 In BRI L 72 B O B O B R 2 T, UTFDX oI
LR TE 5.

Pa(o(t;x,y,2)) =1 — {1 — CDF, (0(t;x,y,2))}" (2.9)

ZIT, CDF, i domDRREFETHD. Pall B\ TS, WHEERNTILE TORZIIC
EL TWANE I NTEES N TRV, LR T, Pz AW THERA 2t £ Tl
W L le i odz & LI a O B A R OBHIEHRP %, 1 75 & ORFIEER b e
L2RAWHERZHT 2 2 & CRAD L S IRk T& 2.

Io‘? : 7%

Fig. 2.24 Schematic of MA and cracked MA contained a volume element.
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\%4
P(t) =1— 1_[(1 — Pu(t:x,,2)) (2.10)

XY,z

L7eino T, BREZZRE UIAERERSMPIIRANTERIND.
P() =P'(t)(1 - P(t — 4¢)) (2.11)

ZIZT, P(O)=0TH 5.
ZZETIE, ABA D EDRBERPOBIET 50 VI FREZBELLRWVWETOE
XMEEITo7. WIS, HIRELT, SOHEHERIAEAE U THENRET D%
ERLT D, T, “DOHRELe TR OWIEENRE L TV DAL, BEERIND
T DREREPLIL, Il T DR ERIOWIEMERP D, SEEEFEDOPOAFHIX)
ToHHE L TR TREIND.
Pei(t; xi, yi, 2;)

Pe,l(t;xi,:Vi:Zi):z:V Po(tiny D) (2.12)
xyz"te » A Y

L7=23o T, RS, REEHiA A L UTHRENI AT D HeRPIT,
P(t; xi,y1,2;) = P(t) X P4y(t x1, v1, Z;) (2.13)

ZOPITH LT, B S N RIS T B BB 2 s, BB R O %
DURERZNCATIT B 2 & T, b5 KRR WVE U BHEEPAFITE 5. L,
ARFIECIAYIEREE #H L TR, yHIRICAFT 5 2 & CRAEH L. Bl
W, REBIKLIZL FOR TR TX 5.

Ntest

L(A¥pm) = 1_[ B; (2.14)
j=1

T I, Nt TRBRETH S,
LRIk d 2 28T, HRETNMIBITDRMDONT A—=F—cB L Wypm & HEET

. AWFZETIE, 2251 TIE0.000001,0.00001,0.0001, 0.001,0.01, Ypm (Z DV T

5]/m2 G T10~80]/m2 E COMfE A & S - ASEbERTICOVWCTLOMAEEL L, *
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DHFTLRRKR L 2 HMAEDEERR LIZ. TORER, 1=0.00001, vy = 35]/m?*D
EELENRRNER ST 2B L By ST DLOMD =kt 7 v v b % Fig. 2.25 (R
¥ F72, 1=0.00001, ypm, =35]/m?L L7zha OBUEE 7L TR S 7o il =
3R & EERORBREE RO i 2 Fig. 2.26 (R T. fH % OB T D R R LT
72, 3DDMBRGMEORTIZONWTEELARLL TWDH D, BEET VL ERE
RICOWTEEDPEDOLND.

26. A

2.5 HilR LI X918, AMFZETHICIRE L2 (N2.2) TIE, ¥pm = 35)/m? &
THIET 233 HIOR LIEMMRBROBREEZ KL ISHBATEL Z Lo T,
LovL, 2R Tl RoekoEbicx+ 2 \MEE R\ ch 5. 22T, BE
RA% D Stage 11 DIRFRLEES DSt & LT, R(1.2)I2% L7z Griffith-Irwin-Orowan
kB L ORA4)TR L7z Petch OFXAEHWEBEEICHONWT S, BEBEBLOKKILIC
L AFMMFEHTRNLX—DREZTT>7-. Griffith-Irwin-Orowan O 5ETlL, BZHa
E LT MA FEOHGAEZRHY, TRDBEIITIRICBNTEEINL T RWZH Hn
720N, Petch DRUZEBNWTIHdE LTI RO MEI DA%, BHREScE LTMA JiE
Dok, £z, EL60RUTH LT, AR TIIARRE T RLX—ZYm
EEFT D, LOKKALD FEIL Petch ORI HOWTIE 25 Fit Rk TH D, 72720, &
WFETHWZARA T A NEIZ DUV Ci Hall-Petch £28& HH 325 Z L IXTE R0 72,
Hall-Petch £%%k, & L C Shibanuma 575H & DHFFEDOMGRL L7 =T A bk A ¥
A N L TR L fE, ky = 21.7MPavVmm% V7= Griffith- Irwin-Orowan D 5&ftE
ERNTZGEIZON Ty, 2310 ]/m? 2 FED 2 E A RES iz, 2J/m*fHlET

Maximum

Fig. 2.25 Three dimensional plot of likelihood function.
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(c) Steel S, 50°C
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Fig. 2.26 Comparison of fracture probability distribution obtained by fitting and that obtained by

experiments (the present new formula).
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2~20]/m? L TOMEE & o7-. ADAHTFIE 2.5 HiLFETH D, LR ERD /T R
— H —DFIE DT DR EZIT - T fE 5, Griffith- Irwin-Orowan @ £:4-Tl%A = 0.00001,
Ypm = 6]/m*D & &, Petch DA TITA = 0.00001, ypp = 30]/m*D & &, LK E R~
7o  LLEDRT X — 5 — % T 3BT 7V TR S AT e 2 04T & FERE O BRRE
RO % Fig. 2.27 3 X OV Fig. 2.28 (27”7, Fig. 2.26, Fig.2.27 33 X Fig. 2.28 (IR~ &
o512, EORREHEEZRNESETYH, EREROFEMEICIZE A EERITRD
SRRV, ZhUE, A THWEMEHC W TIE, RS E LTEDEMZ W
BAETH, AHEEIEIC L > TRKIE LT /3T A —2 — % WU RIRLEE O K5 B TRl
EIMEESAAAHEE SND Z EZ2BWRT 5. LEER- T, AR TRE LNtk E
b & bhilg U TR 7 L ORGEW BIC ENIET 59 2 003, thosisricimEH 5
L2 LI Lo THINT DM ER S S, MO IZEH L7cHa ORI O\ T, 45
B W THGEEDRE B2 k4 5.

E£7o, AWPIETIINERI R[46-48] L [RIARIS, Ypm (C W THREMKFNEZ BB L7270 -
7o. L L, BRSO = 3L ¥ —#utid, AR M - % 220k 556
b, KA & 220 2 56 L ARICKER 0 AR COMMERIRIZ L > THEL D L& %
bN%. LIEDST, Ym T EWHBRRERGFEEZA L THRNHEDD, ypnllx LT
HIREEIZ K D AR O MWEREE) OZAEET 13T Th 5. MbEOFEIZ L - Tk
Ypm C OV T HIRERGFEZET H2LERELLHGHLE2 0D, ZOBHAIT, 2.5
IR LI FECBD Ty &R E I L > TR DA L D I L EHRTHRET
boH. LhL, A CTIEFig 226 IR LI L) Iypm B REICE LT —EL LeHE
THREICHAREIRD DN ST, XA FA N T A/ MA ZHebf s
HARRBEARA A MARKIZ OV T, ypm SOV CRERFIE R BB 2 LB 72
WwWEEZLND.
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Fig. 2.27 Comparison of fracture probability distribution obtained by fitting and that obtained by

experiments (Griffith-Irwin-Orowan criterion).
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(c) Steel S, 50°C
Fig. 2.28 Comparison of fracture probability distribution obtained by fitting and that obtained by

experiments (Petch’s formula).
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2.7. &

ARENR LIZFZEIC L VG DI R & LU IR

(M

2

3)

“4)

Petch WERIM L7 A Z A FMEINWCERT 27274 b XA Z A MilD~Z

BRIE RS AL DIRFUS N EAETET 5 2 & T, XA 1 M b H rTRE e HERE S

NEDFEE % [ LTz Stage 11 OREEEIS ) DO ER[LEIT - 7.

2 T O MA FERE (370 MR SITHY) DR DA A ME O T

IR A MEMERET NMIATITH 2 & THEE L BERBERRILT 52 LT, #

KIZBOWTRHMODONT A =L —=ThHOHAMRETFRNT —ypm 2 HE LT, HES

NIl T ypm = 35)/m? Th > 7.

Griffith-Irwin-Orowan D Z:{F% AW 2853 KO8 Petch ORZE WA IZ DN T

HLERBAMEL, yomPHEEZITT.

ﬂéﬁt%"fﬁﬁb\f;ﬁ &, Griffith-Irwin-Orowan D54 % A 723546, Petch D& H\ 7=
e DI TR SN2 LEICHARZTE O b o 7o 1o, Fiofeko=

RS DN ZRRGET A 720121, DO A F A NICXT2HHANRLETH D

EEZLND.
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HIFE  ymmPERERATE

3.1. HHY

Fram Cik 72 & 912, MatEmsE %8 AR 1 W\ TR B AL R ORI % 220 3 2 5
DA NEHE T T T~y DI DN TIE, $ox OITIIZEN B I H B 69 K 72H
ARERBEREINTHRY. E£72, Yum® Ni {zkf' IZOWTHER LFFEITZnET
(272 <, BRE TR <, MEERROERRIIC NI B ED L 9 REEE2 KFTO1%E
BEtT 20 E R H D, Lin-> T, Kifge Tj:ymm@{mﬁ@ﬁi Ni IIFEZ, Yigm P
BAFIZHE L7 =7 A bt A2 A MAZMEEE UCHER L, eIV bR
HREEEATHZ L CTHRAELE.

3.2. =E&
3.21 e

AHFZE Tl Table 3.1 1275 L72(1) 0.2% C - 0% Ni, (ii) 0.2% C - 1.5% Ni, (iii) 0.2% C - 1.5%
Ni, (iv) 0.3% C - 0% Ni @ 4 D DAL Z RO 2 F Y, Table 3.2 127 L 7o VLR %
fEd 2 & T, THEOMERMAER L., BBz W CdbEEx e b Lok, BRI
R 29 Z Sl L > Tk & DB A 2 A4 M EM AL LTz, HiR7eE A v
A NPHEIETHIET, BAUZA NEINB T =T A4 MRUTETET DEEOR G
OomZ 5 E T, 7 =7 A MR ZMIRARD T DEEORFIE I omm 3R b2y
s 7ae Al LEMFELTE (Fig. 3.1). oqm®A MRy 7 &7 2 &C, #EE

Table 3.1 Chemical compositions (mass%o)

Name C Si Mn P S Ni Al N (0]

Ni0 020 0.051 1.00 <0.002 <0.0003 <0.003 0.023 0.0007  0.0011
Nil5  0.19 0.051 0.99 <0.002 <0.0003 1.49 0.021 0.0008 0.0016
Ni30 0.19 0.052 0.99 <0.002 <0.0003 3.02 0.021 0.0007  <0.001
C03 0.30 0.049 098 <0.002 <0.0003 0.01 <0.002 0.0008 0.0011
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Table 3.2 Heat treatment conditions

Name onemical o alizing Spheroidization
composition

Ni0-B Ni0 900°Cx1h  700°Cx24h

Ni0-S Ni0 850°Cx1h  700°Cx24h

Nil5-B Nil5 900°Cx1h 675°Cx36h
Nil5-S Nil5 850°Cx1h 675Cx36h
Ni30-B Ni30 900°Cx1h 650°Cx36h
Ni30-S Ni30 850°Cx1h 650°Cx36h

C03-S C03 850°Cx1h 710°Cx48h

[ —— Opm r
- L — o-mm >
g | QL
5| A
o[ ?f I
er 2t
= [ =L
Critical stress Critical stress
Femie 1= —>
Cementite T .
Spheroidization

Fig. 3.1 Schematic of bottleneck process controlled by spheroidization.

END JRHHIEIE ] & Opm BT SE, opm P DR SN DYmm PFEENE L35 &5 2
HID. 2% T A X — /L THEZRILTFBMEIC L - TBE SN0 < 7 v ilfk%
Fig. 3.2 12779, EOMEIZB W TS, lum=2um BOM K2 A o 2 A4 SNBSS T,
F72, Ni MMENRZVZE T = 74 MRRIT/NE L, RO BHE TIfE 72
5 LIREDIRWRE S DD 7737 =7 A4 MRIF/NE .

3.3.2 35laRiER

2 FEAERIC, ARREZEMT TRV DI IO Z it 2 BfS9° 5 72 O I R %
[T BIREICHONWT, FIERBREZIT-o7-. RBATEIRITFE 2 E T Fig. 291" L72h
D EF—ThbH. R TIE, WEITIZET Doy DREIZIB T, FIFHFED R 5 R E
T Doy DBIRAUNTR T BRI TT O BIEMAL TR 2 B 8 U 72 BR[0T HE D L 9 12
WIEZ Iz 7=.
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Fig. 3.2 Optical microstructures of tested steel specimens.
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R=TIn (g) (3.1)
oy = Bexp (%) 3.2)

ZZT, A BBLXUCIHERTHY, RIFFETITA=108s"1& Lz, F7o, &Filmn
W THDHZ L EBE L, 103s e Lz, B SN TZoy DIREKRFNME% Fig. 3.3 12
AT E e, RTOMREICONT, BEEMERER & [FIRE TN O3 2 il % Fig.
34T, F, HBoivlz Swift DD /XT A — & —% Table 3.3 IZ/79. Ni B3EWNIZ
E-100°CLL_E TIFBIRIS DB EVMENIZ 5 523, FRRIG ORFEERTFETIK S, -100°C
LU T CIEBe AR 2@EmICH 5. £z, [F—OLFEMREH T 2B CIE, B2 5

Table 3.3 Estimated parameters of Swift formula.

Name Temp.(°C) oy(MPa) a n
-100 421 0.0741 0.33

Ni0-S -80 343 0.0400 0.29
-60 298 0.0235 0.28

-100 345 0.0125 021

. -80 286 0.0105 0.24

Ni0-B -60 245 0.0118 0.28
230 205 0.0054 0.25

-120 403 0.0303 032

-100 350 0.0167 0.27

Nil5-B -80 314 0.0118 0.26
-60 287 0.0095 0.26

_40 266 0.0074 0.26

-120 384 0.0154 0.27

. -100 342 0.0080 0.25

Nil3-§ -80 311 0.0074 0.26
-60 289 0.0069 0.26

_140 492 0.0286 0.27

. -120 450 0.0200 0.25

Ni30-8 -100 421 0.0250 0.27
-80 399 0.0227 027

-120 384 0.0154 0.27

. -100 342 0.0080 0.25

Ni30-B -80 311 0.0074 0.26
-60 289 0.0069 0.26

-60 314 0.0200 0.27

C03-S _40 278 0.0110 0.25
20 251 0.0100 0.26
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100 -« a C03-S

U L . . . " L " . . " L " . a "
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Fig. 3.3 Temperature dependence of yield stress.

IR EEDME VBB 5 S BARIS i@, 2 U, B s LIRENMENWZ 2T 7 =T 4
r DHRIALN 72 SN2 TH 5.

3.2.3 MIEHMHER

ATHET T U7 ikl 2 VT, ER MR 217 - 70, 3B BRI 2 % C Fig. 2.13
WRLEBDER—THD. £, BMEOEEERLLOHELFE 2 HLILBETHD.
FUBRIE L 13-140°C~-20°C O[T, SlfEfEORIMEIC G bE TS ¥z, ARIFFETIE, IR
FEREN IR TRRER L EHET 52 L THE L., FRBROMKE TomE-7 V) v 7
TV ENBRE R Fig. 3.5 1R Y. Fo, -7 1 Ay REND B EH S - ikl &
TOWRIL T F L F—% Fig. 3.6 |Z/-7. CIRMENE LV C03-S 23 HEIEMK <, Ni ¥
MERE G E L 7 =T A4 NRIREA/NE U Ni30-S 235 b EIPER & .

I 6T, MEZORBTIZH L, SEM Z HW TR S E OY)R X 5005 O
Htx., MUEHOED O OBz 2 85 L. SR Ox OREICKT 257 7 > M &,
Fig. 3.7 {27, @R CTITo723lBRIT &, M R 3 U)K X JE D> b EEAL T < BT 23
RTED. ZHUE, IREN EFT21ZETRBRIGIIDME TN T 5 2 & T, HEOERE) /)
ERDIFFNISIMET L, EICEL ETICL Y REREEEZEST H-DTHD. B
MREL RO THOIEET 256, BEERFOUIR ZJETOR) ZHEME N 2720
SRR B O NER~B B L T <.

WIZ, L—W =5 % F O TR AR i R > B |2 T 72 07 ) OD JEEARE 3 L ONEE A
Lol ~ERH 7 7 &y FOHE, &ﬁﬂﬁ%w%ﬁwbk.ik,ﬁﬁ77tykﬂ
SHET D7 7y MCHMRRRNZEANLTNMERS IO 57 7 & v hOERAS
7 hvaEFIL72. FHGI% Fig. 3.8 IR, £/, KifEORA T 7> FOMHEY
PROMEI %, Table3.4 1R T . RIRIND LT, 331HITHRRTLT =T 14 MR
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Fig. 3.5 Load vs. clip-gauge displacement curves.
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Table 3.4 Diameters of fracture initiation facets

Specimen Mean(um) Max(um) Min(um)

Ni0-B 80.8 128.4 46.4
Ni0-S 57.3 82.4 21.3
Ni115-B 72.2 106.5 35.4
Ni15-S 50.8 97.3 31.9
Ni30-B 46.7 80.4 16.0
Ni30-S 34.9 48.6 19.4
C03-S 68.2 118.8 38.2
40— .

[ enio-B o

o) 3 L a4 Ni0O=5 N

@ 30T . Nils-B A

5] [ .

& + Nil5-S . °

2 201 o Ni30-B ®

2 | 4 Ni30-S . o 4

o | [ o A

B 10 4 C03-8 & ; 2 i

< PN § = A
S - R
" 150 ~100 50 ' 0

Temperature (°C)

Fig. 3.6 Absorbed energy of fracture tests.
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Fig. 3.7 Measured x. of fracture tests.

DEMIT7 72y FORESIZHIELTWVWS., 77k y FA/NINE WS Z L
Griffith-Irwin-Orowan D5 (X(1.2)) (28T HBHRa/NE N E NS ZEEFEKL T
Wb, L7ZA- T, NiiINED &<, BE72 5 LIREEDMERW T O 2MEEER T ORI — =+
AF=PENZ LI, 77y FORESOEMD PO THBLCND LEZLN
5. e EEE R O - B3R5 R %2 Appendix O Table A3.1~A3.7 [Z/R 7.
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-~ A n -\ S
Neighboring facets \ -

(b) Laser displacement measurement

Fig. 3.8 Measurement of fracture initiation site (Ni0-B, -80 °C).
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328« 33HITHAG LIZEWMN D, ymmDHEEEIT 72, £F, AIRERMNT ORI
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1000
900 —— Ni0-B, -60°C, V; = 0.05mm
________ —— Ni30-B, -60°C, V; = 0.05mm

;@ 800 e e A Ni0-B, -60°C, V; = 0.1mm

700 ~ LA T voms [ Ni30-B , -60°C, V, = 0.1mm
g& 600 O N A L .
[ LA e -

500 > T

400 —

300

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

Distance from notch root (mm)

Fig. 3.9 Principal maximum stress field estimated by FEA..

FEA result

Laser displacement measurement

Fig. 3.10 Correction of crack initiation site by FEA.

5, PR A EEREF O YR 5B D 2 T 555 AT > 70, FHANS Ko TR 72l
Bk AL E A 35T B, SRR O EEAE R CTREL LT RIS 17 v Y e B L
7. WBR A OEFERIT Fig. 221 IR L2 O TH D . JFULIFYIR & R OREH DO
BTHD. 2B, o DEFEIZBWTIL, ARERMBTCHE L, v TFIEOERE L —
P—EAFHI T ) v FIROER 2 L, BIZ L D 3 RN E R OBE) % X
MeL72 (Fig.3.10). &R ICoOWT, BUG S W RS & R R EIS It L
H D% Fig3.11 |27,

WIS, BR7Z 72y NOBREMEHEEIL, FEHRAEFTROIBEGET— RO DIEREK
(K, K, Kip) ##HE L7e. £7°, o2l OFEER D DFsHBRO R LE A E L,
3ODRKENFEMBARHDIERY MV X OEMF W, Bk > CTERINDJE
FORICAEH L, FEMARDNZT 2 BEIS oy, 36 JOHUKIE Ty, 1y, 25HR L2, S
BT, Oy, Txys Ty, D, BRIBT DT Z WV TRBRARATRICIE > TZIRAEE— RO
S ERAR S 2 5L L 7=(Fig.3.12). Fig3.13 (o9 K 91, #MAZUCTEEIS S 2MEM
L TCWAEA, KTkl Toransle2].
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T S —— _
. N . e Ni0-B
o A A 4 Ni0-S
L F'y
- 1200 2 ° o Nil5-B
% . . A Nil5-S
= 1000 4 , a ©® Ni30-B
o] A A PY 9‘ )
A A A Y A Ni30-S
800 A
° o ° a C03-S
J ]
600 '
—150 —100 -50 0
Temperature(°C)

Fig. 3.11 Estimated local fracture stress.

Oyy
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///_—>>_> Txy

Major axis Tyz y

K1(8), K (8), K (6)

|:> <0 N\,

b
L=

Fracture Initiation Facet l/ l l

Fig. 3.12 Calculation of stress intensity factors along ellipse-approximated facet.

7

D

Minor axis

Fig. 3.13 Ellipse crack under normal stress.
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1
Vb b? 4
Ky = (Z.(Z) {sin2 0+ ;cos2 9} (3.3)
n
E (k) =f2 1 —k?sin? ¢ do (3.4)
0
2
k=1-2 (3.5)
a2

£7-, Fig3.14 1T X 510, MHAZICEANISHBER L TOAHE, Ky Kyldik
K TREND[63].

w/rh K k 1
Ky = 7175 Cosw cos B + —sin w sin
b2 " (3.6)
{sin2 0+ cos? 0}
wrb (1 -k (1 K
m= 715 Coswcosf ——sinwsin6
)2 7 c 3.7
{sin2 0+ ?cos2 9}
B = (k* = v)E(k) + vk"*K (k) (3.8)
C = (k? + vk'*)E(k) — vk'*K (k) (3.9)
k' = é (3.10)
a
7 d
K(k) = fz ¢ G.10)
0 2 .2 .
1—k"sin“ ¢

XZ y2

a2 b2 -

A
LSS

Fig. 3.14 Ellipse crack under shear stress.
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22T, AEA)IFEE eSS, NEL)IFE e Es Th 5.

WIZ, A7 72y O OLEBHEY 7> MIBMIERRNZEAN LTNLEIZB T 58Tk
REFEAEZF I Le, RBFE T, RAUTR T = R0 — AR &G IR RIR B O Bk %
HWT, =RV X—fEN Dy ZitHT 5.

g:K_IZ Ki  Ki (3.12)
E'E " 2u

E
F=r— (3.13)

ZIT, plIEAWRIERTH S, L, K, Ky K/ DEE S5 = R X — iR
I3 AR AR & WATICARDHUNER T 2BEO O TH Y, EEEICARIRIR %
e A ICIX L e 2 {100} I A HET 72, Ky, Ky, Kip & =1V X — iR D&
BIZEOFEEMEHATHZ LT TERY. AR TITL VBB ymm 2 HEET D700, 2
ANED 7 71y MIUNER UIcBHOISTIERIREK], K, K Z3tHE L, =¥ —
MR ZFHRE L., £, L=V —BAFHC L > TEHAIL 72 A7 7 &~ hDiER~RY
MYBXOKEE Y 72y FOERST MvEAWT, K7 vy bAEAT7 7 &
v NI L T2 9 Tilt 4y, Twist ez HH L7 (Fig.3.15). &IZ, K, Ky, Ko, %
05 AR 0D BB RS UG OD i 70 IR SR D SR FiR A T T RESESE R O I 15 A R E
%. Mode | OIS N EGE, LFOXTREINS.

Oy = ;Itr cos (g) [1 — sin (g) sin (?)] (3.14)

ay’y" Ux'y" Jyrzl

Calculating stress singularity and
obtaining K; with i and ¢

-

!
Xlocal
Tys Fracture
Fracture Initiation Facet initiation facet  yjoca
Ki(6), Ky (6), Kin(6) Y tocal X'local
N a Xlocal
0 X Zlocal . .
b Neighboring Facet
= f
; /// Z'local

Fig. 3.15 Calculation of local stress intensity factors considering tilt and twist.
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-G+ G)on ()] 215
Oyy = 2m‘cos > sin (= Jsin| (3.15)
= (@) (g)eos(3) 316

Opy = 27Trcos 5 )sin(5 | cos{— (3.16)
022 = V(0yx + 0y,) for plane strain. (3.17)

Mode IT DI T1EFRGE, U TFTORTREND.

== in(5) 2+ eos(g) s (7)) 218
Oxx = 27Trsm > cos () cos | (3.18)
= 7oin 3 os (5)eos () 19
ayy—\/msm 5)cos(5 ) cos (= (3.19)

- =eos(g)[1-sn(g)n (3) 20
Oxy = ancos > sin (= Jsin | (3.20)
Oyp = v(axx + ayy) for plane strain. (3.21)

Mode I O I EGIX, UTFTOXTREN5S.

6, = — M G (9) (3.22)
e \2nr 2 )

o = o (9) (3.23)
. 2nr 2 )

BAIR OISR, RG.14H)~CB)DEREDEICE>THELNS. ZD LI
HELEISNT Y I veZk, P, oll Ko TIRRUTR LT L) ICEEATHZ LT, B
?ﬁ?&“@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁv\ayryr, O'xlyl, ayrzréfﬂw%#‘é.

oy O-x'y' (o
Xy vy V7
7 V7 77 (3 24)

1 0 0 cosyp siny 0 cosyp —sinyp 0\ /1 0 0
= (0 cosy  sin 1/)) . (—sinlp cosy O).a. (sinlp cosy O).(O cosy —Sinll’)
0 —siny cosy 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 siny cosy

Q.Q
Q. Q
Q. Q

é%a:, 9=0Ll%aj‘éay’y’, g,/ O-y’Z,Z))%’ ‘Yki&:c:J:OTKI,,K[’[,KI,H%§+%l/f:.

Xy
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K = 2mroy, (3.25)
KI’I = ZT[T'O-x’y’ (326)
KI’II = ZT[T'O-y’Z’ (327)

KL K Ky W<, BR7 72y b &BEEY 7y MIUBEABRNMET 280
TN X — iR Rg e R L > TR L.
12 12 12
_K Ku | Ku (3.28)
E' E 2u

BZRIZ, RETRVX— TRV —RBEROBRND, Ypm T T RV — AR &k
KU TEBREZALTWDEREL, yamaaltE L7Z.

Ymm =5 ¢ (329)

U EOFHETE, BA 772y POBREZBEHICEMBL, yymEzitBELIZ. 22T,
BRI X DS TIERARE DRI EN T REENAE U D03, Rice I X - TIRE S
iz, MIGEVMTEEOIR & FF oM B ALRTIRIC K9 5 — IREBER[64] & D HEIZ X -
THRGE L 7o, MREERE R CFR L2 BARTRNE DR A0 b O Zr(0) & L7- & X, Rice
DFEZE LT R IZ K - TRAFITRRNE (04, 7(0,)) D Mode I D JJHERFFEK IR THE S
n5.

(6)
1 2n Kicire (1(6)) 2
K; = KICirc(T(91)) + QP' V.f (r(Gl) )

do (3.30)
0 Sm%i%ﬁ>

ZIT, AIL% 2 MO L Cauchy D EMRED TH D, Kicirc| T AR D Mode
LDISTIERAFE TH Y, —RRREEIS o PMEH L T D GEIZU FTORTEIND.

20\nr
Kicirc(1) = - (3.31)

Fig. 3.16 12, 1000MPa i J7 # B /) AMEH 3 5 46 M AR DK &2 (3.30)2 L - T
AE LGS L, R THE LG AOLEEZ/RT. X(B.30)F—KkESfET
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b DT, BRERPHN LIRS DI ON THEEIXK T3 2528, BRI L TERN
60%LL ETHIUE, IREITHEA T ORETHDH EHE X LD, Appendix D Fig. A3.2 |2
7~ L 72 Specimen No.18 7 7 & » b3 KO Fig. A3.4 (27~ L 72 Specimen No.4l O~ 7 &
v MZ2WT, B30T X > TRHE S NT-K DA E MRl S =82 5 K(3.3)
IZE > THEAESNTEKODME L L. £7, ThEno 7 7 & v NGO EE R 5=
BIL, EOLBFSERD X HICHATBE S G 7-%, MBERTHERL LY 72 v Mk
JEREZ 10 IRDO 7 — V) R EURBIC L > TRBELL, WoaflL7z. Fig. 3.17 12, it
D77y Fe#EOT 7y MEIR, fEHERShZBRPIRE <7, £, Fig
3.18 18, 7— VU =MEURMIC K > TRIAINBAICK L TXBI30)Z#EHT L& T
SELIEKOSf L, TP S8z LTRG3)EMAT 5 2 & THE LK,
DA D & 7. AR AE TR L7258 13 Rt 22 Ky O H 2 S LT g
DD, KB RKOWR A BB TETWD. JRETHYe K O¥ERIIFE R K- Thb
NI BAEFTREOMNMI LD D THD. yumEERELZBRTH LTI, 20X
INTHBNZ2 MY DIE NIERAREN TR DB L S 2 Z EmEE L. LL, — IR
BEIIAZERN N O BT IET 21T ERBENMR T T 5720, BROBIRKIZK
STEE LICHEMERFREPME L 70D, FT, A CTlIymm QFHRICEA T — ROk
TPERFEE NS 729, Ky, Kp@itE BIThRiTERblewn. Lien-T,
DBAABEREZDEEAN Ty F it H T DI A 2 XA N O TIHHENTH
%. Fig. 318 IZR LI K D ICBRHEZFMIE T 5 2 & TR IERBRE AR T 556 T
b KIE G BIF CTH D720, AR TIXER O FIEIC L - T, fHTElEn=>
7EY MR byamEERE L. L L, RETERIS IR RARE O A 95 2 L1
KOBENGFET DI EITIIHET I IVNERD D.

250 250

e g / N Y
Z 150 150

Q Q

= 100 = 100

X 5 Calculated by Eq.(3.30) | X 5o = Calculated by Eq.(3.30)]

—‘Calculaled‘by Eq.(3.3) 0 = Calculated by Eq.(3.3)
% 7 i 27 0 z 7 z 27
6 (degrees) 6 (degrees)
(a)a = 40um, b = 50um (b)a = 30um, b = 50um

Fig. 3.16 Comparison of K;j distributions calculated from first-order variation proposed by

Rice and analytical solution.
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0.04 — 0.04 mm Oripinal crack front
mmm Original crack front Fmﬁ:;;;:i}m;—?n

= Fitted crack front e
'''' Elliptical crack front Elliptical crack front

0.02 0.02

E 0.00 E 0.00
EN EN
-0.02 =0.02
-0.04 -0.04
-0.04 -0.02 0.00 0.02 0.04 -0.04 -0.02 0.00 0.02 0.04
x (mm) x (mm)
(a) Specimen No.18 (b) Specimen No.41
Fig. 3.17 Comparison of original crack front and fitted crack front.
400 —— — 400 ‘ ‘
—Fitted by Fourier series = Fitted by Fourier series
= Fitted by ellipse —Fitted by ellipse
~ 300 ~ 300 A
) : A
i 200 JAN . AN ANVAN E o N,
©
100 = 100 Vi \Y
0 3 0
0 7 7 i 2 0 7 E iz 2n
6 (degrees) 6 (degrees)
(a) Specimen No.18 (b) Specimen No.41

Fig. 3.18 Comparison of K; distributions calculated from first-order variation proposed by

Rice and analytical solution for actual facet configuration.

FEEEOMR T, — DA 7 7 &y Mot L THEEOBE Y 72~ MIMFET 572
B, —ODRERIT%S L%E%z@ymmﬁ%“ END. YmmTEEDOHIZ Fig. 3.19 1IZR”T. £z,
Appendix @ Fig. A3.1~A3.7 {225 7 12D CRE S O O SEM AR & ym O HEE
faRkZ T, FA—0ORBROPTYH, HlET 72y MZOW Ty PIER LD DT H5
FEALTVWD., ZORELSXOFRKEE LT, ERo LS5 ICEST 7y hORIRE

Ml L7z Z &Sk » TR 7 72 v POMIMAERE SN D Z & T, ZAMED
TRVX—RCROWEICRENE LT EnExoND. £, HOWE7 7> b

IZBHNPEAT L, MoOBHE7 72y MCBECBRRDBER L TWHE5HE, TOROE
HPEITEA 7 72y PR REWD, KO XS ITEAT 7y FOTEZHW
THEINTEZ XV BRI LBV R VX — R TR R 2 2855 2 &1
72% (Fig.3.20(a)). Z OHE, AFEO FIEIC L D5 E X ymm Z /M AFES > T
Z LTl D, W, AR OREE A EET ORNCIHE Y 7'y MCARENZEA
L7 A1E, Y DB KFEHG 415 (Fig. 3.20(b)) .

DLEOBEBNG, KR TIEEMEE Y 72y M OHEE SN ypm DWW TR % &
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S
i

“F' TR NN i

Point at which the microcrack enters
T.hl:m:aghbcmng facet

{ I’ Ll A

Neighboring ramt -—

- o3 Number G(degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
Ve 2 -9 27
: f_". i R @ 117 33 4 39

P2 ! Fracture 1m1mncm facet ® 262 20 -5 44

3 & 0 T @ 299 -14 -20 46

(a) Steel Ni0-B, -80°C

\._.._ LAl ]

Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
90 -6 10 59
150 10 22 43
195 17 2 41
263 9 -9 60
313 12 -12 55
337 29 13 35

Fracture initiation facet —

e R

ClGIS@SlS)

(b) Steel Nil5-S, -60°C
Fig. 3.19 Examples of y,, calculation.

HZLT, ORBRENET Dy, & L7TZ. Fig. 32112, U EDOFNETES LZymm %
AR OVWTORT. KIREND L1, R—EE - F—RBRF THEMEL &
ZHRioTWS. 2, £ TORRICBW TAERDY, DIE %IEL<?E7£“C“%“@\%>%O
TTIERNWZ EERLTOD. Yy PIREERZ L0 EMECHET 52720120, Zhb
DRIREFERZ I DT M ERDH S,

3.5. &%

IO EIC L > TR L7221, F—IRE - FA—MECHE—Dymm PEEHEL Z &
ILTE otz ZHUE, 2 TCORBIICE N TogmBh Mery 7 7FatR 75T
WL DT TIERL, 0mm < Opm & 22 TV DL EBIFET 52 L 2R LTS, Fig.3.1
(R L& 918, AR TIEIHRDIRY 0y < Omm = 0pl 705 K O IH B2 RRGT LT,
UL, %@%d\thfV&4Fﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ%¢Lﬁﬁ%*¢~t%y&4FiMM¥k
A LTZHERRIDSHIR T > T2 BB, Omm < Opm S 0 £ 720, g BRI SN D Ymm
TR KFE E 2> T LED. £, BAZA MENDBELDZA I T E % D& A
VEA SO, BEET DAEERLO HALZ BIEAE L, AL RE L 72 BRESZ AT C
BHESND RN ELT LHXIGT D200 TiERWw. LER-T, BA VXA Lo
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Pcalc < Ytrue

Energy release rate: gcac Energy release rate: gyrye
Micro crack size assumed Micro crack size if crack
in the present study propagated other neighboring facets

(a) Underestimated case

calc = Ptrue

Energy release rate: gcajc Energy release rate: grye

."
Micro crack size assumed Micro crack size if crack did not

in the present study propagate across a whole grain

(b) Overestimated case

Fig. 3.20 Cause of scatter of ¥, in the same specimen.

150 - : e Ni0-B
A s Ni0-$
® e o Nil5-B
ay 4 Nil5-S
& 100 + ®
= ° ) ® A ® o Ni30-B
E o @ o Ni30—
E | A . H : A Ni30-$
50k [ ] [ . w A a C03-S
Y a A ﬁ ' 'y
o % & 7
F
0 i L L L Il L L L L L i L L i
—150 —100 —-50 0
Temperature (°C)

Fig. 3.21 Calculated ¥, for all specimens.

ROBLE NS & - THE, JRATIG 12035 %#5E0 Stage DIRAUS T &2 K& < kAl 72 dREETHIN
EHELDZELHVED. ZOHAIEomm < o0& 72V, RUNLV o BEE SN D Ymm T
WRFAME 725, LvL, EOXIREFICENThony, < oMl ST 5 2 L ix
Multi barrier 7 /L OBLENOLH LN TH D, L7znn- T, [RME - FIEE TR HEWD
Y PEZ T AUIEOEICR BILVVELRGTE 5B b d. UL EOBLEICK
&, Fig. 321 OFEEMNS, [FNi &, FEEORBRIZC OV THRIKMEEMmHLZ7 2 v
k% Fig.3.22 IZ/R 7. CEBIOWER D LIEE Xy S L2V H D EE L, Ni&
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150 -
- @ Ni0% = Present study
Ni 1.5% .
o e San-Martin et al.[38]
o r A Ni3%
g 100 A
= F ®
= -
E .-
= he-="" 4
50+ a ®
= =
F Y
U 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
—150 —100 -50 0

Temperature (°C)
Fig. 3.22 Temperature dependence of ¥, proposed in the present study.

CIREIC L > TORKB LTz, FERRITymm PIRERFEZ BB L TolWie, AR TR
FIDMEEBMRTH L. AR TIRREERM#RZ, IO TELE.

700

Vm[Jm~2] = 20 + 380 exp - m) (332)

AT T, Fig. 3.22 1R END K 91T, Ymm (S Ni TRINC L 2272 83380 B
2o f-. UL, Fig. 3.71R-&N5 L 912, Ni OWINTERALEE) O ZIE LRIz
B BT L TV D, Fig. 3.7 ITECIEE 2 L > T a0, G.DRITrREns L)
SO HBHE &R T BVELRRRICB W CEMTH DL EEZ BN, Ni OFIMCL-
TEROTHEEE CORRICTR T 21X TH L. Lizdi-> T, BUEME(LIEFED S
2> D I CIRIE T 2 MR 2L i COMEMERGRIT NI &I 512 LAy - T
L, YamDHENT D2 HBRERTHD. L2 AN, AFETIEZO L S REmidRo b
mrole. ZORKE LT, mREFH OB RIS D X 5 7m0 B B CIIENS
PEALIBRE DN BRARIG N B 2 BN DN EREZOND. £ 2T, BIEFOMEEA
OO R EZHEE T D720, Wl EZ AW 53 H 21T > 72. Model AffD
HPMERT 5854, K(3.14), X3.15), XGINDICL > THESNDIEEY 2 AW,
BAEOFMOOT HIGITRATERIND.

1
Eyy = E{Uyy —V(0xx + 022} (3.33)

ZOHFEIZBWT, ®EHIE/1%1200MPa, BHEOYrE225umERE L. Lz
T, Ky =214MPa-mm'2 L 72 %. @ZURFHHEIL 1000 m/s EE L, BEFITHT OO
IR L, HEORE, D L b OTHEEIL10°s T UL EE 2 tHES
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iz, 2T OOT HBEEIT IO TERRIG 1O EFITEVEE R TIER 7+ /
VHEPEIC L S D B X HALDH[65]. AREHEIZE SN MR E Th D03, MR
BEHC HARRE T OB BZLIE S NIRRT U, PR R & K& 2Tl i 8 39
ThD. UEOFHEND, yumil Ni EIFER R SN0 DI, mEF O BaZinm
TITEVEVE(LIEFE L 0 MR EI~D 7 4 ) VRO RSN K EWTZHIZ, Ni IR
DEERIGINCRELS BE LW ENEATHDI EEZXDND.

F7-, Fig. 3.22 I[ZAHR TR L7=D1E, San-Martin[38] 5 M2 L7-IEEER KR TH 5.
MR END L DI, AHFFETHE SN Y (F 2R EE T San-Martin 5 2378 L 7@ % K
MEIZ TRl > TWA. HRIZ, —80°CLLETHAESIZ ERH L, San-Martin 525~k L72 L 9D
722 ERITAE W EIIFFET RE TH D, RIZ San-Martin & DR L72yym D
LB RN E Th 556, £ < O EHI W T —50°CLL ETHatEdE AT 5 2
ENHELL 2D, Bz, R(12)IZB WV Ty, & LT San-Martin 5 DR EEER Hi#R T —
50°COfEE L CORE7z 500)/m?2 &2 H L6, Kk 100um OfE SR BN =546
ZARE L CRZPEERE L LT 50um ZHWTh, RIS IIEL 1900MPa F2& L 70 5. —i%
(7o A1E FHERC Z 20 DRSS &l 7= T OIXRE Ch 5. Lo LFEEIZIE, —50°C
UL CHeMEmE 2 £ U 2 88 EHI D 72 < 7oV, Lo C, ARFZE CHERE S 17 Yimm
OIREEER AT EEOMIEHR L5 b Z Y ThH Y, SHMAMRERIZES BEfRT
TNEWET D ECHRRBERETH D EEZOND. RETHET HMET VBN
T, X(3.32)TH LA TRET D ymm PIRE R FEEZIEHT 5.

3.6. #E

ARENR LTI L S Ol R a2 LU T IR T,

(1) R ERED RARRLR 2 223 2 BRO AR I~ F /L X —ym &, R & A
BO~XEHT 7y NEROBIE, X OERERMITIC X > THSG L RargsE
IS E > CTHEE LT,

Q) FHH-FHABRIANMARZBIEOR M ry 7/ T ab AL 2 L ERL, X
VEA N EMAE LM B EERLLAWD 2 8 T, Ym POHEERE A L2 AT
Fio, BETZ 72y NOFMLEEL, ERMEICIEASTRERFRE AT 7.

(3) HEE T2 Ymm L San-Martin © 3 TAFZE TR L7 L 0 LR RIBEZEL %
ALTHEY, Ymm?—80°CLL ETARBRR EHAE LD Z &RV ERbhroTe

(4) Ni IIMEDORL D8 %2 A5 Z LT, Ni Dyym 525 BEHE L. R
ELT, BHENTZYmmZ Ni IINC £ 220350 b3, Ni iRINC X280
] _E AR I K 2 R AR HE O &, IRIE TO RIS ) OIRTICHE S i &
KRB ] OB L DD THDLEBEZ LD,
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MEtE B IREN A TR ETIILDOBE

41. B®H

FRm Cak 7= X 912, XA F A N~ = BRI & R O BIFRIZHA & 2T 72
STV, Z 2 CARETIE, MRS SIS < ~ & BIMEMER a2 T3 2 %K
EETVORBIZL T, TOMAELRALD. BETT VOBEEICBNTL, H2=-
8953 BIR LIEFRIC L o TR AT AD . RETIXE THMEE T /L OREEIC
DUNTIRAR, RN TEEERIZAA T A M A N TIT o 7o i B MR e 3 5 P BT
I X DU MEORMGEE T . B, ARMICHER U 72 SRR 2 WV CRERD 72
FRMT 24TV, A A NROMIEEERMEC S 2 D RN T ORE &2 1T 7.

42. HIEETIEE

ARIFIGETIL, FH OFATHIE[39, 4012 FD &, XA F A RIS D~ BfarEmkisE
DORAMWMEEELL T D 3 50 Stage Trtih 3 5.

Stage I. {KRFE~A T4 FNOHLIK MA Fih
Stage II. MA FIAVDIRRFESA T A FN~D{H
Stage NLAKRFEA T A MEIN O BT~ DOIsHE

UL E o oA X % Fig. 4.1 (IZR-7.

AREET LTI BLED 3 D0 Stage 23BN CTRIRFIZIG 7 SHUIZRE, EARYZR~
SPHAANEL, MEHIIEICED LB X 5. AHITIE, % Stage DERALIZ OV TR
NG AP
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Stage 111

|

Fig. 4.1 Schematic of cleavage fracture initiaion process in a bainitic steel.

4.21 Stage | ®DERIE

Stage [ I DWW TIX, A DIEATHIFE[39,40] DA% FICHES &, AL MO O8NS
e L TRINDENRIZLED ST, MABINNELD E LTz, BINRITZOHET
TN 7@ RO R EZ AW CTERE L. ZoRBRIE, %k H{KE5 ] ERBR
THWZ MR & 7 & SEg BB A 126 L CHF L, BRRcERm 45 2 & T,
Stage II DIRFKM 20 7- S TITER LT D MA ENOBIEEZT-7-b DO THD. [FH
— TR DA IREFNT OFERZ VD Z & T, BRI BN o5k & FRY 88 IEO 3 2
ZRMMTT D ZEMTE D, BRSO L LT, #2117 o728 % P ol
L, #J7 M % & ¢ % CP(Cross Section Polisher)i& (2 & - THFEE L7=. Z O EHIXf L,
ARREHRMHTIZ L > THYBEHEOT AR —ThH D & A 28ikaE 0 < D& E L,
BAEN OISR B OR A SEM BIEIC L » TG LT (Fig.4.2). £7-, %k 588
MBS L > THEE-BEREH -V O MA BICBEEROE/RE RSS2 LT, Bl
BHBNO MA BZ2HE L. HESHhTZ MA BTEREZBRT D2 LT, EhEs
FHE U7z, BHE LB L BENLE O YO HOX RN D, RIFETIEEINE
PELLFIRT RIS TET. 7ok, ARWFETIIEATIIE & 13570 5 5T MA $% 3Hl
Lizie®, BINRITTATIR L I3R 2Dl E 7> TS,

P, =1—Exp(—0.07}%) 4.1

S EnENRE K@ )ITR LB O 7 1 v b % Fig. 43 18T, MR BHR7 4
T AT W EINTND.
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Arrested micro crack

Sum
Fig. 4.2 Observation of arrested micro crack.
0.05¢ 7
0_04; ® HC-HR
003f X HC-LCR
a, M S
0.02 }/
0.01 | ®
i ®
000 —X_| . ]
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
€p

Fig. 4.3 Observed and formulated cracking probability.

4.2.2 Stagell DERE

Stage Il DOIRALME LTI, 2 FIR LIZ MR O 8L Z 8 L-RBAUS S DR
ZHWD. LTS, 2B THEICREL X2 HE7T 5.

2EYpm
(1 + %) (1 —-v2)(1, —19)s

4’Eypm _ SZ(‘L’a B TO)Z _ S(Ta - TO)
(1l —v2)t 2m2t? \V2mt

(<o)

2.2y

=)
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1
(1 +ﬁ) (1= v*)s*(ta = 70)° @3y

Cc =
27E Ypm

ZIT, ARE St LTHRET 2MEMEHITRG LI MAJES 2, TR Isk L
TR C < FHTEZ MA BIREEZ AN D . ypm 1356 2 OB Z I L7 #EE TR 7

1ﬁypm = 35]/m2 WD,

4.2.3 Stage lll DERIE

Stage Il DRI SAF L LTIE, 1 EiZ/R L7z Griffith-Orowan-Irwin O 54442 W 5. LA
FIZ, Griffith-Orowan-Irwin OZ&MFEAZFHET 5. 12720, ARRE =R LF—y, %, WMl
BRNRIR Z2 BT OBOEIRE AN T—THDZ E2HRT D720y, & Fil

LTWa.
T[EYmm )
— 7 fmm 1.2
% }2(1 —v¥)a (12)
ZITC, BEfRal L THRIRT DG TR AR A VDS E, Yam &

LT, % 3 BTl THITIBEERFEZEAT S, LTS, &3 ETRELE
Ymm PIREEF M 2 £ TN BET 5.

700

424 MWIEEERETILOERIE

ATTE £ TITR 7245 Stage DERALZE FAWT, BUERRET LVAHBET 5. £9°, (K
BEERZOMEMRELE EALT 5. ERORBRRIT 2.5.1 THTIT o 72 BEBIE O EE L [F)
BRTHDHIZD, XKOFELEORNLRRT S, £7, FLOBE Yy, zCh 5 HHE
ERND, Rt — At HeDRO MA Flihdin L, FINRPLEZHWTKATREIND.

n(t;x,y,z) =n {PC (e_p(t; Xy, Z)) - P, (s'p(t —At; x,y, Z))} 2.8y
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ZZT, BENFEPLIIIREDEHND. nlIAEERNO MA [HTH Y, FEELED
BIEICEH S NI B AR H 720 O MA AT 52 & CRIT 5. 2.5.1 HTIX
Stage Il £ TEZEE L TV, KEOHAEET /LTI Stage Il £ TEBET 5. Lo
Mo T, RFEER DOMWIEMERP ol Loq D50 L ogn DA G 1 AT OBRT 53074
nJTATV, WFNBoL FTHHMAADEN 1T THH HHERIZE L. LR - T,
K2R Tog D BFEMERIZogn D BIEMERZ RS H LT, RAD XK ITRKRSND.

Pel(a(t; Xy, z)) =
n (4.2)
1-{1—-CDF,,,(a(t;x,¥,2)) x CDF,, (a(t;x,¥,2))} *

Z 2T, CDFyy, ldom D BFEHE=R, CDF,, (Zoan D REHERTH 5. CDF,y 135(2.2)I8,
Al E N7z MAJE S - MA FBREEO S5 2 A4 % 2 & THRIMEN S, CDFg,, 135(1.2)
(CEHAl S U AR R RI R I  2 A T D 2 L TR SN2 25 1 H TR~ 72 X 91T,
P T ZEE L WEERTH D, BB tE TICE Lozt LEESE
O R RIROBIEREFP X, Pai MO THRAD L S ICRBTE S,

14

P(t) =1— 1_[(1 — Pu(t;x,,2)) 2.10y

XY,z

TIT, Pt LTRUADEHAND. PPERWT, BREZEE LIRS PIT R
THRIND.

P() =P'(t)(1 - P(t — 4t)) (2.11y

2T, PO)=0Th 5.
Wiz, BRI & 72 0 B HERA R, “d % Wil TRBR A OREZE AT
LTV B EAI” REERD b IET 5 RP TR TE S NS,

Pei(t; xi, v, 2;)
Vel irYirZi (2‘12),
Zx,y,z Po(t;x,y,2)

Pay(t; x;, yi,2i) =
RFR IR R & U CHER AT D MFPIFP E AV TR TR IND.
P(t; Xi,yi,Zi) = P(t) X Pél(t; xi,yi,zi) (213)’
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L7ehio T, BEIEE RN ARRERICE ENDMERP ITRATEREND.

tmax

P yiz) = ) P(txyi2) (43)
t=0

T, tmax IEIEMERSAAEHETOREBEDOZ A LAT v T ITHY T D, tpax T
WSR3 AT P O SRR 11T+ 72D K O ICET 5.

2B, AEMEET NV TIIMA ENORAEND Stage I ICEDLE T, TDOXA LAT v
T DT O E iR OF R TR W, BEOERRIZ XD RETH 7RI T OREFNXS
L2V, ZhiE, S 28RN HEICHATHaIT/hs e, BREOE
RIZE > TR EN DO THZF A —=RNIENTHE LN EEZEZTWNDHEDTHD.
Multi barrier &7 /L &M L7 IER OBERZRET VT RBARD AR 5 IS 1FEMIC
DNWTIEEBE L TR LT, ARERMT CRISNIENHEEZOEEHND Z L ITMR
Wk ICBEE 52N EZEX 65,

43 ZEE

KT, B3 5 AIRERABTICA ST 515 OF 4O TIRO 72 O 1KIR 3 3
B L, 1R LT SE 70T B FEERARAT & s % 72 0 O BN C > TR
5.

431 {4

FERAT I O - 3R DL 4R & Table 4.1 (27”9, HC & LC (X RFE RO AR
D, LC OFiMMEIRFETH S, HNilL HC & [FRRREDORFEET, Mn &013%<, B BRI
ENTWAHTEOBEANMERE . SHIZ, NiBRIMENTWS. £, (a0 B
2% Table 4.2 1259, ALZAHLAR HC (SIXEABEAE & S EAE 0> 2 Fl¥H O BVILER,
LC (TR AE - AE 0O A, HNi VX BN EIE O A % it L, F 4 SR O UM 2 /ERL L 7.

Table 4.1 Chemical compositions (mass%).

Name C Si Mn P S Al Ni B N
HC 0.18 0.15 1.00 <0.002 0.0005 0.020 - - 0.0007
LC 0.06 0.15 1.00 <0.002 0.0005 0.020 - - 0.0009

HNi 0.20 0.40 2.02 <0.002 0.0010 0.028 1.5 0.0010 0.0011
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b
N
I

Table 4.2 Heat treatment conditions.

Normalizing

Name Steel  Rolling

Heating Holding  Cooling
HC-HR HC Hot Rolling 900°C 1h A.C.
HC-LCR HC Light Controlled Rolling A.C.
LC LC Light Controlled Rolling A.C.
HNi HNi  Hot Rolling 1050°C 1h A.C.

R T AHIEAE & B U 7o MR A 20 SRR AR L 95 Z & SR S 5. LU oD 4 dilfE
[ZDOWT, WFEL T A 2 — VI RIZ L - THUH S S0P BMEi 55 4 Fig. 4.4
(12, SEM (2 X » THIE L7-5H% Fig. 4.5 (2757, HC-HR #fITHLK 72 MA % & 0K IR
FRATA e E A Z A MRLTHTESNTm@mRFEA T A b5, HC-
LCR SfliZH K7 MA ZETeIRIRFE A T4 b EARERRIR L FREDO~ VT A

AR S 72 5. LC T 2RSS A MA 28 RIREA T4 bR STy
% . HNi #l & 2R K2 MA Z 5 IRIRE A T4 I 672503, A 20Esahi A
D3RI TIHEFITHATH S, LLED XL DI, TN OERIZRZR S
HLOD, MK MA ZEDRRFBSATA FEALTWLETIILETHS.

F72, HHMBITOANNT—2 L4570, MA JEES & MA BB 540 2 5H L 7=,
FHFEIL 231 HEFHTH D, FHNOGR LT MA ITKRESS T4 N EZ
OFEFAOH K72 MAIZIRE Lz, 2, 4281 ClR_7=E B0, FEFH DT CE
BT R HE-S < MA JE & OFHAIIE HC-HR $012-20 T 2000 £ O Hifg % 25 1757,
&t 1000 {EFEE D MA (2% LT, HC-LCR {22V CTid 3000 {5 O Mitg %2 10 125, F 900
EFREE D MA (2% LT, LC #il2ou Tl 2000 (20 Hi4 4 26 #L8F, 3 1200 {EFEE D
MA (2% LC, HNi #lillZ-2VTid 2000 %O % 9 (L8, #1300 EF2EE D MA 2% L
TiT-7z. Fig. 4.6 |2, MA ES D404 & ZnZ2RNUTRTHRBOERSMT7 4 v b L
b DERT.

—u + logx)?
Exp(_( Ltzgzg ))

V2mxo

(4.4)

P(x) =

B LOelInMORETH L. 320 #R S OFHNEL HC-HR #iiZ->V Tk 2000 £5D
Wit A 20 %, F 900 fEFLE, HC-LCR #HI2-ouTliE 3000 50t % 10 175, &+ 1000
fEFEEE, LC 82T 2000 15 O Ei#4 2 20 4%, #1000 EFEE, HNi iz oW T
2000 fE D4 %2 9 175, #1000 HFEEFT~>7-. £7=, Fig.4.712, MA D /51 &
KBERDMTT7 4y P LIS DERT. BEET AV TIET 4 v b LTEREBOER ST %
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(b)Steel HC-LCR

(c)Steel LC

Fig. 4.4-1 Optical microstructures
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(c)Steel HC-HR
Fig. 4.4-2 Optical microstructures

(b)Steel HC-LCR
Fig. 4.5-1 Microstructures observed by SEM.
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(d)Steel HNi
Fig. 4.5-2 Microstructures observed by SEM.

3.0— \
_@255 B — HC-HR
)~ L ]
o rﬂ e HC-LCR -
S20 Lo ;
E AN |
= 1.5y \ HNi -
i |
S1of
2 -
~ost |-/ ™N

0.0 e :

00 05 10 15 20 25 30

MA thickness (pum)

Fig. 4.6 Distribution of MA thickness.
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0.4 ——
2 \ —  HCHR
72] 1
503 | HC-LCR
2 [ F LC ]
Eoor N : ]
‘.—_1027 HN1 ]
i ]
0.1 N
g i ‘

0.0 e = — -

0 2 4 6 8 0 12 14
Slip length (um)

Fig. 4.7 Distribution of slip length.
Table 4.3 Measured data of MA and slip length.

Numbe?r Numbgr Area Parameters of log-normal distribution
Name perunit - per unit fraction MA thickness Slip length
area volume o

) oy u o u o
HC-HR 0.013 0.033 1.4 -0.69 0.40 0.95 0.66
HC-LCR 0.067 0.220 4.7 -0.86 0.45 0.84 0.67
LC 0.015 0.032 1.9 -0.57 0.43 1.06 0.67
HNi 0.047 0.084 14.0 -0.10 0.50 0.87 0.52

ANT =2 L UCHERATS. £7- Table4.3 12, %4 23 EREF DM R[66]1 b HEE
L7c MA OEBUEEE, HfE7HB8 L O MA B S - MA BIEEBEOXHHEOER A D /3F A —
Z—% 9. MAJEEZ I HC-LCR A3 5 &/ & <, HNi sl LoD 3 i 2 1% 2 222 LA
HRESITHS. 7z, HC-LCR #iliT MA JE X 23/~ E 53, HC-HR #l - LC #ll LV & MA
BEREDSE. HN #f1% HC-HR #1213 M 1272 b 0 OB BE 1T e i & <, HLR 72 MA
DO TR EREIAEZ DTN D, MA BIEEBEC OV T, sk g L Ao
BZRLTCWD. [EEEENEWVIEE MARBIZOMA L TCNDLZ IR b-0, MA [
FREENEL R D DIXAKRTH 5.

2, HC-HR #f « HC-LCR #f + LC #8l2-> T, EBSD a#Hlll & v CTA I kB o
oA UG U7z, RRECm A 15° UINZ G Rhfbeehio & L7z, Fig. 4.8 12, SHifED
EBSD FHll Ot B2 Aohfs sk c a2 5 R [[—Ak k2 F s LTH
5. UL, P bEOFETELRRSAML “ WAL EEH = OREN M Tho. hifk
D3[AE—CH B OALEIC L > TRNT OWrmfE X R 72 5 72 D10, SIS LS Tk
BOARTHENLRFE D T2 0 ORISR~ L. LEDOSEZE L, HALHEH Y
DRI HI O BALBRTE S 72 O ORI 2 HEE T 2 FIEN, Saltykov 1T L - THRES
NTWBH[65]. LLTIC, ZOFEEART. ZOHRBIIBET IR PN TRaenikp T
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(b)Steel HC-LCR
Fig. 4.8-1 Results of EBSD analysis.
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(d)Steel HNi
Fig. 4.8-2 Results of EBSD analysis.
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b ERET L. £T, 594 & B/ B RROB CHEEBIZSH (8 LLERHEREND)
L, B E ENAIRFRIIFE —ThDHEE 2 DH. KIZ, LLFORAE AW THMEEO
HATEAE 372 0 DIAEIN (1) % HALIRFE S 72 0 OEEN, (DICHRE 5. Z 2T, ildH/)
DI I Z T2 IR DNETE 2 7~ T

ao(DNAD) — 221 @@ HNAG + ) @.5)

Nv(i) = 5

SIFEIME, BIXAEIEBI, ag()&a(NIFRNTRINHIMERETHS.

L 1
ao(i) = —m (4.6)

_ e+ - =12 =i+ - i} -3 aGR[VEH D2 —{G+ ) — 12 -G+ )? -+ k)] (4.7)
VE+ D2 —{G+) - 18 ’

a(i,j)
F72, U EOFETEB SN A DM IMEAROMRELE CTh 5. EROMER %2 ZE 4
551, KRERAEDEEBLO T BN MA Z 8 DHERNE N EEZOND. ZDM5
RS D720, R4S K DMIEDHK, MERSAMITEIEIC LD EAT 21T 7.
Fig. 4.9 12, FHUE NG OB RGBSR L, FhE Ll EOBEIC X - CTRE
TEATF L2 3 RITEORESAAIEIE L2 b 0, R TRT 3 /87 A —F —D Weibull
FHTT 4 LT bDEHbETRT.

P(x) = {% (xp%y)a_l Exp <_ (x ; y)“) x>y (4.8)
0 X<y

Al TR, BIERERE, yIMIERETH D, SOOI Fig. 49 18T
RLE. BEETATIETZ 4 v b L7z Weibull 542 A7 —% & LTHERT 5. A%
FEERIZR I, HNi S b K& <, HC-LCR A3 fi &/ SV, 24, Fig. 4.8 1Z/RkL7=
EBSD GHHOFERDRIZH & —ET 5.

4.3.2 5IaRAER

%k I DA RERMHTIZIHB N TATT D0 OT A2 G35 720, pliEak%
{T-7=. Fig.4.10 |2, HC-HR #f| - HC-LCR #f - LC #lfic >\ CTHW =3Bk h ik 2 x5
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0.20———— 71—
il = 2D distribution

3D distribution ]
(volume-weighted) ]
Parameters of Weibull distribution

a =1.08, = 22.0um, y = 2.00pm ]

e
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>

0.05| 1|];l
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=
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f;\o.z? a =134, = 15.2um,y = 0.90pum -
Eoil l]
8 0.1 I
A~
ool ) |-'1 h: gﬁgﬁqﬂw 0 ]
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(c)Steel LC

Fig. 4.9-1 Distribution of effective grain diameter.
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0.10 —
2 I = 2D distribution
"» 0.08 B
g —— 3D distribution
S 006" M (volume-weighted) ]
2 Parameters of Weibull distribution
— i a =1.00,8 = 32.3um,y = 10.0um |
= 0.04 B um, y um |
g |
Som\é
B 0.00 : — ‘ —l

50 100 150 200
Effective grain diameter (um)

(d)Steel HNi

Fig. 4.9-2 Distribution of effective grain diameter.

Unit : mm Longitudinal direction
M16, P1.0 R10
7.5 15 7.5
NN I
16 10 6 0
¢ ¢ ¢ v
‘ /P R15 ‘
L L
16 4 16

Fig. 4.10 Specimen configuration for tensile test (HC-HR, HC-LCR, LC)..

HNi $flZ 2V CTIEE 2 C Fig. 29 IR LIz b O L [A— TR ORER A 2 vz, RERE
PRI 2 AN RRER | Z & o 7o AT IC K 205 O T B iR HEE O Fik132.3.3
HERXO333HLEFERETH D, Table 4.4 (215 BT Swift DD/ T X —F — &R,
Fig. 4.11 12, ST 25N 0T Az 7. FIRE T3 2% & HC-HR #l23 f & i
<, LC#ilA e &AMV, E£72, HNi Sl TFABRIR A T od 3 SifEIZ L~ TIL D 2T
BIRTHDLHDOD, FREOKEIFRRETHS. Lin>T, HNiSlIIMOMEL Y ¢
IEFITHRENEOMEITH D Z LN D, L, Tabled 1 12 &5 K 9 I HNi 4
IZZED SiBTMENTNDZ LR, MADEREWI LIZkbEEZLND.
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Table 4.4 Estimated parameters of Swift formula.

Name Temp.(°C) oy(MPa) a n
-180 879 0.0582 0.28
-160 772 0.0547 0.25
HC-HR -140 703 0.0500 0.22
-120 661 0.0455 0.20
-180 868 0.0364 0.16
-160 750 0.0294 0.18
HE-LCR =10 676 0.0254 0.19
-120 616 0.0222 0.19
-180 797 0.0233 0.14
LC -160 675 0.0201 0.14
-140 602 0.0181 0.15
-120 553 0.0167 0.15
. -20 743 0.0346 0.13
HNi 0 688 0.0152 0.11
2000 ———
[ L
1500 | _— ]
~ / |
2 / — —1200C 7]
g 140°C -
lo r ) ]
500 —— -160°C |
j — -180°C |
0 L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L
0.0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1.0
€p
(a)Steel HC-HR
2000 [
1500 |
L e
L /
—_
CG r ///
Q—i L 4/ o |
S 1000 — —_— -120°C
o / -140°C |
lo / ]
500 — -160°C |
—— -180°C |
O L L L L L L L L L L L L L L
0.0 0.2 04 06 0.8 1.0
€p

(b)Steel HC-LCR

Fig. 4.11-1 Estimated stress-strain curve.
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1400 — —
[ / ]

1200 | -
1000 | //f—//

& /

\2./ 600 o ]
4001 —— -160°C
200: —_— '1800C7:

0’ . . . . . . . . . . . . | . . L
0.0 0.2 0.4 a 0.6 0.8 1.0
€p
(c)Steel LC
1400 —
1200 |
[ /’
1000 ;- —

— ,

5 800//

>3 600 |

lo 400}

[ —_— 20°C
2OO: —_— ()°C
0"“““““‘\“"
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
€p
(d)Steel HNi

Fig. 4.11-2 Estimated stress-strain curve.

4.3.3 WRIEHHHER

Fig. 4.12 (2, HC-HR il + HC-LCR il + LC Sl 2 THW 7 ki i O TR 2
RY. E72, Fig 41312, HNi il W CTHWIRB A R E2 "7, 1B HOBNHE RS
FOGHERF 2 LB TH S, 728, HNiSHICOWTERBRAICZ Y v 77—V DHL
DAV T A 72y PERY T T RN D, fEE 7 v A~y NERMORE
B L7z, PABRIREL 1 HC-HR 8l - HC-LCR # + LC 8221 TiL-180°C~-120°C D[R] T T
W, W AWEICEE IR ESR RIC Lo TR L7, HNi $fliC DV TiE-20°C - 0°CTHT LY,
TH )=V E RTAT A ATK > THERR LIZZANIC X > TR L7-. Fig. 4.14 (2, HC-
HR # - HC-LCR il - LC SO -7 U v 77— VANLFEIE & HNi SO ffH-27 1 A~
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Unit:mm
Longitudinal direction

< >

H

-1 |20

80

N

Notch detail

60°

025R

Fig. 4.12 Specimen configuration for fracture toughness (HC-HR, HC-LCR, LC).

Unit: mm

Transverse direction

Y

&
<

vV

55

90° 0

Notch detail

0.25R

Fig. 4.13 Specimen configuration for fracture toughness (HNi).

RENLERE 2 7R3, 7235, HNi SOfTE-27 1 A~y REMBREIZ DWW T, RE O
B K BN Z IR BR< T2 DI IE 24T > T\ A, £7-, Fig.4.1512, 2R O
B 2 7797, HR # - HC-LCR # - LC #8lZ- 2 T, RUT/RT BS7448[67]I2 8\
TERILSN TS CTOD ORERZFAMIZHE M L 72 [RAY%E CTOD 4 i E &

LTHWE.

s _Kz(l—vz) (W - a)v,
€7 20yE (W —a)+a

-
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N
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(a)Steel HC-HR

e
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(b)Steel HC-LCR

N
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— |

-140°C *
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|
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(c)Steel LC

4

Fig. 4.14-1 Load-displacement history of fracture toughness tests.
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N
S
T
1
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—
(=)

Load (kN)

5] —_— 0°C
/ —_— -20°C |
o . L L ‘ | ‘ J

0.0 0.2 04 06 08 10
Crosshead disp. (mm)

(d)Steel HNi
Fig. 4.14-2 Load-displacement history of fracture toughness tests.
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Fig. 4.15 Fracture toughness values obtained by fracture toughness tests.
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Fig. 4.16 FE model for simulation of fracture toughness test.
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Fig. 4.17 Stress and strain field estimated by FEA (u means jig displacement).
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Fig. 4.18-1 Fracture stress distribution.
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Fig. 4.19 Effect of size of a volume element or V,, on a result of model calculation.
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Table 4.5 Calculation condition
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Fig. 4.21-1 Comparison of experimental results and model prediction (temperature

dependence).
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Fig. 4.21-2 Comparison of experimental results and model prediction (temperature
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Fig. 4.23-1 Comparison of experimental results and model prediction with Griffith-Irwin-

Orowan criterion (temperature dependence).
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Fig. 4.23-2 Comparison of experimental results and model prediction with Griffith-Irwin-

Orowan criterion (temperature dependence).
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Fig. 4.24-1 Comparison of experimental results and model prediction with Petch’s

formula (temperature dependence).
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Fig. 4.24-2 Comparison of experimental results and model prediction with Petch’s

formula (temperature dependence).
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Fig. 4.25-1 Comparison of experimental results and model prediction with temperature

dependence of y,,, by San Martin et al. [1.37] (temperature dependence).

107



FAT NA A MMERG L LT~ X BRI EIYE T T L O RS

1.4 —
12 X  Experimental results
~10 Model predic‘:tion ;E
£ 08} - ¢=199% 7
p— r ]
0000.65 /',)-(«,":l 1% 4
0'4: - <—=150% '." X
0.2} __,——'SF
0'0: , , , )Z , , , , , , , , , , , L
—-200 —180 —-160 —140 -120 —100
Temperature(°C)
(c)Steel LC
— 14 X  Experimental results ‘ !
E 12 Model prediction 1%
1)) SR L x
g [
o 8
§ 6
= 4
5 E %
o 2
< 0 1 ]
—-40 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20
Temperature(°C)
(d)Steel HNi

Fig. 4.25-2 Comparison of experimental results and model prediction with temperature

dependence of y,,,, by San Martin et al. [1.37] (temperature dependence).
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Fig. 4.26 Comparison of experimental results and model prediction without Stage I,

Steel HC-HR.
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Fig. 4.27-1 Comparison of experimental results and model prediction without Stage III.
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Fig. 4.27-2 Comparison of experimental results and model prediction without Stage I11.
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Fig. 4.28 Transition of fracture toughness accompanying change of ppa.
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Fig. 4.29 Transition of fracture toughness accompanying change of t.
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Fig. 4.30 Transition of fracture toughness accompanying change of 3.
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Fig. 4.31 Transition of fracture toughness accompanying change of d.
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Fig. 4.32 Comparison of measurement results and the equation assumed for expressing

relationship between mean slip length and number density of MA.
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Fig. 4.33 Transition of fracture toughness accompanying change of pya relatingto S.
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Fig. 4.34 Relationship of pya and t.
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Fig. 4.35 Transition of fracture toughness accompanying change of pya relating to S,

under fixed volume fraction of MA.
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pa(®)dt = fp(£)dt x {1 — Fg()} (5.1
2T, fa@IIREAIZB W TR A DA% active zone & L7256 OB SR L,
F(ITRFAIZ R 25 B ORBBEHRSRTH D, pg(t) bRMKICLLF DX TR T

5.
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#5555 BARRICAE) 7S 7 afflifk a2 R L U To~ & B ERE O RF il

B
Ba Bg
L~ \
( Notch tip T
DomainA  Domain B Domain A Domain B
(a) Assumed fracture toughness test specimen (b) Close up of S

Fig. 5.1 Assumed test specimen containing two domains each having different fracture

probability distribution.

Probability dencity

; t+dt

Fig. 5.2 Probability density functions of fracture for domain A and B.

pe()dt = fp(t)dt X {1 — F5(t)} (5.2)

WIZ, Niest [T DMIEENMETABR 24T o 7ol R, IR A A & U TR L72iliBR D ng,
[, fElk B 2kl & U TR L 72 BR D ng Rl CTH 125 H8 52 E XD, Neest = Na + 1 T
HY, WIS T EOEMNSMIE L= TELbDETDH. 20k H hES
P U BHERIL, ARBRICHWTp(O)dt (= AB)RRRT 5 - L TR TES. L
Mo T, Z OMEEEIMERBRRE RIZ OV TR KR TN &E BEREIILL ToXNTERIND.

L= {]_[ m(tk)} { [1 pBuk)} (53)

kenp keng

Z I T, tldkFE B OB DR U IR XG5
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I BT, FEBENGD 2 DXV ZWIGATE, RAI0CiE B O Z R & L TilES 5
feRITmATREIND.

Nq(j#i)

p;(®Odt = f;(t)dt x rlh—aw} (5.4)

J

L7e3 o T, NestBIOMEEEIMERABR D 5 5, S A R & U CTHEN A U7l %
NEhng, ny, ..ag I TH-TZEEE, LEEEIIKATRETE 5.

Ng
L= ]_1[ {l_[ D (tk)} (5.5)

ﬁ@@ﬁ;@@g:ﬁbtﬁﬁ%ﬁi%ﬁ%@@%@%@kﬁ%tﬁk&ok%ﬁ
NEEFTHDLGAICHEA TE 5. MRS & 7e o 725 8I1E 2% < OBARER T Ol w822
ICL > THESICFAETE S.

53 ZIMBREAFIE

AHEITIE, R(SINTAR LIZFEIRDS 2 D8 5 55 12D T OH A B B D 2 Y PERRGET
B2 g RIS D0 H Uil A 2 W7o iEEI MR O R 2 W 2 0
W FE LW, IEEEE O A SR D B R0 A0 - ~HEZ 2 2 L3 LW, £ 2T,
AMFFETld Beremin €7 /LI H-5 2 Monte Carlo v = L — 3 LI K-> THE L
MEEIMEABR ORISR ICHE T2 2 & T, ZMMEMREEE L. JBET 28R A ~1E% Fig.
5312777, REATIL Fig. 5. ISRSND K 572 2 DOBEMBEER N O b B2 5.

531 MonteCarlo>2al—v3>
Monte Carlo ¥ X = L' — 3 3 VI X AT 7 v —% Fig5.4 (2" d. £7, Fig55 DX
, FEEZRES A REFmIcEER A £721% B 1240, B3 AmEkic)is U TR

%Imi, R ¥ 0 (i = A B) THUE S5 Weibull SAIZ & 5T, T2 & A BIS or
EFNO BT, G DorD RREEER, [FRATESND.
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Unit: mm
40
|/ \_|w/Rs  [Notch detail B
133 ;
10
0.3
(&)
; R2 N RO.15 —
55
Fig. 5.3 Specimen configuration.
of \™i
Fy. (07) =1 —exp {— (—) } (5.6)
Oui

WIT, FEMT TR SNTISHSEREEZ AW, t=00508K4 A AAT v/ 2 Licafk
FERIZOWTHRBEZ T OLORK TS o & B0 Y THNMES 2T 5. W
FTNODEKRFEELE To > opk R, TOX A DAT v T2l U= R4 (v fE)
tE L. 0> 0pl o D REERE NG N5 IR 2 iR S &2 Sk s 35,

53.2 HBHREEXRMEM

A BRERMENT T, Fig. 5.3 OWrim~HEZGE LT 3 SRR OF R 21T 72, #%
WY BRI Z L DRGNS 728, P OTAZRE LT 2 IRICHHT & =
Smm F 72 13HUE 10mm OF BRIIE 2 E L7z 3 IRICHENT 21T o 7=. Mises D ARG
FOEFEALAUE Lo B3 LOHRER A ZIE L, Bffks v, it
FINTAFREEZ ZE L, R OTHATIE 12 BF 0, ARBREIT 14 BF &40 LTz,
PR LA TG BAT T IRIA CET b LTz, Yo 7 3RT 210GPa, &R7 Y % 03 &
L, BEARAZ OFH M 05 140 L FAME OF e B3 Q.12 7R L7z Swift O [59] &2 H L7-.
ZIT, BEXY Y STXDRETHIRIST) - OFTHEFORBEZHERT 5700, fElkic
X P EN TR — S E L, a =0.002,n=0.2,0y = 500MPa & L7=. fi##TiC &
> T DN I R FIS 15 D—1 % Fig. 5.6 \Z/RT.
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Assign fracture stress of each volume element

t<to

Calculate maximum principal stress of each volume

element o

o >orin
any one of the volume
elements?

t —t+At

End
(Specimen fracture)

Fig. 5.4 Flow chart of the Monte Carlo simulation.

533 AEBHOWIRERETIL~AOER

Fig.5.5 DX 912, N EI 72D Weibull REEL ORI AEEMER AN XRS5 2 D
DOFEIK A » B 225, Active zone MR SN DL EEE 2 5. HHIKI(i = A B)D, ZO5HE
DA% Active zone & L7255 O RIEMIEMERIX, Beremin E7 /L TIXLLFD XK 9 IZFE
wEiD.

Oui

Fi(t) =1—exp [— < ) l] (i=AB) (5.7)

ZIZT, oy i Bk O A 2R ik & L7286 D Weibull J5A) T, LLFOXTRIND.
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fu(op)

Active zone, V.

\<

falop)

Probability dencity

¢

Probability dencity

Domain A, V, Domain B, Vg
Fig. 5.5 Division of active zone and assignment of critical fracture stress for each volume

element.

0.000e+00 100um

Plane Strain

Center of thickness 0.2mm from surface
Finite Thickness (t=5mm)

Fig. 5.6 Example of FE analysis (Load point displacement is 3 mm).

1/m;
oy, (t) = IVL_]. a(t; x,y, Z)midVl (i=AB) (5.8)
0 Jy,

ZIT, VIR EROME, SERiOKRBTH S, 2Dt + dtE TIHEIKA - B 22O
A 2 DHEHpa (D) - pp(O1F, RGEDBLTERE0)ZHAT 2 2 & TRAD &

IITFLIRTE 2.

(5.9)
(5.10)

pa(®)dt = {Fa(t + dt) — Fo()} x {1 = Fg(0)}
pe(t)dt = {Fg(t + dt) — Fg(©)} X {1 — Fp(t)}
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L7235 C, Beremin 7 /L~ i L7 BB EERASUE, K(5.8)F L UN5.9) & K (5.3)icfk
ATDHZETHLND. BIRIE, nyestBIOMIEEIMRER 21T - 7285 R, #HkA 2R &
L CHiE L 7=3BRasn, 0], Ik B &8 & U CHlE L= BR D ng 0l T o 12354,
EERAEIIRATREND.

keng

L= {1_[ {Fa(ty +dt) — Fa(tp)} x {1 - FB(tk)}} {H{FB(tk +dt) — Fp(tp)} x {1 — FA(tk)}} (5.11)

keny
K- eIk D Weibull REEUI (S 10 SHEERIMHREROREREZ AN L, HKRILTHZ Lick-
THSETE 5. LI, K(5.10)% AV 7= Weibull /37 A — X —OHEE % AT LIS,

5.3.4 LHERICAWASLERML

AIETIE, AFELHKET 27200, K0 MR 2 >ORERKERT.

* Method 1

FEIE A XTI BR T R O MR A 2 A — & L, 2k Z2 0 s Lo ikiEk
FoNT A —H—F BT 5. BB E BT BNk L CTRERAVWL T D
TETHS. BEBEEFLUL TOXTEREIND.

Ntest

L= H{Fv(tk +dt) — F, (t)} (5.12)
k=1

* Method 2

TEIk A OIEEMRNNT A —X —ZHET DS, fHIR A 2> HAKEEDREA L Ton, Bl OFE
RBOLEZEEL, fEk B 2 OEEENRA L RITERT 5. fEk A OO0 ERE
L TR TERSNS.

L, = H{FVA(tk +dt) — Fy, (6} (5.13)
ke€ny

[FREIC, LgldkATREND.
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Ly = H{FVB(tk +dt) — Fy, (8} (5.14)

keng

54 AEBHBOZEXILFE

AEITIX, BEEMER T A —F —DOHEE D= DI B ERRE A R KT 2D kL2 RT.
Fig. 5.7 |2, AFECB T2 REORRLEREZ 7 n—F v — FCrd. KAFETITL
FEBAB DA IIm,, oya, Mg, oug® 4 DO THD. BEOMEDOMAE I L - TIEEF
BENL2EEITHEFI/NIEL Y, AHERETY V¥ —7e—%240%. Lizhio
T, H#EEEREORARNEDEZ & Vit 5 X 5 ITvMc2fb w5 Z & ThrRfbo
BAToTc. BEBOOIMEIL, #YICERE 5 2 T2 LEBBOFRICL > THEE L,
KENT A —Ta—%AEURVMEE LT, 25O 75 OMaHIE I 0o 1/10
L. ZOFECL > THHRICIEIFMEZET 5600, ZE L TLEDRRLEIT
ZENTES.

5.5 ZIMEREE
551 BE—OHIMEHEBRIEREITxT SIRELH

AHiTIX, Monte Carlo ¥ = L—3 3 2 K> THE L7 100 [Bl O MER SR
izxt U CHIEI TRl L7 A TIEB L O Method 1 - 2 23 H L, AREEMER/NT A — X —
EWET HZ I KD RS MEREEOB 2R3, £7, 53.1 TR L 72 Monte Carlo >~
=2 b—yailBWnT, £HEEKO Weibull /X7 X ~5*—mgrig, al?‘,:ig, mgrig, a&gig%fﬁ
EL, 100 B OMEEREIERBR ORI 2 I 5. Z OMBURREFICK L, AFEB X
OFEL 21285 T Weibull /X7 A= —%HEET 5. #HEE S 472 Weibull /8T A — %
— % me, geale male geale L gz g mzrig, al?gig, mgrig, Jsgig&mgalc, gale,
m@C, gD FAEL L L, ZUMEERGET 5. AHFZETIE, Z 0L RRUTR TR
FNT A= =€ BE Ve, ;I & > THET.

meale _ morig
i i
€mi = o (5.15)
i
calc orig
O — 0,
I ' ui
€oyi = o (5.16)
ui
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Set initial value of ma, Mg, gua, oun
(In the present study, ma=mp=30, cua=0cus=3000M Pa)

Set first increment, AMao, AMpo, AGuc, A0upo
(In the present study, | AMao[=|4AMpo =1, |ouaol=|cuBo|=100MPa, and each sign is determined from
gradient. For example, Amao=sgn (L(Ma+4Ma, M, 0ua, ouB)— L(Ma, M, oua, GuB)))

Ma<Amao
mpe—4mgo
Oun=A0u0
oup—A0uBo

Lo—L(ma, Mg, Gua, OuB)

Lma—L(mat4ma, mp, cua, ou) Lm—L(ma, mp+4ms, cua, ou) Laua—L(Mma, M, cuatdcua, o) || Lous—L(Ma, M, oua, GutAouB)

\ 4

Ampa——0.54mx Amge——0.54mp Aoua——0.540u Aow——0.540u8

Ma—Mma+t4ma
mp—mpt+Ams
OuA— OuatAoua
ouB— owtAouwB

NO AMa<0.14MmapA AMp<0.14mpo A

Aoua<0.140ua0\ A6up<0.140u8

Fig. 5.7 Flow chart of maximization of the likelihood function.

ARIETlX Monte Carlo & 2 = L— 3 3 UIZEBWTC, Fig. 119 1R L= Xk 9 72 laEE & LBZ
Zatekh 2 48E L, Table 5.1 IR 3 Weibull /X7 A —% —%RETH. /2, 2D
Weibull /X7 2 — % —{T X > Tl S 4 D IS ) 704 % Fig.5.8 I~ . 8k A |3 LBZ
(AR L, fHIE B XA RICHYS 5. £72, Table5.1 ([T X 9 ICHEBKOE XD
Bo/BOREZ -5t H1T 572, Bp/B = 0.1DHA T EH 6 O b IFIEH % i
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Table 5.1 Conditions of calculation examples

Case mzrig al?;ig(MPa) mgrig Ul?];ig(MPa) Bs/B
@ 0.1
(b) 30 2350 20 2900 05
Table 5.2 Conditions of the present calculation
x Active zon; size (mm) 2 Size of a volume element, 1 FE analysis
0.5 +0.8 +2.5 5050 X 50 pm? Plane strain
0.006 —
220,005 | — Domain A
z N\
é) 0.004 | / \ Domain B
20.003 | / \
S 0.002 | /N
2 oot | / \ /O
< 0.001 |
0. ; oy :

000 .
1500 000 2500 3000 3500
or (MPa)

Fig. 5.8 Assumed probability distribution of of.

e LT &, By/B = 0508 513IF L A EORBRICE W THER A 2 DAENA U,
Z @ Monte Carlo 2 = L—3 3 U Cld, 432 IR L FHEHOT A E2RE L7 FE fi#
HrofE Sz I DB & L CHW 2. active zone 35 L OMRFE LR O ~FH{EIX Fig. 5.1 127K
U 7o JERESRIZHE W Table 5.2 D &3V IZE L7z, Table 5.2 127~ L7251 0 23 U
FR O LI DFENT T HHWT WD, 3 DOFEETHEE S iz Weibull /3T A —Z —(Z X -
T, ik A £7201X B OATHER SN DR (RJEH) OSEIVEE SR &2 HEE L,
Monte Carlo > X = L' — 3 3 VORGSR & bl U7z, AW TIE, BEEMEE S L TH 4 =
2R L7z BS7T448[67IIZ B W TER(L LT 5 CTOD Z V7.

K2 -v?) nW-a)y, 49y
~ 20vE (W —a)+a '

ZIT, KIFSDIEREEE, WITRUBRAIE, aldUIRETRS, npldBHsfRE, vld7 U >
T =V BN DB T D AWTETIL, 1, = 04& Lo, AEERFOS O 2 AR
PGS & LTHWS. 223, SJIFUIRES MmO ERDOLER 2E L THDH 0 Tidiel, £
FEOREIHIET DT A—=F—Th%.
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Fig. 5.9 IZ, Monte Carlo ¥ I = L — 3 3 T K o CTHBL S U7 AHERI R 53 A O
Weibull 7' v b Z7R"9 . MEENFA LZERICEO O T REMELHAL T ey b
LTWDR, 7y b OFEO AR A U7 f ik TXBI LTV 5. BRI A 2
B EE U 7= 38R OEA 1L Case (a) TIE 41%, Case (b) TiL 82% CTdh ~7=. 7=, Fig.5.10
2, HJEMZ{E L7 Monte Carlo > 2 L—3 3 VOFER &, TOFEENSRHRD 3
DOFETHE LI/ T A —F =TT SN DHEMMES MOk 2 r~3. Fiz,
Table 5.3 (2, Z DT THEE SNT2/3T A —F —DifFEe, B L Ve, i FIEIZ OV TR
9. Fig.5.10 IR END L 91T, AFEFE D S ORESLMIICB O T AR E A
ELHELTRERSHETE TWD. FFIT, Fig. 5.10(d)\RmEN5 X918, M Sn
TEIE A (ICEETT 5 Case (D)ITHOWTIE, O FIEE LN TIHEFICRWKEE TOHEENT
XTWD. KFERHLHILDO T A —F —2HET LR, XG0T END LD

0.99 L ; 1
> 09 Fracture initiation Domain -
E 0.7 A Domain A
2 os |
S s O Domain B
o, ’ - =
o a = 3.33,8 = 0.065 N e
g o1 |
g 0.05 £
=S
o

0.01 yd

0.010  0.015 0.020  0.030 0.050 0.070 0.100
8¢ (mm)
(a) Case (a)

099 FFF 71 : "
2 ool @=374p=0054 —
B8 07
=
S 05
©
8. 03
©
.2
*&; 0.1 w -

E 0.05 /g
5 / o
o / A
0.01 AL LA
0.015 0.020 0.030 0.050 0.070
8 (mm)
(b) Case (b)

Fig. 5.9 Results of the Monte Carlo simulation.
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0.9 "
0.9 A
0.7 P

=)
—_

A
\\
s

MC simulation: @ = 3.88, = 0.049 ||

00s- G

Cumulative probability

P’ Method 1: @ = 3.46,8 = 0.067
e Method 2: @ = 4.25, = 0.043
//é Present method: @ = 4.49, 8 = 0.049

001 L L L L L

0.020 0.030 0.050 0.070

dc (mm)
(a) Case (a), Domain A
0.99 g —— MC simulation: « = 2.59,8 = 0.076 pZa
0.9 Method 1: @ = 3.46,8 = 0.067 s v
0.7 Method 2: @ = 3.13,8 = 0.059 /
: Present method: @ = 2.59,8 = 0.073 2
0.5 /y’
0.3
//

0.1 ’/
0.05 . m%-

0.0150.020 0.030 0.050 0.070 0.100

A\

Cumulative probability

0.01 7>

6. (mm)
(b) Case (a), Domain B
E 0.093 i
< 07
S 05
a8 03
% . /
,‘_; 0.05 ,/{/f/ e — MC simulation: @ = 3.88,8 = 0.049 |
) A Method 1: a = 3.83,8 = 0.056
g - ;5/:/ —— Method 2: @ = 4.18, 8 = 0.048
8 0.01 5/ Present method: « = 3.82,8 = 0.046
’ 0.020 0.030 0.050 0.070
6. (mm)
(c) Case (b), Domain A

Fig. 5.10-1 Estimation results for the specimens consisting of weld metal and LBZ.
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> 0.99 : - . \ '
R e —— MC simulation: & = 2.59,8 = 0.076 _~ \
= 09 Method 1: @ = 3.83,8 = 0.056 T &
O 07 — Method 2: a = 2.74,8 = 0.041 7
8 . Present method: « = 2.71,8 = 0.075

/

% 0.3 — - 7&4'
2 0.1 gt
s 005" .

g [ ] "/

"
= ey \ ‘
O 0.01 d

0.0150.020 0.030  0.050 0.070 0.100
6. (mm)

(d) Case (b), Domain B

Fig. 5.10-2 Estimation results for the specimens consisting of weld metal and LBZ.

Table 5.3 Conditions of the present calculation

Present Method Method 1 Method 2
Case ema(%) € € € € € € € € € € €
(a) 11.0 257 854 3.64 475 282 118 797 172 109 243 10.1
(b) 6.63 1.50 411 1.72 2.74 0909 0987 8.12 6.88 4.10 39.7 15.6

(ZA DI T OMIEMER L BT 5720, BIEEADH 2FRIEFT L T H55TH,
ETOEBICH L TEEL TR TA—F—DOHEEEITH>ZENTES. —F, Fik2T
IO R ORI B E L7220, BEERE L 20 I WO /T A —F —%
WETLGE I T NVOEN DI, HET DT A—F —DFRENKEL D,

5.5.2 BHOPIEGERFEREFICH I HIREEHI

AT CIE, 100 BEIOREEIERER D> & 72 555 LBk U THREEER N T A — & — D
ExiTo7-H%ZR~RL7=. LML, Monte Carlo I =L — a3 VORERIZIES x4 F
T 57, MR R LRI 21T ) BICR 220 a D, Lo, 1 DOk
BRI BRERARS R ICXT L TR T A= —DOHEEZT 5 720 T+ R REEIC 72 B 720,
Z 2T, R TIX 100 FHOEIMERBRALE RAECK L TENENANT A—F —DHEEZ(T >
To. Thbb, KN TIL 1 DOMHTRINC O E ey & €, DR 100 Y FH S5,
Fig. 5.11 {2, Table 5.1 {27k L 7= Case (a) & (D)2 DOW T LR 21T > T-fE R A& 7”9,
ABFFETIE, WAUTTR SN D Fu L JFURIE ) OFRERZESIC K o Tepy & €5, DT %2
RO, A O BRI B3 2 iR & Ll %
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30¢ T
rDomain
25F A B {
' ® A Methodl
> 20; ® A Method2 e ]
5‘:,:‘ 1 5 ® A Present ____“;‘ | = a4
T».I.Jb - .. A Iﬁﬁa &% @ ]
10F 'mﬁh ﬁm g 2!
s L Y @é}d - - -
5L ) o o o :
aw ! ,'...‘ " »
NSl | |
0 10 20 30 40 50
Em (%)
(a) Case (a)
30 =
- &
A f;,\, ?Aag
- An A b mas ] ]
AL '
A l‘l&
40 60 80 100
€m (%)
(b) Case (b)

Fig. 5.11 Distribution of €,,; and €, ; obtained by the simulation results.

2
PRI R DL (5.17)
Ntrial Ntrial

Z 2T, Nyja 1 EEEIVERREL CH U, ARBFSE Cldngga = 100TH 5. Fig.5.12 12, Fig.
SIS LTERERICH L CRHE Licp b szarnd. AR, hoFELY /S ViEzE
TR N T A= —ZHETETNDL I ERNbND.

56 MHMFUNETERZEICEZDIZE

AREITIL, Table 5.4 (2T kX 7o BS54 %2 7E L 7= Monte Carlo > = L —3 3
DOFERIZHI L TCAFEEZEA L, RUMORMIEEITo iR a2 RT.
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Table 5.4 Calculation conditions of the Monte Carlo simulations for validation.

Case mgrig J&Tg(MPa) mgrig asgig(MPa) Bs/B Remarks
1 30 2350 20 2700 0.25~0.75 -
2-1 30 2350 18~22.5 2700 0.5 -
2-2 20 2350 13.4~16 2700 0.5 -
3-1 30 2350 20 2585~2750 0.5 -
3-2 30 2600 20 2860~3042 0.5 -

Finite thickness stress fields
4 30 2350 20 2700 0.5 were used and z of active zone
was changed

30F

B . [ o
P o [

20

Jyup

15} .

Error index, u (%)

Present Method 1 Method 2 |

(a) u, Case (a)

Bl . [ o
Il o [ ow '

20F

30F

15

10

T

Error index, u (%)

Present Method 1 Method 2 i

(b) s, Case (a)

Fig. 5.12-1 Error distribution parameters of results shown in Fig. 5.11.

56.1 fEEHOEEDEE

F£9°, Table 5.4 @ Case 1 |Z/R LSO & T, SEROEIGBy/BRREICE 2 55
AR L7o. Fig.5.1312, Ba/BIZRkIT Hut s a2 4. 728, b#licix, %A
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Rl
1t

50F
Bl . [ o
S o Ml m [ ow
S
< 30f
"
o
B 20}
)
& 10f
84
ok |
Present Method 1 Method 2
(¢) u, Case (b)
50F
Bl . [ ow
Sl m [ ] ow
N
@ 30f
%
(]
2 20f
8
£ 10}
23
O_

Present Method 1 Method 2 |

(d) s, Case (b)

Fig. 5.12-2  Error distribution parameters of results shown in Fig. 5.11.

THHEEL-EAEZ2 TR L TWA. ALEBEIIHEKOESICLOTREREL THORVWiEES
RLTWD., —JF, fOFETIE, EA TOMBEEIENEZ I LN T, Al
FEIEK B OREENHIN L T\ L.

56.2 my&mpgDLLDEE

Table 5.4 @ Case 2-1 BE V22 TR LTERIFED S & T, my EmgDHATEEICE R D
WAEE T L7, Fig. 5.14 3 X OV Fig. 5.15 12, BL EORHT o5 R %277 RTFLIL Case
2-1 IZBW Tl b IERERHEE 21T > T % — 5T, Case 2-2 Tl Fig. 5.14(b)F L ON(d)I
REND LI, MOFELY b, OFEENRKE . LA L, Fig. 5.14(a)F L OC)ITH
END L IEmOHEERZEIZ OV TUIAFEIMOFIELY /S, &6, mizo
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WCDBHAENRT X —H —DFHEE 5%~10% T D —F, oyl OV TIE 3%~5%Th 5. L
7ol o T, FiE1 B LU 2 THEE SO EEMEE D AAIIARATFETHESI NS D LD
HARKDO GNP RE B b.

56.3 o,a&ogDLEDEE

Table 5.4 @ Case3-1 BEL W32 IR LTZEHDH & T, oyp L oggP I FEFEIZE 2 5
WAL Rt L7-. Fig. 5.16 3 X WV Fig. 5.17 12, Z O ofERZ2 R4, KFIEDOEAED
AL 551 THTORULEEREEELTEY, ATFEOBMEI/RERTND.
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Fig. 5.13-1 Effects of the region ratio on error of the estimated parameters (Case 1).
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Fig. 5.14-1 Effects of mg/m, on error of the estimated parameters, m, = 30 (Case 2-1).
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Fig. 5.17-1 Effects of o,5/0,a on error of the estimated parameters,

Oua = 2600MPa (Case 3-2).
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Appendix

Table A2.1 Fracture toughness test results (Steel L)

Temperature Fracture Critical clip Absorbed Xc Z¢
Specimen  No. (°O) lord (kN) gage disp. (mm)  energy (J) (mm) (mm)
1 10.24 0.280 3.51 0.33 1.33
2 10.36 0.302 3.66 0.20 2.04
3 10.55 0.310 3.97 0.21 1.07
4 10.99 0.353 4.55 0.25 222
5 10.91 0.357 4.56 0.31 0.42
6 11.10 0.403 4.96 0.32 0.72
7 11.12 0.394 5.06 0.20 2.26
8 11.28 0.381 5.17 0.45 3.17
9 20 11.12 0.369 5.47 0.27 0.85
10 11.34 0.413 5.55 0.34 0.87
11 11.37 0.417 5.60 0.24 1.23
12 11.66 0.426 6.00 0.35 0.07
t 13 11.34 0415 6.17 0.16 1.68
14 11.85 0.504 6.97 0.21 1.06
15 9.270 0.193 2.38 N/A
16 9.011 0.188 2.58 N/A
17 10.41 0.296 3.70 N/A
18 50 10.88 0.389 5.14 N/A
19 11.50 0.657 8.01 N/A
20 80 11.63 0.798 10.3 N/A
21 11.03 0.643 7.99 N/A
22 100 11.55 1.00 13.1 N/A
23 11.37 0.961 13.1 N/A
24 120 11.51 1.01 139 N/A
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Appendix

Table A2.2 Fracture toughness test results (Steel S)

Temperature Fracture Critical clip Absorbed Xc Z¢
Specimen  No. (°C) lord (kN) gage disp. (mm) energy (J) (mm) (mm)
25 10.77 0.205 2.86 0.33 1.60
26 11.06 0.222 3.00 0.20 0.74
27 11.12 0.222 3.25 0.18 0.12
28 11.25 0.234 3.32 0.20 1.01
29 11.63 0.256 3.81 0.12 2.19
30 12.25 0.309 4.65 0.33 0.57
31 12.65 0.345 5.18 0.36 3.54
32 12.95 0.393 5.99 0.28 0.37
33 20 13.52 0.456 7.15 0.61 0.80
34 8.678 0.124 1.59 N/A
35 8.992 0.133 1.73 N/A
36 9.660 0.159 2.03 N/A
37 9.345 0.155 2.14 N/A
38 10.51 0.188 2.65 N/A
39 11.24 0.225 3.23 N/A
40 11.96 0.276 3.96 N/A
41 11.71 0.261 4.54 N/A
42 11.83 0.257 3.95 0.16 1.44
43 12.07 0.279 434 0.24 0.61
44 12.38 0.306 4.73 0.30 1.24
S 45 12.33 0.311 4.80 0.13 1.42
46 12.63 0.320 4.90 0.30 0.61
47 12.71 0.335 5.23 0.24 1.44
48 12.72 0.352 5.85 0.22 3.17
49 13.14 0.408 6.39 0.32 0.40
50 50 13.38 0.423 6.58 0.29 2.03
51 13.39 0.420 6.61 0.24 1.82
52 13.42 0.449 7.04 0.37 3.21
53 13.57 0.479 7.47 0.28 1.29
54 13.81 0.523 8.20 0.21 2.00
55 12.23 0.288 5.08 N/A
56 12.63 0.331 5.25 N/A
57 13.44 0.410 6.61 N/A
58 13.46 0.439 7.06 N/A
59 12.66 0.422 6.34 N/A
60 50 12.86 0.489 7.16 N/A
61 13.42 0.700 10.8 N/A
62 100 13.60 0.703 10.9 N/A
63 13.22 0.694 10.8 N/A
64 120 12.76 0.799 12.2 N/A
65 13.48 0.874 12.7 N/A
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Specimen No.3 (Steel L, 20°C)
Fig. A2.1-1 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel L).
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Specimen No.4 (Steel

Y

L, 20°C)
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Specimen No.6 (Steel L, 20°C)
Fig. A2.1-2 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel L).

166



Appendix

7 e

Specimen No.8 (Steel L, 20°C) |
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Fig. A2.1-3 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel L).
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e vt & A

Specimen No.10 (Steel L, 20°C)

-

Specimen No.12 (Steel L, 20°C)
Fig. A2.1-4 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel L).
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Fig. A2.1-5 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel L).
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Specimen No.27 (Steel S, 20°C)
Fig. A2.2-1 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel S).
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Specimen No.28 (Steel S, 20°C)
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Specimen No.30 (Steel S, 20°C)

Fig. A2.2-2 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel S).
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&emmen No 31 (Steel S 20°C

Specimen No.33 (Steel S, 20°C)
Fig. A2.2-3 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel S).
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Specimen No.44 (Steel S, 50°C)
Fig. A2.2-4 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel S).
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Specimen No.45 (Steel S, 50°C)
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Specimen No.47 (Steel S, 50°C)
Fig. A2.2-5 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel S).
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Fig. A2.2-6 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel S).
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Specimen No.53 (Steel S, 50°C)
Fig. A2.2-7 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel S).
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Specimen No.54 (Steel S, 50°C)
Fig. A2.2-8 Fracture surface around fracture initiation site (Steel S).
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Table A3.1 Fracture toughness test results (Steel Ni0-S)

Critical Approximated
Speci- No. Temp.  Fracture clip. gage  Absorbed X Ve Z; .ellipse sizc?
men (°C) lord (kN) disp. energy (J) (mm) (mm) (mm) Major Minor
(mm) (um) (um)
1 7.295 0.100 1.54 026 033 1.1 61.3 21.5
2 7.974 0.093 1.85 021 0.15 0.03 327 11.6
3 -100 7.489 0.062 1.88 0.18 028 0.58 25.0 21.1
4 8.370 0.117 1.99 026 0.14 0.52 11.6 9.83
5 7.383 0.123 2.08 0.26 0.14 1.6 54.6 30.4
6 6.583 0.234 2.65 0.15 035 0.37 61.0 26.2
Ni0-S 7 6.573 0.215 2.57 0.21 0.29 1.4 359 19.0
8 6.937 0.251 3.89 0.38 0.25 1.7 37.5 34.0
9 -80 6.995 0.290 3.40 0.38  0.58 1.1 37.2 20.5
10 7.276 0.466 5.57 044 033 0.74 359 15.8
11 6.949 0.460 4.98 N/A
12 7.667 0.244 7.68 N/A
13 6.464 0.598 5.56 0.38 028 0.02 54.4 31.2
14 60 7.042 0.633 6.43 036 027 0.66 283 12.6
Table A3.2 Fracture toughness test results (Steel Ni0-B)
Critical Approximated
Speci- No. Temp.  Fracture clip. gage  Absorbed X Ve Z¢ .ellipse sizc'e
men (°C) lord (kN) disp. energy (J) (mm) (mm) (mm) Major Minor
(mm) (um) (um)
15 100 5.417 0.048 0.738 0.17  0.11 3.8 68.2 28.0
16 6.433 0.067 0.772 025 084 24 80.8 17.0
17 6.535 0.088 1.31 036 0.15 0.83 48.7 17.6
18 -80 6.023 0.122 1.97 0.28 022 0.93 313 194
Ni0-B 19 6.610 0.609 5.44 0.40 056 028 71.2 52.9
20 6.184 0.674 5.45 0.28  0.00 1.2 333 16.1
21 -60 6.300 0.789 6.06 0.36 0.18 0.51 71.5 41.0
22 6.559 0.749 6.18 0.47  0.09 1.1 38.0 18.0
23 -30 7.401 1.93 14.5 056 021 2.6 83.9 49.1
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Table A3.3 Fracture toughness test results (Steel Nil5-S)

Critical Approximated
Speci- No. Temp.  Fracture clip_ gage  Absorbed X Ve Ze F:llipse siz§
men (°C) lord (kN) disp. energy (J) (mm) (mm) (mm) Major Minor
(mm) (um) (um)
24 8.477 0.235 3.73 0.12 041 1.6 35.1 16.6
25 -120 7.662 0.147 2.62 0.15 043 1.1 28.6 17.8
26 7.910 0.194 3.07 N/A
27 8.040 0.377 4.67 0.19 035 0.55 23.1 16.0
28 100 7.936 0.488 5.48 0.26  0.48 2.3 26.0 19.2
Nil5-S 29 7.933 0.525 6.41 039 045 1.7 40.6 20.5
30 -80 7.602 0.516 6.81 033 038 042 61.5 38.4
31 8.623 0.973 11.1 N/A
32 8.315 0.918 8.78 0.53  0.28 1.1 25.4 10.0
33 60 8.355 0.994 9.79 041 0.14 1.5 26.9 16.9
34 9.934 2.74 28.9 N/A
35 9.626 2.71 30.6 N/A
Table A3.4 Fracture toughness test results (Steel Nil5-B)
Critical Approximated
Speci- No. Temp. Fracture clip. gage  Absorbed X Ve Zc §llipse size;
men (°C) lord (kN) disp. energy (J) (mm) (mm) (mm) Major Minor
(mm) (um) (um)
36 7.606 0.082 1.50 N/A
37 120 7.744 0.090 2.33 N/A
38 6.660 0.138 2.39 038 025 0.19 47.5 20.0
39 -100 7.228 0.238 3.41 051 0.25 1.1 65.8 43.1
40 7.081 0.205 3.71 N/A
) 41 7.250 0.563 5.83 0.50 044 0.63 24.8 16.8
Nil5-B -80
42 8.070 0.765 8.20 0.14 0.64 0.26 26.1 12.0
43 8.957 1.53 16.3 029 030 2.0 52.4 42.5
44 60 9.056 1.80 20.0 078 054 0.28 28.2 23.6
45 7.903 0.995 9.97 N/A
46 8.080 1.32 12.0 N/A
47 -40 9.347 3.30 35.1 N/A
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Table A3.5 Fracture toughness test results (Steel Ni30-S)

Critical Approximated
Speci- No. Temp.  Fracture clip. gage  Absorbed Xc Ve Z; e.:llipse siZt?
men (°C) lord (kN) disp. energy J) (mm) (mm) (mm) Major Minor
(mm) (um) (um)
48 8.437 0.138 3.85 0.08 0.49 2.5 254 14.5
49 -140 9.446 0.233 4.27 N/A
50 9.571 0.257 4.57 N/A
51 9.471 0.370 5.82 0.19 0.19 0.22 17.8 12.5
52 -120 8.958 0.308 6.09 0.18 032 1.4 27.8 11.0
Ni30-S 53 9.732 0.431 7.00 041 046 0.76 20.7 16.0
54 9.231 0.621 791 0.46  0.33 0.43 23.0 16.7
55 -100 9.361 0.620 8.49 042 0.041 0.75 18.6 14.3
56 9.747 0.655 9.49 0.55 051 035 32.7 18.0
57 10.78 1.63 21.0 0.61 1.2 0.32 16.9 5.57
s 10.76 1.82 215 N/A
Table A3.6 Fracture toughness test results (Steel Ni30-B)
Critical Approximated
Speci- No. Temp. Fracture clip. gage  Absorbed X Ve Ze §11ipse siz§
men (°C) lord (kN) disp. energy (J) (mm) (mm) (mm) Major Minor
(mm) (um) (um)
59 8.145 0.244 3.53 031 0.13 1.5 37.2 25.8
60 -120 8.007 0.276 4.25 0.40 0.18 1.3 9.15 7.00
61 8.639 0.437 5.65 0.54 0.13 0.79 329 10.7
62 8.062 0.349 4.60 0.17 035 1.7 31.8 24.1
63 -100 8.770 0.558 7.23 036 036 0.16 33.1 12.5
Ni30-B 64 8.266 0.421 6.01 N/A
65 8.742 0.738 8.58 054 025 0.62 51.5 144
66 -80 9.426 1.07 12.4 0.438 0.07 1.4 17.4 10.5
67 10.48 1.55 21.1 N/A
68 60 9.524 1.18 14.2 037 0.71 1.9 51.6 313
69 10.44 1.98 22.7 N/A
Table A3.7 Fracture toughness test results (Steel C03-S)
Critical Approximated
Speci- No. Temp. Fracture clip. gage  Absorbed X¢ Ve Zc .ellipse siz§
men (°C) lord (kN) disp. energy (J) (mm) (mm) (mm) Major Minor
(mm) (um) (um)
70 %0 5.850 0.073 0.85 N/A
71 6.267 0.069 1.23 N/A
72 5.980 0.338 3.06 040 049 046 52.5 14.5
73 -60 6.306 0.491 435 0.24 0.36 1.5 84.5 41.7
74 6.717 0.492 5.23 035 0.16 1.2 28.5 19.0
€035 75 7.179 1.15 9.23 0.42  0.03 0.93 36.1 10.1
76 0 7.907 1.48 13.0 051 022 22 95.1 29.0
77 7.135 1.08 8.65 0.60 057 22 44.0 29.9
78 5.825 0.593 4.45 N/A
79 -20 8.187 2.01 16.7 0.72  0.49 1.1 43.5 9.67
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Number 6 (degrees) 1(degrees) @ (degrees) Yum(J/m?)

[©0) 17 5 35 34
@) 64 26 6 71
® 67 -6 5 89
@ 91 21 -10 81
® 146 19 26 45
® 189 -19 23 29
@ 298 4 0 85
312 1 20 65

Ni0-S, -100°C)

Number 6 (degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Yo (1/m?)
-9 5

34 38
111 -16 -5 51
144 -34 14 31
@ 250 21 -2 53

Ni0-S, -100°C)

Number 6(degrees) (degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
15

[©) 48 11 28

\ @) 89 20 22 47

o\ ® 106 26 -19 46

y @ 199 17 25 38

® 221 -15 3 31

\ ® 304 18 39 28

\ . £ @ 324 -14 4 31

Specimen No.3 (Steel Ni0-S, -100°C)
Fig. A3.1-1 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Ni(-S).
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Specimen

B

Specimen No.6 (Steel Ni0-S, -80°C)

Number 0 (degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
10 5 3 26
168 -21 -5 24
351 -15 4 25
Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
[©) 0 4 21 74
@ 42 6 -15 89
©)) 87 -1 -14 118
@ 104 43 -16 124
® 123 0 22 99
® 182 -2 -4 71
@ 244 4 1 112
340 -42 -8 70
Ni0-S, -100°C)
Number 6(degrees) P (degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ym(J/m?)
[©0) 19 7 -37 17
® 158 23 37 42
©) 190 2 1 34
@ 224 22 -19 60
® 263 5 12 60
® 328 -15 -15 56

Fig. A3.1-2 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥y, calculation (Steel Ni(-S).
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Number 6 (degrees) 1(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm{(J/m?)
84 13 22 57

£ @ 115 14 13 56
= ® 192 4 11 33
; @ 317 21 17 46

n No.7 (Steel Ni0-S, -80°C)

=

Specime
D s

Number 6 (degrees) 1(degrees) @ (degrees) Vnm (J/m?)

@ 37 -11 4 77

@ 58 -10 3 79

©) 67 -10 5 84

@ 76 8 9 81

® 138 8 21 71

. ® 175 31 31 59

w.. @ 208 5 -16 76

A - 256 26 9 74

, - =3 [©) 325 21 9 74

Specimen No.8 (Steel Ni0-S, -80°C)

. ot it
\:‘ S

Number 6 (degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ym(J/m?)
@ R -

14 32 6 3
58 22 14 51

82 1 4 62

121 32 13 46

\¢ ® 191 12 4 35

\ p AN ® 225 7 13 48
\ @ 272 2 10 62

Specimen No.9 (Steel Ni0-S, -80°C)
Fig. A3.1-3 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥y, calculation (Steel Ni0-S).
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Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

44 2 5 52
60 5 -1 58
79 2 0 65
@ 222 31 -8 53
® 273 -16 -15 64

Number O(degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

@ 35 -16 18 61

@ 109 18 21 86

[©)] 232 3 4 59

Number 6(degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
@ 49 9 1 34

@ 106 20 24 49

[©) 169 4 -24 23

@ 267 -8 3 47

» I

® 309 27 -14 43

Specimen No.14 (Steel Ni0O-S, -60°C)
Fig. A3.1-4 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥y, calculation (Steel Ni0-S).
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Number O(degrees) P (degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

® 17 12 10 38

@) 64 -17 32 57

® 84 2 10 30

@ 102 6 10 80

® 149 28 13 46

O ® 166 21 -7 38
13 3 S @ 173 9 -7 35

Specimen No.15 (Steel Ni0-B, -100°C)
NN N W

Number 6(degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ym(J/m?)

[©) 38 7 14 26
@ 68 22 20 38
® 133 3 16 31
@ 215 6 24 25
® 232 9 22 34
® 294 25 21 37
@ 306 -17 10 35
314 -12 28 30

Specimen No.16 (Steel Ni0-B, -100°C)

Number 6(degrees) (degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ynm(J/m?)
5 20 3

@ 19

@ 30 7 4 30

©) 34 -19 16 39

@ 94 6 3 51

® 176 2 4 18

: ® 231 20 23 40

A B @ 257 17 12 52

j /143 302 15 13 46
! /7 @ 314 0 20 38

Specimen No.17 (Steel Ni0-B, -80°C)
Fig. A3.2-1 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Ni0-B).
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Number 6 (degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ym(J/m?)
2 K

15 9 27
@) 117 33 4 39
® 262 20 5 44
@ 299 -14 20 46

Specimen No.18 (Steel Ni0-B, -80°C)

%

2 @-& Number 6 (degrees) 1P(degrees) @ (degrees) Yo (/m?)
vy ( @ 55 21 -13 138

. ® 120 17 25 128
® 173 -49 25 97
@ 307 -1 9 134
® 329 5 0 119
® 337 8 18 117

Number 6(degrees) 1 (degrees) @ (degrees) Ym(J/m?)
2

[©) 94 12 60

: @ 141 7 -3 46
7 ) { ® 313 23 10 47
) ) @ 340 -17 14 32

Specimen No.20 (Steel Ni0-B, -60°C)
Fig. A3.2-2 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Ni0-B).
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Number 6 (degrees) P(degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ym(J/m?)
[©) 3 15 -4 91
@ 57 39 -1 111
[©) 113 10 19 120
@ 334 33 12 71
Specimen No.21 (Steel Ni0-B, -60°C)
Pl bt e
Number 6 (degrees) 1)(degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ym(J/m?)
A 0] 92 -17 9 71
i @ 150 -16 8 48
20 Hm s < 3 198 12 2 37
T A 1 Wi . h; @ 244 -11 -13 53
Specimen No.22 (Steel Ni0-B, -60°C)
Number 6(degrees) (degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ynm(J/m?)
[©) 33 16 21 89
@ 108 -11 8 88
[©) 228 -18 11 93
@ 252 -12 11 104
® 272 -9 -16 68

Fig. A3.2-3 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Ni0-B).
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Number 6 (degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
4 7

[©) 100 67
[ 107 25 3 59
® 133 4 22 58
@ 220 -17 -17 44
® 248 11 13 50
® 298 29 2 50
@ 325 28 14 36

Nil5-S, -120°C)

Number 6 (degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

36 25 4 38
56 27 2 44
142 6 8 48
@ 206 -6 3 42
® 265 -2 3 59
® 311 5 1 51

Number 6(degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

18 27 26 34

40 24 7 42

200 8 -8 39

@ 315 44 3 24
® 342 21 41 25

Specimen No.27 (Steel Nil5-S, -100°C)
Fig. A3.3-1 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Nil5-S).
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Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
83 -15 -11 54
170 -29 21 32
230 -4 0 57
@ 279 -14 19 62
® 341 -11 15 49
No.28 (Steel Nil5-S, -100°C)
. A A Number 6(degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
T " @ 31 20 -29 53
, I i', @ 170 -12 26 38
3 — o - ©) 302 -21 -8 67
Specimen No.29 (Steel Nil5-S, -80°C)
e
Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
@ 2 23 1 82
@ 28 26 -8 86
[©)] 111 6 -23 116
@ 128 21 17 141
® 166 -15 14 104
® 190 -23 -7 74
@ 211 -4 -2 103
253 21 0 158
© 271 20 2 164
281 1 30 122
- @) 332 42 12 95
% @ 346 15 12 84

Specimen No.30 (Steel Nil5-S, -80°C)

Fig. A3.3-2 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Nil5-S).
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Number O(degrees) Y(degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
81 -15 12 33
@ 234 -10 14 48
. ( ® 261 22 9 44
W “r | @ 283 -10 -9 39
Specimen No.32 (Steel Nil5-S, -60°C)
- — —
I
e
Number 6 (degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Yum(J/m?)
@ 23 6 -18 42
y @ 85 0 -12 55
f S ® 112 2 -7 53
2 A . @ 142 13 11 51

Specimen No.33 (Steel Nil5-S, -60°C)

Fig. A3.3-3 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Nil5-S).
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Number 6 (degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Yum(J/m?)

@ 52 40 3 60
@ 72 -19 -6 76
[©)] 95 12 23 79
@ 133 29 -8 56
® 150 26 -13 44
® 270 21 -6 81

Specimen No.38 (Steel Nil5-B, -100°C)

1 j7 s

7

Number 6 (degrees) 1 (degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
62 -

@ 17 36 112
@ 70 27 0 151
® 83 10 41 128
@ 85 45 9 148
® 129 -12 31 94
® 300 -13 10 145
@ 319 2 10 124
322 -13 11 128
© 345 28 -8 72

Number 6 (degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Yum(1/m?)

90 6 10 59
150 10 22 43

195 17 2 41

: @ 263 9 9 60
=N ® 313 12 12 55
\ ® 337 29 13 35

Specimen No.41 (Steel Nil5-B, -80°C)
Fig. A3.4-1 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥,,, calculation (Steel Nil5-B).
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Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

62 29 13 41
125 5 -14 29
196 19 -6 27
@ 258 20 2 40
® 342 35 11 29

Number 6(degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ym(J/m?)
8

@ 42 -8 140

@ 17 -36 -13 136

® 60 -38 13 152

@ 71 24 22 159

® 112 44 51 107

® 157 8 9 129

v @ 185 8 13 120

- Ly 212 -11 -10 107

1S ©) 265 22 -45 147
Specimen No.43 (Steel Ni15-B, -60°C)

Al;_r

Number 6 (degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

= [©) 81 -15 28 83

Specimen No.44 (Steel Nil15-B, -60°C)
Fig. A3.4-2 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Nil5-B).
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Number O (degrees) Y (degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
37 15 16 37
@ 81 24 -3 46
©) 284 1 -22 47
No.48 (Steel Ni30-S, -140°C)
Number 6 (degrees) P(degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
@ 48 0 -4 37
@ 198 -10 15 29
[©)] 226 -8 -10 40
@ 289 -26 13 50
® 303 -31 30 47
51 (Steel Ni30-S, -120°C)
= '\\.) Number O(degrees) (degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(/m?)
] [©) 56 22 3 58
1 @ 297 -28 -4 50

Specimen No.52 (Steel Ni30-S, -120°C)

Fig. A3.5-1 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥,,,, calculation (Steel Ni30-S).
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Number 0(degrees) 1(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
2

0 124 12 68

162 15 15 52

; | 5 216 0 3 71

y :g\ = % 251 24 7 75

e - 5N ® 339 4 -17 61

ecimen No.53 (Steel Ni30-8, -120°C)

-

Number 6(degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Yo (1/m?)

[©) 46 21 -18 75
[ 153 4 1 71
® 235 31 12 31
@ 259 37 5 83
[G 271 27 21 65
® 331 30 -39 57

Number 0(degrees) 1(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
-4

[©) 1 11 49
[@ 86 43 5 82
' ® 140 12 3 54
£ ) @ 270 26 16 80

Specimen No.55 (Steel Ni30-S, -100°C)
Fig. A3.5-2 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Ni30-S).
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Number 6 (degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
-5

169 26 56
@ 279 -2 12 110
[©)] 325 12 -15 75
@ 341 8 20 67
Specimen No.56 (Steel Ni30-S, -100°C)

O

Number O(degrees) 1P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

@ 82 5 -13 45
@ 113 -3 -5 45
[©)] 175 -21 3 16
@ 296 36 -24 39

Specimen No.57 (Steel Ni30-S, -80°C)
Fig. A3.5-3 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Ni30-S).
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Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ym(J/m?)
O) 51 -19 9 86

@ 263 6 21 95

Ni30-B, -120°C)

Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Ym(J/m?)

[©) 26 13 12 24
91 4 18 32
99 5 23 31
157 19 11 26
® 248 8 -1 30

Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

@ 46 22 26 59

® 63 21 14 74

©) 94 20 10 84

@ 144 17 37 47

: ® 188 31 -5 29
N ® 315 11 10 62
LA @ 356 9 5 28

Specimen No.61 (Steel Ni30-B, -120°C)
Fig. A3.6-1 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Ni30-B).
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Number 6 (degrees) P(degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(/m?)

[©) 23 3 9 71

@ 108 -24 -2 86

3 183 -15 7 61

@ 204 30 2 72

® 220 -6 3 71

® 253 -4 -1 82

s WAN @ 326 -31 -3 60

Specimen No.62 (Steel Ni30-B, -100°C)
e\ 'qgcr "a,

Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

[©) 11 19 -7 34

® 28 7 9 49

[©) 67 16 3 38

@ 103 13 -4 91

® 114 14 3 87

® 142 -9 3 55

@ 199 -7 1 42

249 30 24 48

[©) 282 -6 7 88

299 27 20 82

() 350 21 8 32

Specimen No.63 (Steel Ni30-B, -100°C)
[P \“v .
y K

Number 6 (degrees) 1)(degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

k 50 -19 5 56

b \ - : [&3) 224 -29 -8 73

S 2l ® 230 26 12 82

Specimen No.65 (Steel Ni30-B, -80°C)

Fig. A3.6-2 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥,,, calculation (Steel Ni30-B).
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Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Y (J/m?)

@ 116 -16 9 65

(15 ® 257 25 11 59

Specimen No.66 (Steel Ni30-B, -80°C)

Number O(degrees) P (degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

3 0 5 75

53 -15 -17 88

113 16 -11 133

/ \ 189 9 24 72

F e gl ® 263 -17 -5 130

e © G I, ® 324 -10 9 100

Specimen No.68 (Steel Ni30-B, -60°C)
Fig. A3.6-3 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel Ni30-B).
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Number 6 (degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)
29

@D 60 25 48

@ 67 31 21 50

[©)] 87 16 10 57

@ 146 23 17 37

® 214 -4 -28 36

® 278 -5 29 60

@ 303 4 -32 49

328 -1 24 34

. [©) 346 -13 -24 22

Specimen No.72 (Steel C03-S, -60°C)
2 ) § \’ Number 6 (degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

1 @ 9 -26 5 81

@ 30 -7 35 104

[©) 38 7 34 116

@ 56 24 37 134

® 65 23 33 148

® 72 8 -7 141

@ 7 21 24 162

199 1 -8 90

[©)] 229 0 -16 134

() 247 7 1 135

(D) 264 8 -19 164

@ 269 -7 -13 164

® 284 -11 -11 163

@ 297 -11 9 152

® 308 -9 0 135

317 -11 -9 128

) 334 -25 -10 106

357 -28 -1 80

Number 6 (degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Y (J/m?)
3 R

[©) 44 13 61

@ 89 23 -17 66
Pyl ® 118 23 -6 64
H @ 231 20 15 57
! ® 245 15 37 52
1 ® 308 1 28 55
1 @ 351 20 14 44

Specimen No.74 (Steel C03-S, -60°C)
Fig. A3.7-1 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel C03-S).
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Number O(degrees) P (degrees) @ (degrees) Ymm(J/m?)

[©) 64 2 1 60
@ 128 2 5 51
® 234 7 1 52
@ 245 2 -11 62

Specimen No.75 (Steel C03-S, -40°C)

Number 6 (degrees) (degrees) @ (degrees) Ym(J/m?)

16 8 -3 50
144 -16 17 89
151 26 31 89
@ 185 -18 7 34
® 259 31 5 111
® 280 28 22 142

0.76 (Steel C03-S, -40°C)

Number O(degrees) P(degrees) ¢ (degrees) Ymm(/m?)
3

99 1 75
@ 172 35 21 59
[©) 236 16 15 70
@ 286 18 -2 78
® 330 2 -1 57

Specimen No.77 (Steel C03-S, -40°C)
Fig. A3.7-2 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel C03-S).
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Number 6(degrees) P(degrees) @ (degrees) Yom(1/m?)
-8

©) 88 15 48
@ 95 1 24 2
® 198 4 22 18
@ 248 11 2 50
® 258 8 7 53
©® 267 16 11 54
\ - @ 285 9 3 52
: T 316 15 13 38

Specimen No.79 (Steel C03-S, -20°C)
Fig. A3.7-3 Measurement of fracture initiation site and ¥, calculation (Steel C03-S).
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Table A4.1 Fracture toughness test results (Steel HC-HR)

Specimen Temperature (°C) Fracture lord (kN) Critical ts(lrg)rr%age disp. 6. (mm)
-180 20.71 0.279 0.0439
-160 19.47 0.413 0.0783
-140 20.15 0.702 0.161
-140 20.88 0.879 0.206
HC-HR -140 21.57 1.03 0.277
-120 16.68 0.545 0.135
-120 17.09 0.564 0.135
-120 17.98 0.522 0.101
-120 18.82 0.856 0.197
-120 21.06 1.38 0.349
Table A4.2 Fracture toughness test results (Steel HC-LCR)
Specimen Temperature (°C) Fracture lord (kN) Critical C(ig) mg)age disp. 6. (mm)
-180 18.01 0.223 0.0276
-160 16.65 0.240 0.0292
-160 19.35 0.304 0.0390
-160 22.05 0.699 0.178
-140 19.37 0.403 0.0729
-140 19.83 0.540 0.102
-140 20.15 0.826 0.190
-140 20.44 0.563 0.137
HC-LCR -120 17.63 0.827 0.210
-120 17.64 0.604 0.128
-120 18.20 0.582 0.114
-120 18.80 0.814 0.195
-120 18.91 0.880 0.220
-120 19.91 1.30 0.332
-120 20.40 1.60 0.455
-120 21.15 1.83 0.518
-120 23.35 3.57 1.02
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Table A4.3 Fracture toughness test results (Steel LC)

Specimen Temperature (°C) Fracture lord (kN) Critical c(lrié)rr%age disp. 6. (mm)
-180 22.30 0.374 0.0583
-160 19.62 0.814 0.206
-160 19.83 0.889 0.220
-140 19.18 1.31 0.352
LC -140 19.95 1.60 0.438
-140 21.32 247 0.686
-140 21.78 3.94 1.15
-140 21.81 2.60 0.738
-140 22.88 3.73 1.08
Table A4.4 Fracture toughness test results (Steel HNi)
Specimen Temperature (°C) Fracture lord (kN) Critical C(lrlr? rrig,)age disp. Absorbed energy (J)
-20 13.00 0.211 1.60
-20 13.07 0.215 1.62
-20 14.77 0.270 2.45
-20 15.95 0.352 3.75
-20 15.83 0.370 3.93
HNG -20 16.68 0.422 4.86
-20 16.82 0.427 5.02
-20 16.64 0.445 5.17
-20 16.88 0.466 5.47
15.14 0.322 3.15
15.80 0.360 3.82
18.31 0.746 10.5
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