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Study of Quantitative Evaluation Method
for Small Fatigue Crack Initiation and Propagation Behavior on Metals
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1.1 WFFEEX

& JEYETT & AVIMBHE R OB IIRIRELL T OIS T, #uR LEAZEH SE 5 2 & THM A IHE

u

TLHHRTHD. Iods, —MRAVNZITMEY BIRDNEEER 2 E L CRGFEN TV D HER LN
DT, BIRRELLT &V o THHMEENTHIE LIS HEZEHSE2 2N R¥ETHY, 20k
HTIHRE LY A IV E L L BT D50 TEtA 7 V57 (N=1x10*~ 1x10 cycles) & FFIEN 5. &
MUK LT, BEPEZSTE A K 5 98 97 BLEI T 2296 WO 0 DR L S R B 2SR LIERT -5 458 Th
D ZAIUIBIZIE, MR, HE, fER S THY, BRREZEE LS —AREZV. ZO5MF
TICBIT 2B I AR CHIEICE D720, @A 7 VEIIcxt L TR A 7 v 97
(N=1x10"~ 1x10* cycles) & FEIEIL 5 [6][7].

F72, T LIe@BEIES OBRIZOWTHIRAR SIVADT-DIX 1800 F RO Z & Th L. KA
OPLILFLRTT VL MFFLL D% FREICEEH LT 28R OSHMAMER LTV D RIS LIE LIFXZER
HT 5 2 L 2R L7, TORKNERIT 5720, T30 MI 1829 4EICEH O TR % 5
L, RBREATo7of R, FHRBETS T X0 ARVIS ) THiguk LIEAS 2 2 & TRk
DT LRI LI, 2D, EIFROIEED L SN TS, ZOM%, PRERRICHE- THEHE
DHHROPE FTREIEN T N NE T T2, RAYANDOT = — T — 357 T D050 % R
1TV, A HOSBIZITHIEOmEZ G272 [8].

BB T DM FETIE, BEAIEY) OBHR &S Z ZE & U O R BIR O MR 215 TE 72,
ZOHT, P FFIIIE T X RIS LR T E PRI E N D Z LRI S, RS
F O THZAT O DR ANATONT.. T 2T, EHEARPBELL L EOERITIEFITHEH L
WS, BRI EEA pm A —F — DG DR SRR AR T WK L ERT DY
BNZ. I, I EERALIL, NFHIRARLZEE N L OB THEREIZT XD i1 F
BRI, ZTNRRCNTEHERLBIGTHD. ZORTEEREOFEMEREET 5 Z LITHEFIC
L, ERIICHEH SNDIGENIRE TH D, LU, @RI EHT ORE A 5 AR0RE b Ak D 52
BAEAMIZITHEIIT, NABREEHLILNEDH A I TRIL, FOREDONRE TENNE

ZUCIR DD ARIATZING TH D, ZHUTK LT, W9 < ZhERFMIIMEE /) HH) T A —X K(&
2 |



NIERFEE) Z % 2 LT, IR T 5 2 &8 TE5[9]. LaLRA 5, 0.1 mm L
TOXHESEHT HMINET & KOFEAETFmI LOERAFM, A TEOZEDITE RO
BNFHINT A= 2 OBLENOWIREICT 2 Z LIINEETH D, L, BUNETT & R AR
MLk DB A B T D — T, WUINES & FERITH — OB D RITHE > TEEIC Al
T o720, EWICHEMLRERRRZIWD Z R —20HERKRTHL EEXOND. £ T, K%
TIIRUINE ST & RFEER L OMEREBIOE BIFHMETFIAICE R L, #UEdr & &E4E R LU R

) 2 B ONZ R T RE 2R RIS S W TRET 21T - 72.



1.2 P EZoIER L OHE

1.2 EHFEHOBREBIOER
1.2.1 95 & RWBEB L UEROHME

I8 97 FF e 139 07 & WA A FF L ERAFMICKAI SN D Z L1 (2T, 2T,
EHRAED A T = X NP L O & FBERFMHO PR HIEC OV TREMICHAT S, 713, %

FEGIEEICEH L TTH L0, Bk LS AR AT 5 Z & T Fig. 1-1 DX 5 ITHEREICT
IAFrZE & H L (Intrusion and Extrusion) 233642 L, TN TEF XA LR 52 Enbho T 5
[10]. 72d5, AR L7200, 95 & ZRAFMIBMEINCTHT S 2 L3 L <, ERIN kR
MORFDHEE R,

RN, I AOERICE L CREMICH A2 2. BICR T NABZEEH LI I AL
757 X 243 Foryth & ANERT 5 Fig. 1-2 DFEF/MATHE - TR X Z0ER LT [11]. ET3BRA
KA DI LIPS RIS T R R > TH LR bR L CWSEHAE 2T 2. 2
D & EJRT7 E FUTRE AT X O TN OB 2 B E T2 TR S, FEDT ) RafEn,
VIV TITHERT D NI TWD[12]. 7ok, T DT & RUER O Y B & 5 1 BeE & I
TN, ET2, SO ERPER L T LT & ZIER S5 M3 Sl & e e 5 m) e
PRENCHERT A Z ERHALNE o TND. ZHUE, FEHEHEPIEE uim OXRHE I ITELLEY

B, EZUROMEIRELE) ) TH DS THERARE DS KIBIC K& < e b7, EEOT 0 RZ0MEH)
LLZET R Z5ET O THD. ZORNK, 197 & RITMEfh & FET A ~EMRIIERT S
FRARE 725, 7205, T OMEEEBMAIIN 1 BB L MIEND . 2Dk, 55 & UG IIERERE D8

IHEVWRIIC R L, REIICARLEBELZ 2T 5. T ORMKBEMEZH IR LIFA TN D

FT, AWZETHRIR L LT — 35 TEBSIHS U, HUNETr & ROEREEIZET 5.
7k, WITIR T S RERRNETH 59857 & RUERFE da/dN-IEFIERAFEE I 4K O BIFRIC

DVTHIAT 5 LI, BUMEY & BRI SN bt
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Fig. 1-1 Image of intrusion and extrusion[10].
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Direction of principal stress

Long crack growth

Stress fracture

I

Fig. 1-2 Schematic illustration of fatigue crack growth behavior in each stage[11].

1.2.2 995 & ZE R

ARIETIIE I & ZAERFF MOV CREMNICRIA 92 & 30T, UV T7 S RERRHEIC OV TS
MAE A%, £, ROEHOGE, Wt s 7 7% 5 LR 57 & RERFHEII IR Fig.
SBITRIND KO T & FOEREE da/dN-JG I HERAREGRITH AK OBIR &L 72 2[13]. FRIKICE
W, FRRAOAERIT Region I & FEIZAVE I & R L7 & SNAMEHER O AK % 6.
Z OEIEBRAGTHNE 2 7T A T v RIRICEES < KEEEERIC Lo T, — sk b d. i,
PHETIE, ZORWEHORE T & ZEERAMIIME Z L 10T =2 _X—=2{LETHEY, Fb L
SO ELDOIRFHEIL S 2 FRE, HUBFRETH D, iV VT, W7 & R & IS IR RAR BB

DB BIR & 72 % ik & Region 11 & FRUX, [F) B C IR J5 & SR R BE 203 i 7 SR AR ERAHEH D~
5 |



1.2 P EZoIER L OHE

TRICTERISND. B, TORIIRBHEOLAIZKAT Paris Al EFFZNTWD. 20D
BT, 97 & R R E D S DIERAREGEFR IS L » TERE TE 50T, & HiERFm
DHENFRETH D, Fiz, & HITIRIFERGREHEIIA 23K & VORI C I3 7 & 24t R 23 2
[CHOIN AR ZEREE 2 24 5. Z OfEll% Region III & FEATWA. LLED X 512 500 pm 2 LA
FOHIEHRWE RO (ZBR- TR, b U7oy gy & SOl EE & S AR RARE G O BALR 23
ALY D [14].

ZHUCRI LT, ARG ETHRWEZUTE LTI, 957 28R b IS IR A o
BEAR ASHELR Y 70 52 « SRR DS - 3 ST AL D5 2 2 (T EHEE T 5 [15]-[20]. ISR,
P EHRORMANZEZZET 2L, RVWERIV EWEAHD A ABAA RO AMIES /)23
INEL TR0, S THERAREHIPH AK N — AT FERIEEEZ B X 1250, ROWERD 4K T
FREUSIE TRV E HOEREEZ TR VWERE R L TEL 2 5[20][21]. YLED X 51T, #MulvE

& RME R IS 70 5B A SRR\ T2 T D T2, £ OMERRZEEE O Tllds X ORI XN EE A D 5

Log (da/dN)

Long cracks (LEFM)

Log (a) or Log (AK)

Fig. 1-3 Schematic Image of typical fatigue crack growth behavior[13].



1.3 fUINETT & ZUCBET DR S5

1.3 fUNES E R 2 RRE S
1.3.1 BUINET SRR AE
ATERC b7z 728, P27 & ZUIbPEFR D AA 22 & ) L (Intrusion and Extrusion)(Z #2[A] L T¥&

AT LD EBRMBENTWVD[R2]. £/, —RIRRMTIINHEABISORETHL Y 23 v
I [Kf-(Schmid Factor : SF)23 @ ESRRIZN S T RO BN Z 0, JEHEH/BRRBAET H L ST
%[23]1,]24]. %7, K. Tanaka, Y. Nakai &DO#EICL D &N & ZERAEITRE R ML O EE I,
P EEN LT W RO IS > CRAETHZ AL E LTEY, ZHUIKFR s E
IC L0 ET RV EIHEH T D0 WG ORKMEZ AT 5T R0 ZOFT XYM T &
ZNBELT-Z LKy, BT ONHERTHDH[25]). £/, T. Tanaka &1 TERMELZ HW
T, fEWINL L E R AEOBBRET v Ty MECKVREI Lz, Z2d, =y T By MEE
IERKEZHNTERMEIREDOET NV @EIETEEL, TNUNETTETEE T L Wo b7/
BRFEETHD. ZNITEY, MEREOMS TN EZRET H. HEHE, BIEFTET S Electron
Backscatter Diffraction (EBSD)ENEA TR T2728, Z 9 LIAALZEAR FIEIC L » TEBME
K ORGSR Z[FE LT e, T. Tanaka HOAFFEIZ K 5 &, TERMERIZ I TR 57 & ZUTH
AR LV AT D 2 R S LTS, ToTE L, JEGT R RAT DSR2 D DREARKLOD
FI RV ROTARVARBBLZELTL25EICRL 2 E4RE L. Ik, ZomllL, £f
pBL AR 2RO v = Iy AT R L TEMR S 7z [26].

Z I T, FEEH DB TI-6Al-4V G % (TGN J7 & HWA A 2w &SR L 72[27]. il &H 7z -

TiE, kL7232 3 v MAT-(Schmid Factor: SF) & AARZE & Hy L OBREY K T 540 F
MO ARG (TD Fa & aRER I O 2234 % Angle: Q & EFE L72)% 58 L T SFsinQ 72 % /3
TA—=ZZH AN LT, EBSD ICX W REDOH T AHERL, =2y MNEFE~y 7Lz d
D% Fig. 1-41Z7:7. KLY, =2y NEFPEWREERIIHZE SAFEL, EOfSERN D
P I7 EHRDAET DD ERET DTN EZ D 5 Z L3 oh D, £ 2T, Fil L7z SFsin®Q 72 %
T A=BIZL ST, Fig 14 HE~ Yy T 52 & ailkAHlc. vy AU LR R% Fig 1-5 1
AL FRE Y, RITERPEET D THAS O AR OBz RIgIZHIRT 5 Z LICkE Lz, £

7|



1.3 BUINVETr & 2B D iR 15

7o, JEIT ERDFEA LT RESERLIT SFsinQ OEN & <M & 722 b OO TS, i, skt
DRENVHDONIBIREND Z EZWLNE LT, AT, ERTANDICE o THRET LT EH
I L EEOEBIERN T 5 Z LD, Ti-6A1-4V S8 0¥ 5 & ZUT EiRkD/8T A —4 T
ARECH LI xR L, WMHD, RMOERTRVICK o TEGTERBBEETLZLEE2W G
L7

FTo, T EFBAEITERT O FREO—FETHLFEE R E bREEMERH D Z LM b
TV 5[28][29]. Z OFEE KGO = F /L F—0/NZWNE ERESFICHFET DI IIBE L3 nWis
W, BHIZEE FICT RO MBS NS, K Hatanaka HI1EZ DT R0 MBAE L&D
xR LT IEIZ Ko TR 72[30]. £72, AL HEF(FCO)ZREHNIET 5 &, Al 54
72 EIIREE R kL =R <, TRV K. 2K LT, A—AT A FRA

T v U ARG REE K kL B — D RO <, TR D BRI T & RECT B B [31].

F1g 1-4 Schmid factor map on the surface of Ti-6Al-4V alloy[27].
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Fig. 1-5 Schmld factor combined by sin{2 map on the surface of Ti-6Al-4V alloy[27]

132 MRS S RER
1.3.2.1 #/VES & FGERICBE T 5 ERMT R DR

AR L7218 0, fUNE 7 £ 203 Foryth 7MW T 29807 S SERET LV OR T BTS2,
72¥, HIET/R L& 51D & 23 Fig. 1-6 IZXIRT 2 K9 ebbkl&Rm o NAARZE & 1 LEIG:
ICTCRAETH[32]. o, ZOEBICBWTE, SEERITHER M OPELZ TELET R
(2~ T, i L bERT 5. Z OfEECOM/NE T & FtE R OMRF ORE 2 6% Fig. 1-7
(R FREY, ALNRE DT ERITMERT RO REERL, P/ 7ICERTL 2L

WEND[33]. T LIBMUNERERR L LT, KifAei), SREFOMBENIBLE R L

B I Ton TE Tz, 22T, ERLICEL TW L 200 & S DR 2 8d 3
2.
WIS & ROMERFFIEIZE L TIEZLIATL D Z < DBIER RSN TWD . 22T, RE2H)

& L T K. Tanaka 3 X OV K. Tokaji (2 & - TR B 7=/ IME 57 & 40D da/dN-AK BIf% % Fig. 1-8,
Fig. 1-9 [ZZ N sRT. Fig. 1-8 IZHB VT 3%-Si #kIC TERBFS R AEIH L T 5. RIS
BINR K DITHUINETT T RO X I S RITEHE R Z A L TWD Z &b, Z0
RO HERMEEZ AT LRI E LT, LUFDZ ENE R HILH[34-40].

- BJ0 R EFIZ Ko TR S AV BB IE T 2 0 N 9T & R ERT 5

9 |
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- EROMABBVWLIAARNEIRES L & BT D.

BN TS E RDRESRRLIR, IAEW B D W FAR & O BEAEIC Ko TEREROMIE, JEihZ
ExtL5.

- SHEREEE )N E— I TRAURGE—RTHDL 2 L.

Pt coating

extrusion —_

intrusion
+

initiated
fatigue crack

316L steel foil ——» | -4¢——

oy,
—»/ f4—PSB
Fig. 1-6 TEM image of fatigue crack initiation behavior[32].

10pzm

Fig. 1-7 Image of small fatigue crack propagation behavior[33].
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Fig. 1-8 Experimental results of small fatigue crack propagation behavior on 3%Si-Fe[34].
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il b ZHOBERPFET D0, REORLOTERIORLELDOTH D, £z, Fig 19128
WV SCMA435 2 PRI EBRIIRGT 21T o T b DO Th D508, Tivak LD & X SOERFFEIS K
DD D KO ITHEZR SN D, DRI, UM ERITISTIKIFIZ X - TR S % & R D
WM STIEO B EZ T TS EBEZBRD. AT, K. Tokaji & I3/ INE Sy & Sk Rl & fk
ERLIE D BRI OWNT, M ITHRFTEIT> TV, Z DR % Fig. 1-10 12733, R K V5 5
2R DI EHDFENRISCHERE T 5 & S REREBEENP TR T T2 2083005, Zhix, #

PR T P BRI HERR 2 Z L ICE > TR D ZZ T 57O TH D L SN H[41]. ZD X 5 7ekL

ROBEESD &, WY & RERFFEIC TR & REREE D SHIIE T T 2B L

TN . ZOMIZE, J. Lankford © 1 Al &@&1T%F L TRUNE 57 E RO RRHME A TS L C
W5[42]. ZORER%E Fig. 1-111RT. R LLND K912, BWEEO TIRFE CUNE
FEMDERT D EDNALNTH D, F72, Bk L7c X 51D & RO RE IR SRR O
BT BRI & A0 D 2 E NG, WA, TORBRERAZEZ TERT 0L
UL, KRR TIER(Arest) T2 b Db 6D Z LD, ZOFEBRFERI D b MUINE T &2

RS ZHE NG T2 2 DLW ERHLNTH 5.
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Fig. 1-9 Experimental results of small fatigue crack propagation behavior on SCM435
of fine grain and coarse grain respectively[35].
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Fig. 1-10 Experimental results of small fatigue crack propagation behavior affected
by grain boundary on SCM435[41].
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Fig. 1-11 Small fatigue crack propagatlon behavior compared with
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1.3 fUINETT & ZUCBET DR S5

(AFMYBIZR L=, Zh kv, Sy ZERICBI L CiE, iR oE8s L ovRth - Fiie
Sl ky, —FMICEZEREENMEHICR D Z LWL E Lo, ZHUE, R CHUNEST &
FHERFFEICRWNT, SRERFENSBIKT I 2&E x5 2L 2B L TEBY, i
T, MUINETS & SR LSRR OB NIE L DV TV AR TH D L b D
[43]. FE7z, AN S HKITAMAARBORE L2 Z I R blERT 5. nd, RERHIL
LCEAES L XA oo DBIRZ Fig. 1-12 IR7[40]. FKE Y, ZZE S O#INIEE-
T, THAASHTERT 22 Lnbnd. Thbb, MUNETEHREENWERIZBWNTEHA
FISIERE S ®eD. £ 2T, M. Okazaki 13 Ti-6Al1-4V &40 % W T 7 & RO BB AUGT)
ZME U, e RIS THERERE (K max) & & 2B B F OIS SRR E (K op) D 72T 8 2 A NI S LR R EK
HiPH AKer 2 TN TRWE R LW E KON )7 S RIERHE 25N L 72, ZORR, RVLEHOME
R £ 0 b NEYT E HOMREE N EEANAIET D Z EBHA LN ERoTz. S, R
e R Al D BRI fERBRIFET & 72 BV R D I2T 2720, MO THERRA L FThdH LMD
L5 [44][45]. F£7=, K.S.Chan,J. Lankford & DOWFFEIC L 5 &, FUNE T & ZLEREEE IXLL T O

ko TEMMETE S Z & ARLT.

=Gk 1= (1-2) (55%)] -1

TA

22T, Coom IMEHEA DEEL, a3 KO 1813 T EIEARLO 0 AWIE ) 36 KOV DERERLD
R AWTS T TH Y, DITFEEIRERRIRR, X X E R ORERRI R E CORBECH 5. I,
EHE LT ko=(1-p/ta) E BT, ko) ZAb SN b xR EE 4 3HH 5 L& Fig. 1-13 0
E2Z%%. FHEY, Ho)DEDIK T E- T, HUNETT & RIS RE AR 2 @5 5
FRFDHEZRTE D, 37200, ZHUTK BRI Z £ 7 < o DR ARLO 3 /WS 1) D £ &
PGSR 2 BB T A ENERESTH DO THLZ EamE L TWaD. I THRE, B
FERL O Sy i AW IS I BN @ WA, 97 S RATR AL A S 1T L, 1R —E D & Rt
BEEEZATDHZ ENDONDH46][47]). £72, A. Shyam HIZ K D & HUINE T & S REE TS

ok 67, ITFoRUSTHR-ICTHETE 2 L HE L TV 5.
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1.3 BuNES7 & ZUZBE T 2 RT3

d.
== ko Pm (1-2)

ZIT, KIFERER, onldE RO NEM AR TIHE, o SIS EZYERT 27200

HThDH., ZORIT & o THUNETS & AR FFER Z 7/ LU 72/ R 4 Fig. 1-13 (3. R KLY
I 57 & FOEREE T konpe /37 A —Z IZTUSHHIZE B FH—ANSFHI TE TV D Z &2 b

7% [48]-[50].
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Fig. 1-12 Change of fatigue crack opening with fatigue crack growth[40].
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sl W319-MSDAS; 20 °C; 100 MPa: R = -1
=8=W119-MSDAS; 20 °C; 140 MPa; R = -1
== W319-MSDAS; 150 °C; 100 MPa; R = -1
== 319-MSDAS; 150 °C; 140 MPa; R = -1
= W319-MSDAS; 250 'C; 70 MPa; R = -1
== W319-MSDAS; 250 °C; 100 MPa; R = -1
—8—W319-MSDAS; 20 "C; 140 MPa; R = 0.1
=#=—W319-MSDAS; 20 "C; 140 MPa; R = 0.3
= A 356-LSDAS; 20 'C; 120 MPa; R = -1
== A356-MSDAS; 20 °C; 120 MPa; R = -1
3 = A356-MSDAS; 20 'C; 160 MPa; R = -1

10" 1 —a—Rene' 88 DT; 20 °C; 700 MPa; R = 0.05
=@=Rene' 88 DT; 20 "C; 800 MPa; R = 0.05
5 == Rene' 88 DT; 593 °C; 700 MPa; R = 0.05
107 | | gt i ) WPa; R = 0,05
—— 246; 2
™ |~ 2486 2
- 10
2
9 10}
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E & ° y=10"
- 107
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E -
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Fig. 1-13 Small fatigue crack growth with following (1-2) function[48].

F 72, A. Sugeta, Y. Motoyashiki & OAFFE TIE R 7] /) BAIMEI(AFM) & -V T 3%Si kO N 57
ESRMERAEE A FEICBIERE Lo, 2 ORER, UIVEYT & ZUTRM OB <0 RiTh-> TERT
L2 EEWBMEL, EIEEPEA - R T LERICITRMICE JHEREIENME T T 2 L &20R
L7z, AT, JR57 & KA a4 2 EIRIT & 250500 b i S D8l EA i 7 12 THERE 9~ % 72
HDTHDHZLaWBLNE LIZ[51][52]. S bIZ, WAREOHERICET 20T > TR Y, B
B LT, ERHEFT2IMEICT & MTEE U 72HRA0E 7 0 & IV TRl U fif B T
Brimest 2 50 L7z, ZORER, RSN BT R0 RIS - TEAEEA KR S, =TI
THERE T 22 L aoR Lz, MHD, 57 ER/% T T OEBNRENEE L CHERT L, MRS
WZHBEL 6T, R TEHANLEL SEDEMCIDBfHEINTNDLZE BB LN E L
72[53].

FTo, I TIIATRERMATEMT 258 1 U 72U Mg J7 E ROMZEN AT TS, il 2
1E, H.J. Christ 5 ZEOSEHHEF(FCC)DFH— AT F A Ky EAEDSE T FBCCO)D 7 =T A b
o HEHRTHAT UV AMAERSGE LT, 2 MHOMBHESZ XA LA TRERMNTIC L VR & &

BAERBLOERICOWTEME L7z, TORER, WHTERIZA—AT T A b y ORISR TRA
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1.3 fUINETT & ZUCBET DR S5

THILEEEMIR LI, MAT, MUMNETEHIZTZ =74 MALA—AT T A MADKN %
HERL, 7274 METITH—-DOELET RO ZROLIMEHT 22 LIT ko> TEHNERT L,
F—=ATFA MATIEZET RV EZEZ L TCERHPERT LI LW LNE L. £, £0OH
ELTE, A—ATF A MAOBEENR 7 = 74 MAIZHXTRWZ ERERTH D Lm0
TWH[54]. S BIT, R TITARESRE & SRR & L7 & D 7o b Sl B AT IR BSR4 73
HEHIN TS, FEsaEHEAIRERMNT T, I & ICHBERZED DL 2 LN TE, & N
o TV DRER DT R R L TEAWOT 53 L O AW D 2B 2 2 &5
AEETHDH. LY, ZOFEEMANDZ LT, EHEROBAEET, BLOMMNETEHD
M7 2 CRANIHYET 2 Z L RN TE B[55]-[58]. ZHICEIL T, M. Sakaguchi & 1% Ni &84
GEANT CT RBAZER L, /v FRMmn o0 ZGERXMEZBET L2 LI, EhE
PR TREZMATIC L > CERHOERTMZ2 TR Lz, TR R4 Fig 1-14 2R d. 723, Ni
HHA®IL FCCHIETH Do DBET R RIL 128, EETVmEIL 4 DFETDH. 22T,
Fig. 1-14 Z . CH % &, Slip Plane | ODHAMWTOTHNRENZ LN DD, ZhE Y, KfoH
FENG NSy 2 2R T2 S HERI S, ZORERITERMSER L —HT 2 L2 one L.
Z OB Z T, 815,35 A — & (Damage parameter) : F Z8 A L, ZZUEMOOT %2 E &
FIZEHM L7z, & ORER % Fig 1-15 173, FRKE D, HEHHO yopa lZLATIZ L o TER SN DA
TR EEAT 2 EAMOT RS DOETH .
Yépa = [Zp=1y@Pb @P) (1-3)

INED, yopa DFENETH DHEENRT A—F FRRHRKENT RO HIL SlipPlane | THY, =

D END BT E AN Slip Plane 1| OIFENC LV ERT 5 Z LB AIZH5H[59].
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1.3 BUINVETr & 2B D iR 15

Slip plane 1 Slip plane 2 Slip plane 3

Slip plane 4

Contour maps above

Loading direction are corresponding to
this center _plzme mn ”‘
Plane 3 P the model thickness. ;;?'
(co-planal‘)l,"\ ~ Plane 1 i
/

/A
(3.2)

Plane2 ,, Su (3!
ML e .

Fig. 1-14 Distributions of shear strains in {100)(100)model.
The super script (o, 3) corresponds to the slip systems[59].



1.4 BulETr & ZGER R3S WFIE ORI

1.4 WUNEYH EFHERICET 2RO MER

R DBIFETIE, WUIVET7 T KOMERFFEIZE R Lo b ORI KA ITE RS ZENZH O
W<, WUINET & R OB~ ROTEENTE RS 2 i - fFe 2 U 72k R 13Ed> <
bn. £, 2L O%E, R UIMuNET RO - Fin & fEafko 8, Fl 2 DR 7
EORBIZLY, BuEYr & MoMEREEITE L Z L, Paris ANICHE-S < REFANCHED RN
ZENHBITWA[60]. ZDZ &, EfEpEy aEREME THT L2 LI L TRER
A G52 TS, 51T, MUNET & RITZ RPN I WD P ZATHE AL, BREEA 7, =B
PD, & RSetmDMVECITE Ehkx g e =T H[61]. 2LV, BEEOR T2 RE/EH
T OMUINET TR TIE, ZotEZEE L O NERFm 2T 2 2 LIIN#EL D 5. Z07
¥, HiIEi T8 L7z M. sakaguchi © OWFFEDERIE bt H O 1) FHIGAE D D [RF-1ZH > THRUINE F7
XU EBN O 21T O 2 E 3 [62]-[65]. LINLARA D, ZHAHDORFZEIZB VLTI, Hif

HICHUINE 97 & RDSE i 28 2 EERICEHE S 21213 E > T, £hid, KOl

(B

% A. Sugeta HOHEIZ I D LEAN OIEB) AKX B L TRV = 2 T Ofk Sk U HAAL
HEDNHERET 27200 TH L L SNTEY, WA OEEFE) 20 U2 TR R 0N
Thd. T9LIHFREZT, A Sugeta HITBEBIAIEIC L > T, RO OBE 4 FHA
Vialb—ra Lo THLEMNILTWAD D, ZHOBHZEE THZH LT 5 E Tl
2 TWRN[66]-[68]. ThuE, WuIES & RO JE i BB IEALOBENTINZ, K TNLDOZ B
B NE & Zeimit 5 DIV L, RGO 5T 5 1Ok 2 IR T DMEMEC B LH > T
WHPBTHH[69][70]. ZDZ &I, HUNET & ZARBRIZB W T, FEMIZs N Ta
FFMDRNFZELF . ZDD, WNET & R EEEOMANLETH 57, FIEHEIZE L T

EIZEEM L 72 e S BT E D> CTHh 5. Lei-> T, Bl L7z X 95 ITHuNET & #38EB K
OB O E BRI S TE UL, EIEHIZB W TRFEMORYZ2EE ) FHNFEHh 2 2 &

MTE, TEMICOAREPRD TEWLEZZDbND.
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1.5 ARBFZED BT

1.5 AHZED BHY
ATEIC W TR L72@ 0, gD S RHo R 8% Tl 25 2 LI3EEOR R ER L H
L7, FFICHEELMmD D, £ 2 TR TIE, EHERAOAT—Y 1IZHTZ 5200
P EHRDOMAEENCE R L, ZOZFEZEMEICTRILZ. o, BBRAREITERT5 L X

N5 T-stress[71138 K ONEE S O B[ 72]-[741 2 BB L CEAERRMEZ hid 25 =2 & C, BuNES

(0

K thZ8) 2 € EHICAHi T2 2 L 2B — DAL L., £, SRBAEMMORHEZ 2 FHE

MOZREERIC TR L7e. 2k, By SEFEEE FICEHETE 2 FHEEMET 5

ZEEFE_OHME L.

AL 6 B TH Y, 1 Eidfam s LT, AFRICEDHE Rd L OB EOF M
22 HIZ W Tk 7z,

52 T, R DESTMMENCH D ERUE LT, MUNES & Ko g 2R 8 T 2 0 [’
IWITA=B W THERM L. ZhkY, FHMUMEZE L Sa I maHnE & S5 R —
BT 20 ENEFI LTz, £, ZRUSKHT 2EL LR~ %.

93 mI, R SERIERT 2 & S5 Tostress DEBEZZR LT, IZLEHOISTIHIC
STHTRYROT R F STl Liz. TR, T-stress 3MU/INE T & ZU KITTHEZA S
MLz, Fe, ZRRT BB EMAT.

854 BIL, B DR ITHAMECh D L AE LT, U INE S 2 RO B IFE T A3 0 K
IWIRA=B W THERM L. Zh kY, BITWMEZ e LS I maHihs & 28R —
BI20E0 it Lz, £, ZRUCKHTLBLELRAD.

5 5 BT INE 57 & SR REERS O MR IZ B S bR T, ABFEIC K D S O Te R £ LTz,

756 FEIL, 2 AHARRE OO 2 b R 2 i > TV IVIZ 97 & TS A BENS 2 B AL 3T L 72/ R 2R
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2.1

F2E HUMNEYEHKBMBEBOTRY FFIZ K 5 ERRFHE
~E 7 MR 2 R E L T~

2.1 ¥

1 EISTRAZ@ Y, U T & RITE IR0 RIS > TR EH L2 SRS 5.

(]

TP I, WERBEHIIY 7Y 7 S — R dhs, £ OERNZRFHEFIEIIHEL L TH7Rn

OB TH D, £z, @RI 22 E &I L7efl b ThH o720, KHiT
XA RER f 2V E TR CTH D LIE LT, BET XD ROTRY G IDHBIETH LT
DIRNFZERL, ZOEEICESESWMINET S RoKihZ28 2 E'fIcfHi L. ok, 70
K7 OB BTN DN T, 23 il TORLTWS. Fiz, BB I EARLE K= x L%
—IMELS BHIZERHPBET D a-dfiz x5l Uiz, FMIZFCCHEE TH LD, BTV R
T REFEL, 4 OOTRVEERT L. ZOFLDOTRYRIK LT, 70 DIEHD LG S

THLTRVRFZREM L, HlrITHINg S & Hn a3 o8k72afHii L7z, A<, M@z

A L % 7o T b LR R 2 50E L C, Al 21T - 72.

20 |



22 K L OSER T A

2.2 B B X OVERIGIE

221 HEBDE

BT I WM RN T o-358[(CP2600-0) TH V), [FAF % 600°CT 1 WFREIPRFFE, =R E THE
L7z, RICEVLERE DRI T A ¥ —HEM LA i L, Fig. 2-1 (g sBRA IR L. 72
B, WUNETEHOBEMBELIRET 5720, RBRAIC R AT, SHICHH R HIZBWT
Fig. 2-1 IZ/RTHE72 ROS DUIRE H#EA L2, ZD%, I HIZHUIRZEIIx LT Fig. 2-1 1277 X
272 FIB / v F&HA L. R B, MAKFERK#H#S00~#2000)F L O V2 TR
(3.0~0.ICRNC L W EZ M L, U Bk CHEADIE(.2V, 5s) & i3 2 & TR BimikiE

WA BT E e, FIM OLERIRL A L O I REM: % Table 2-1, Table 2-2 IZZE N ZE LT .

50

Fig. 2-1 Schematic illustration of specimen
for plane bending fatigue tests on a-brass (Unit: mm).

Table 2-1 Chemical composition of material (mass%)

Material Cu Pb Fe /n
a-brass 69.52 0.004 0.004 Bal.

Table 2-2 Mechanical properties of material

0.2% proofstress oy » Tensile strength op Elongation

65 MPa 259 MPa 93.4%
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222 FERFHE
AWFFETIZ, Fig. 2-1 13588 A Zo6h U CoFim ol 8 77 sl 2 520 U 72, AR o S Bl
Fig2-2 1T d. 7ok, MBUIARORZH/EL TRY, KA EEH, AR
5. F7-, MR Asahi fUEFTHRID Big wave % M- (B R 200 N, b AHIEIZS). n
ZC, BB EEICE LTl TR R Z2ER L 7=, = O % Fig. 2-3~Fig. 2.5 1277, Fig. 2-3
ZIHE A LFRL TRV, EEmORBRA TUOBEEETH L. 0 Llo I AA—15 B4 1RE
B LHRLTHEY, ko TRERTZBEEHRNCHRRT 5. £z, IHREUOBEZIRE C
EFRL, TR Ko TRBA AR 2 RS TR T 5. LLEX D, Big wave 25 B FICHRE) T
52 LI ko T RBAITRA B ROIREE & 72 2 358 A I s KT IS A 2ME 35 & 9
IZ, Fig. 2-1 D X S IZREBEEA Uz, F 7, 3BBRIFS I ENMR BRI CTARRIE J1HRIE 00,:=40~60 MPa,
JEBEE f~15~20 Hz OFMTFICTER L. 72k, MUNETERPBAEL, 2a=100 pum F2EE T

R LIS 2 fF 1k LTz,

Fig. 2-2 Photo image of plane bending fatigue tests machine.
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Fig. 2-3 Schematic illustration of jig A for restricted side and bottom part (Unit: mm).
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30

17
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30

Fig. 2-4 Schematic illustration of jig B for restricted side and upper part (Unit: mm).
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10

12

30 20

Fig. 2-5 Schematic illustration of jig C for vibrated side (Unit: mm).
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F7-, WUNET X ROBEICIE, EF A~ A 2 1R a—F(OM)B X OUEERE T-BE#E5(SEM)
AWz AT, AW CIIRSER 0L & o INE 7 2 SR OBIRZ R 572010, B %
ELARMT(EBSD)EE 2 W TR F LI BT 57 — 2 2 Huf% L7-. Fig. 2-6 &, ARBFETHWZHE
b NIRRT S AT DO 2R, AR AT A% SEM WIZ EBSD 4 A (TSL #:4¢ OIM4.0)
AWM T 2O TH D, Mdh N A2 RIE T 5 ER3 TSL 4£5¢4 OIM DATA COLLECTION 7 (Z &V
HESRIEOBREEATo T2, Fiz, HIER-RZ b &I 217 5 BRI TSL #1:4 OIM ANALYSIS 7
ZHWE, 2T, ARWFFETIE, TA Y —HENLIC LT 7B Rz 5 UK & JEAf
TCRAET DT EHORBEBMATEREN RO LT D0, ERA A E—L (FIB: &A=
—A AV A YRS SMI9200) 2E{E A VD 2 & T, UIR & ESLNEN RN R &
A LTz, Fig. 2-712, FEEITHWZ FIB EEOME 2R3, 7238, ALEE 2V TEA L7z
WUNEIR & OFEFERBRA R P RAHEOFR RIS E DT THEEAE L, BB LZLMHE 1~2 um,

RE 30~50 um, & & 30~250 um & L7z, Wdu b 3B Eshie A Hicin o Kol L.

Fig. 2-6 SEM-EBSD device.
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Fig. 2-7 FIB device.
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2.3 BUINETS & RIE i ZE B O R 1%

2.3 fUMET & RIS 28 O R 5

WoNE S = O R 8 2 B BRI T 572012, BT RV ROIEEIO LG S 2FKT 19
D KF) (Slip factor)Z EF L7z, fHlid 2 T X0 EITELT NV RIZR->TITH > BDE L, &
[ DRFFERIEIT o 3581 T 12 HOEHET XV REFTLHDT, TAHIIK LT ERROT YK+
ZREMUGHMEiZ M L7, 22T, FCCH&EDEBMEIOMEI+ 0 HlX Fig. 2-8 (/RS D &
I TV OMER[T5] TR SN D EANE. Fig. 2-8 (25 < LY~ v R Slip Plane
A-D OMUHE TR0 FANE 23 DAFFET H 2 EBbns. RUFETRFERISRT LIS, £

NENOTRYEICHTHTD HHE Al,A2..D3 TE L.

Fig. 2-8 Thompson tetrahedron demonstrates each slip systems
(Slip plane A-D, and Slip direction A1-D3).

£72, TR FFCAE ¢ TEIITIIFEMIC Fig. 2-8 (-7 ALA2...D3 (Z/EAS 2 2 fit Al
IS DR TEAFH LI b D TH D, ZOKRPMIE > TELRET Y ZROETO LG S ZRET
5. BARBIZREHE FIRIICARE L 0 =9

TIFHNCHE T OBET R ROT R G E2RITHIEIZT 2y MNEFEFHIND OB H
L. 2, —HEOIMBIC I Lo TREDBETH Y, 1| ETHMNZN TR S KR L%
T ABICHNDILTWD . ZHICx LT, (& REICA U S 2GS IR EZ BB L%
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TRVAROTRYFIEZRLELOTHD. ZZTHRELTEBELZVOIR a3y NEFITE
SO ORI, T30 K-FI3uINEY & 20ERZB OFHE] [THNWD L0 2L ThD.
WD RUZ, AWFZETITEIE TR RITH - TEET 250 INE T 2 Zo R80T, ¢ 28
WD ET, T E RO O OIS TEITIEEE r 36 TOVA B 0 24840 & LT Westergaard ©[76]

kB ELUToRKIzTREINS.

y 12

Crack P

v

Fig. 2-9 Schematic illustration of tiny elements acted by multiaxial stress.

e .0 . 30]] 6 0 36)] _ B}
_ COSE l—smgsm? —s1n5 2+cosgcos7 0
o,
0, cos 9 {l +sin 9 sin 30} sin 9 cos 9 cos 30 0
I S 2 2 2|, Ky 22 2 . Ku 09
12 | —

V2 9 4inZsin 3¢ V2m | cos2d1—sin Zsin 22 N2 | cos—
T, COS—S s B
2 2 2 2 2 2

L% 0 —sin—

i 0 0 - -

- - | (2-1)

K, = 0,WmaQ = FomaQ

Ky = 0,\maQ = FyoJraQ

Ky = 0,\maQ = FoNmaQ 22)
£, SHROERM, FITXVHBLOCT Y THOAEL a, p, y & L, Fig 2-10 IZZ DK

AHERT. FKEY, FRULEAEFUTOXEIIZERT D.

@0 : EIREITHN D TR0 M & g EBhE A J7 [ O 723 i

@p : AEHEMR T & T ORI
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@y : TV HMET RO AL

U EXY, ZEOAEZERL, T30 FROGREE KIS OBKGTEEZFHE L T, £

DFIEZLLTIRT. 2B, MERE FCHOWTTEE, Itk A~ K7y 7771781 %

AWTHRE L.

O Ke-DEER T LT HEE-3)ITRT). K(2-3) L0 ER TGS = 2155 ERe-4HIR
T). (Db X, BRI LIS nET v NVENZER X . £, AR TV
JETPRREZAE L TS 72, HANETEZ KT E— FIIOREITER L7z, )

@ EBSD XYM TALOT =200, TR MERTHOBMRZ ML EEEL hb %
(n1, n2, n3) &3 5.

@ = —DIEAA[TEAENS TR0 EINER T 2 I IRy O HER ST & F 3 2 (X(2-5)
(=),

@ LbilkL7za By ZMNT, B3RO RIHEMT 2 0ME WIS OEYIOCEEZFHET 5. =
o % 7, v 1 TETEN2-6)ITTT).

® B ERAEBIEREEEQ-NITRT)T 2 2 LT, BHD R KIS ) O ERITE &
(=12...12) = KT RIZXF L TRD .

Az

1
[
1

Fig. 2-10 Definition of slip angle (a.,[3,Y).
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I 9{ .0.39}' [ _0{ 0 39}’ _ _
_ cos—<1—sin—sin— —sin—42+Ccos—Ccos— 0
o, 2 2 2 2 2 2
o 0, . 6. 30 . 36 0
2 cos—<1+sin—sin— sin —coS—Ccos— 0
_ Lz g2 2 2|, R 272 2 | g
“ooVal| | 0.6 30 ) 0f 6. 30 | cos?
T CcOS—sin —sin — cos—<1—sin—sin— 0052
2 2 2 2 2 22 )
I 0 0 _Sing
i 0 0 ] - -
(2-3)
_61,_
o} o) T, T o T, T
=1, | = Z=|1y 0, Ty |=|Ty O) Ty
(2 Ty Ty Oy T, T O
z_!
- (2-4)
o,=2n (2-5)
Tg1 = Sin @ cosy oy,
Tgp = COS X COSYTss
Tg3 = cos B sinydsa (2-6)
(s = |7-—51 + T2 + ngl (2_7)



2.4 EBRER

24 EBHER
2.4.1 Specimen 1 D/INFE Y & SR th 2B LA

Specimen 1 @ EBSD #2345 R % Fig. 2-11 (2777, [FX X Y EBSD Mg I35\ 2%, FIB / v Fk
IIEBE LE —DORMERICHFEL TWD Z ENHEETE S, ZOFIB / v FeimnbiE L
T HOWERZEH) 4 Fig. 2-12 1T~ ¥, R X 0 BuINET 2% GrainA W% B,A, C DT XY R%HE
o THER L CWWS R DD, 7k, A FIICIEZEO TR MABIE S, ZoHmD
TR PPEFIRET D EBEZLND. FWT, ERLEFECESET VR FEZET DR
IR L TR L. FHLUZAERZ Table 2-1 1287, AR XD, CHAOTRY ZHFER LT D
& B, D, BONEIZT RO ZBMER T 2R & 7r oz, ZOfERE Bl Ukl B3GR 220
LocEzoND. XY, Specimen 1 \ZBWTABIZE THW T 0 K1 TI3 g < 44
DIFHZFEE Z T CTERWER E R o7, ZORKE LTI, A TSR & LI EHAOFERE K
B =L = DIEEIARN 2 SATHEE L7230 oo 5B JOE IR AR E L7 2 & IT &
HHD0THDHEEZLND. BELEEHNEVEZ (Long crack)y TH Y, AT — PUOMHEE Tk
BT 20 THIE, MEBRAZEHFMEMEE B L CERERZEZFMMFETH L EEZ2OND
23[80], AWFSECTxIGE & 2 DI INE ST % Z4(Small crack) T 5 726D, fkidh (L DR % B35 |Z
ZTHEEZOND. O, TZRMERL TV DRI O MR GHEEBE LT XY K7D

BB T & 2 FTREMEDNASHE RIZ Lo TR S iz,
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FIB Notch
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Fig. 2-11 Analysis results of EBSD for Specimen 1.
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Loading direction

Crack

Grain A

Slip band

77

Fig. 2-12 OM image and schematic illustration of the fatigue crack on Specimen 1 (N=1.1 X 105cycles).



2.4 EBRER

Table 2-1 Values of Slip factor from each slip system on Specimen 1

Slip B — Other Slip | Slip C — Other Slip | Slip D — Other Slip
Sl Sl Sl
Systgm % Systle)m cc Systgm <
Al 0.215 Al 0.474 Al 0.497
A2 0.020 A2 0.044 A2 0.046
A3 0.195 A3 0.430 A3 0.451
Bl (0.187) Bl 0.966 Bl 0.992
B2 (10.030) B2 0.154 B2 0.158
B3 (0.157) B3 0.812 B3 0.834
Cl 0.242 Cl (0.434) Cl 0.420
C2 0.115 C2 (0.206 ) C2 0.199
C3 0.356 C3 ( 0.640 ) C3 0.619
D1 0.344 D1 0.561 D1 (0.541)
D2 0.223 D2 0.363 D2 (0.350)
D3 0.567 D3 0.925 D3 (0.891 )

Expected crack deflection pattern : Slip C —Slip B —Slip D —Slip B...

2.4.2  Specimen 2 D/INFE Y & SR th 2B LA

Specimen 2 ® EBSD #2345 R % Fig. 2-13 12”3, [ARBRTIZBWTIL, FIB / » F5Eun o5
A LTz RGN 2 2 CHERR L7z, Z Ok 1% Fig. 2-14 |TR 7. TN ORERKLE Grain
ABEV Grain B T2 L, WBRAREICHAD TR BUIKTORELE 2D, ZnbDFT <Y
RAEBIEANRIN U ORUINET S /B ERL TV, 22T, ERFERL R THD L, i
KR Z 2 DR THEMA L T T RO RPED 72D, RADMMEEZ 2L TWD Z ERHL
NCTHD. TRVBOHME R THREEALZ &1 DRROAENRLI2 D Z E3bhb. F1z,
Grain A 3 X0 Grain BIZCTT RO R 2H L, ZOHEH % Table 2-2 33 K UF Table 2-3 12777
FT, Grain A IZBWTIE, FHEFERTIX A, D, C OFT Y Z5ET OlZx LT, EBRERTIEE
BEE A D EZBIETEA & 725 T D, T b, GRS F & FBE RIT BT 2R Lo 7z,
—7J7C, Grain B2 U CIIAHERE RS B, D O30 A9l & 220, FERER a8 L.
BB CABEMZBERIIAATH D20, TXVKRF2HND 2 LT, Gl Al aE7e & & & A~ #]

REZR ERDFET DT &N bro .
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FIB Notch

0o 101
Fig. 2-13 Analysis results of EBSD for Specimen 2.
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Loading direction

50um

Fig. 2-14 Fatigue crack observation by SEM on Specimen 2 (N=1.6 X 105cycles).
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Table 2-2 Values of Slip factor from each slip system on Grain A of Specimen 2

Slip A — Other Slip | Slip D — Other Slip
Sli Sli

Systle)m c Systle)m <
Al (0.182) Al 0.359
A2 (0.059 ) A2 0.116
A3 (0.123 ) A3 0.243
Bl (0.104 ) Bl 0.382
B2 (10.039) B2 0.143
B3 (. 0.065 ) B3 0.239
Cl 0.171 Cl 0.309
C2 0.049 C2 0.088
C3 0.220 C3 0.396
Dl 0.199 Dl (0.219)
D2 0.074 D2 (0.081)
D3 0.272 D3 (. 0.300 )

Expected crack deflection pattern : Slip A —Slip D —Slip C —Slip A...

Table 2-3 Values of Slip factor from each slip system on Grain B of Specimen 2

Slip B — Other Slip | Slip D — Other Slip
Sli Sli

Systlgm ¢ Systgrn D
Al 0.173 Al 0.519
A2 0.033 A2 0.097
A3 0.206 A3 0.616
Bl (0239 )| BI 0.715
B2 (. 0.012) B2 0.035
B3 (0251 )| B3 0.751
Cl 0.109 Cl 0.308
C2 0.030 C2 0.085
C3 0.139 C3 0.392
D1 0.241 D1 ( 0.686 )
D2 0.148 D2 (0.422)
D3 0.390 D3 ( 1.108 )

Expected crack deflection pattern : Slip B —Slip D —Slip B...
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2.4.3 Specimen 3 DN Y & SR Hh 2B FLAMR

Specimen 3 D X Z5sA: &> EBSD it L OV& RHBIEHI 8 % Fig. 2-15 35 LUV Fig. 2-16 I[ZE 4L
ZIRT. Fig 2-15 X0, $#UNEIT & 240 Grain A T O RAE LT, 0B, B AELBINES & H
I% Fig. 2-16 {23 X 512 C A E D FHOT N0 2 HIZHA L bgih UTun <ERF 23
RENTz. ZOZFZRITEHL TT RO KFIZ LD G L 72k R % Table 2-4 1274, [AZE KD, THl
SN DMUNET & Fm I ZE)I D FimAshn s $5&, D,B,D,B L7220, DJmé B HmOT
R REFHA L THEE L COWSHERE R, 2, EBRER L OBEEENENTELT, %

FIRPEAR A GE LTod ) TS £ BREOASIEERE < 72V 2 L ERRT 5 b O Th -7,

Crack 4
initiation point

>
e
‘:: 300um
—
o — 3
114
oo 104

Fig. 2-15 Analysis results of EBSD for Specimen 3.

39 |



2.4 EBRER

Loading direction

a— Slipband
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/)/ Crack
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Fig. 2-16 Fatigue crack observation by SEM on Specimen 3 (N=2.0 X 106cycles).
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Table 2-4 Values of Slip factor from each slip system on Grain A of Specimen 3

Slip B — Other Slip | Slip C — Other Slip | Slip D — Other Slip
Sli Sli Sli

Systgm % Systlgm cc Systgm <
Al 0.224 Al 0.156 Al 0.021
A2 0.156 A2 0.109 A2 0.015
A3 0.381 A3 0.265 A3 0.036
Bl (0.826 ) B1 0.589 B1 0.080
B2 (0.133 ) B2 0.095 B2 0.013
B3 (0.693 ) B3 0.495 B3 0.067
Cl 0.441 Cl (10.246 ) Cl 0.035
C2 0.195 C2 (0.109 ) C2 0.016
C3 0.246 C3 (0.137) C3 0.020

| DI 0.534 D1 0.911 D1 (0.108 )
D2 0.057 D2 0.097 D2 (0.011)
D3 0.477 D3 0.814 D3 (00.097 )

Expected crack deflection pattern : Slip D —Slip B —Slip D —Slip B...
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2.4.4 Specimen 4 DN Y & SR dh 2B FLAMR

Specimen 4 DY)/K X KD EBSD #1234 £ L OVFIB /v F5Gi )~ 538 4E U 72 IVig 95 & 2% Fig.
2-17 BEL U Fig. 2-18 IZZ NIRRT . WUNEITERIT/ v FHhbm LV EL, Graind NEB X
Z20um#ER L7z, 723, BM, D HEOT RO R ERANTFIM L2 6l L T <BRF
DHER STz, E£72, BAMIIEZEOT R HLBIE I, HWT, TRVEFICE>TH
F O I 5 & SRR 8 & 3T L 7245 R % Table 2-5 \R¥. & KV, B i, D O~
D REERAITFIH L TV D LI CTE 20T, FHlAER & ERR RSN LTV D
fER Lotz Ik, /v FREGOMMEIR 7 & Z0ER O IX FIB /v Tk o Ja i) 722 i
BN DR T D728, J)FHI72 K CrEaHi T & 2 &l L7272 03 0 [KF-2Fff D
RRINE Lz, AT, MR CHMDT N PNBES DD, THITRERAIE OB HE
L7 Rig R ey b & s UCmih L2720, 2 o258 & Fi o %4t & Lz, w21,
T D2 DI AT, BRERR &AM RIIEER LTV VRS, Thiy, Fh
PREAE LT T RO RFIC Lo T, RN REMBED AT 5528 b, —HoR

BRAICBWTIERRETH D Z & b T,
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Grain A

oo 101

Fig. 2-17 Analysis results of EBSD for Specimen 4.
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Loading direction

FIB Notch

\\

20pum

Fig. 2-18 Fatigue crack observation by SEM for Specimen 4 (N=2.0 X 105cycles).
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Table 2-5 Values of Slip factor from each slip system on Specimen 4

Slip B — Other Slip|Slip C — Other Slip [Slip D — Other Slip
Sl Sli Sl

Systgm < SystIe)m cc SystIe)m ¢
Al 0.099 Al 0.295 Al 0.377
A2 0.038 A2 0.112 A2 0.143
A3 0.137 A3 0.406 A3 0.519
Bl [ (0.187)| Bl 0.583 Bl 0.744
B2 |[(0.007)| B2 0.023 B2 0.029
B3 [(0.179)[ B3 0.560 B3 0.715
Cl 0.152 Cl ](0.052)[ ci 0.063
C2 0.034 C2 |1(0.012)[ €2 0.014
C3 0.118 C3 1(0.041)] €3 0.049
Dl 0.298 DI 0.686 D1 | (0.867)
D2 0.059 D2 0.137 D2 | (0.173)
D3 0.357 D3 0.823 D3 | (1.040)

Expected crack deflection pattern : Slip C —Slip D —Slip B —Slip D...

2.4.5 Specimen 5 DN & SR Hh 2B FLAMR

Specimen 5 O/ FUrf5 D EBSD BESHE B L O L=/ Mg 97 & 2% Fig. 2-19 B L O Fig.
2-20 (2T AR OB AT BT Grain A WIZ T E 24 %M+ 2728, FIB / » 7% Grain
AFTHALCGHhZFEML7-. BAELEGTEHEID, BBIUD OT R RZENRD 5
Hi L QWO SERFER ST, 728, Fig 2-20 L VAL TH D2, D FIANCEZEDO T N
Bz, W2ITD FHOTRONEBNTHLEEZX NS, 22T, $TXVREFEREHL
TR % Table 2-6 (27”7, AR KV, BUNET RO D, B, A, THRI{, EBFER L 0%
BHERENRVFER L o, TRUBOEENPZEIINNTNDL EEZ HNDH, BURTIX

TR 2 E L2 0 W OFMEIZIZRA B D D Z L 3o 7z,
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FIB Notch
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Grain A
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Fig. 2-19 Analysis results of EBSD for Specimen 5.
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Loading direction

Table 2-6 Values of Slip factor from each slip system on Specimen 5

FIB Notch

.

1

Slip band

Slip A — Other Slip|Slip B — Other Slip |Slip D — Other Slip
Sli Sli St

Systlgm C Systgm < Systgm <
Al [ (0.098)] Al 0.009 Al 0.114
A2 [ (0.113)] A2 0.001 A2 0.089
A3 [(0263)] A3 0.003 A3 0.208
Bl 0.335 Bl [(0.007)| Bl 0.909
B2 0.027 B2 [(0.001)] B2 0.073
B3 0.308 B3 [(0.007)[ B3 0.836
Cl 0.401 Cl 0.003 Cl 0.391
C2 0.176 C2 0.001 C2 0.172
C3 0.224 C3 0.002 C3 0.219

| DI 0.641 D1 0.004 D1 (0.675)
D2 0.016 D2 0.000 D2 [(0.017)
D3 0.625 D3 0.004 D3 [(0.658)

Fig. 2-20 Fatigue crack observation by SEM for Specimen 5 (N=2.0 X 10%cycles).

Expected crack deflection pattern : Slip D —Slip B —Slip A —Slip D...




25 M8
ARETIL, Specimen I~Specimen 5DS5ARDFRERARITRE LT, o gh 1795 55 7R & FEhtn L0V 57
TSI, £, EBSDEIZIC LV GO AR EZ EKICET XD ROT XY K1

ZEHL, FEBRRO S ZEIhZRE) & O ZIT o7, [FOoNTREREZ U TICHED 5.

1 BT S FUIERT R RIHh- TER L W AT BB SN, wxis, BT~
DRVBFERHAEN LR b & 2OERT 5L ET R BRIIMR TERN-72720, KRERS
HFICTHERMCAT =V T OEREFHRTE LV 5.

2. EHHMERERE LT X0 KIS Ko Tk, FRMATEE & LR FTRE e X MFET D 2 &
Do Tz, ZAUT—HHINER L TWDONIARIHTH B0, fida ik L OvE 2R
AENRLZEBELTNDEEZLND. SRERIIFITNRYEBEL TH L0 T, S
K2 fET D Z &I & o TRHlifE RS TR R & T DMz LA b DL EALNS.

3. ARBFZETIE, WS HFMEAIE L2 Z S L 2Rl ROTRE, ZEOTROBRSBIERS
Nz Z LICERT 2 ZERGMOBENMBEAE LTEALND. WxIT, Lil2 Ao
BIZOWTHEB LML FEMT o2& THD.

4. AEIOFMFEFIZONTEL FORICHED 12, 6 AR xR 2 R LAEHTHMEEROT D K
FOFHERER L AE LAV L 3D ho T, ZhUIINE S5 & 24 #2580 FEAG 23 T
FHMERREVR B 2 T B IAI L 22 T U 6N L 2RI T 56D Th S.

Table 2-7 Agree or not-agree between experimental data and evaluation

Specimen No Agree or not
1 Not
2(Grain A) Not
2(Grain B) Agree
3 Not
4 Agree
5 Not
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3.1

HIE T-Stress 5B LT ZHHuEOR RIS G L 55HH

3.1 S

AT, fUNETr & ZERZE) 22530 RIEAT 2 0 E ARSI Ol TH 53T~V K
TN L o TR L7=. 2 OFER, 70 K112 L 23l & EBRAE RO Tl 2 B8 25 A6,
[FIREATEE DA FATEA R TRV 2 & b hvo 2. & 2T, A TIE Westergaard 512 L - TIRE S
% E RN DR IG5 2 B3 & O C811UINE 77 & R th 2B DR 21T > 7. £72,
B CR L2 Y, AR THOWEZRBRA B L OEREETICB O TIEZRBEOT 0 RS54
Lz, 77205, MEREEEICTERBIZAAZZE LB S, THNETT R Z5OE LTz
GO KFRHEOFAMEZE TS ELFRKTHL L EALND. — KIS, EREHmDIG
NEHTHIE TR L2 Q- DI L > THEE DA 036 L O E 2606 O 12 L 0 RSN DR,
AU E R D RPT RIS G DB a B LTAER T D720, ARBFEO X 5 IZIRBIZT D
Wa BT DM ICx LT3 HERNMEV b0 EE X B 5. F72, Ramesh. K (X6 MEILIC
T T-Stress DHFAEZ B E L. REIZRFER% Fig. 3-1 12737, [FX(a)ld T-Stress 5 & L
WS, —F, R T-Stress #BRE LTIZATH LS. 7ods, FRIGEHMEEIZ L > TRK
HAWIE I OEEREZSIN-2bDOTHY, ZH LK% %G R (Isochromatics) & FES. 215 DX
£ 0, [AX(a) & el U TRIX(b) TIEB 52T b & B E 7w ARSI L Tng 2 &
NHOMNDH[82]. WZIT, X ZUEIR OFEBIC BN T T-Stress DL LT 5 Z L NLETH
LT EBHBMNE RN, 2T TC, AHiCIRE R RO RIGH G DHE _H T D T-Stress %74
& L7 G OB % FE0i LTz, T-Stress \IZ DWW TCIE, (€L D Z OB OV CHHli L TV 2 i
X% HHY, FKRT 2 LR FEEOMNMIHAATL Z EIFFHTHL EE2 NS, Fz,
B U772 K 91T T-stress &1%, WEGIMEBMERFANAERT L E LTERSN, TORMS
FIIFE A FIET A28, Z Z Tl Yang O 2MEERT D5 b fHAY 720G T 72555 15 (Stress difference

method) Z £ L72[83]. 7eds, BHIFIEOFEMIL 3.2 fHillc TRHIIT 5.
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Fig. 3-1 Photoelastic fringes without T-stress (a) and the photoelastic fringes with the T-stress
and forward tilted fringes (b). 0, 1 and 2 in (a) indicate the photoelastic fringe order[82].



3.2 Ml AE

3.2 FHEGE

AERF, FEBRGEIZ2FELF LT, Specimen 1~Specimen 5 (2OWTC, & ZUSeti DR RIS 1T
TR L7z, BREFAIEL TSR

2 TR L7z Westangaard © 12 K 5 & ZSeiiS I fEIT ORE RS b7z XA LT ICHET 2.

*£7-, Fig.3-2 L5 L7-.

0>

752

<

Crack 0

v

Fig. 3-2 Schematic illustration of tiny elements acted by multiaxial stress.
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EE2T Y NVRCE R T, TR EOERTHANT M b a—r—0IEARITHD X,
BT R0 RIHERAT D0 AR 2RO S, 70k, RGB-DICTORSN DR E— A7 X 250
SO NGEORET D E, BERRIIRG2)IRTEY L2 b. ZhaXG)ITrRT Lo,
S DR Bz r ODRBIREZ 0 &2 EXG-DITRINIHEEFE _HANEHINS., 2D
0 IEHAE R T-Stress EMEA TR Y, O EAENARRITXG-HIonT. XGB-4HEVHLNT
B 5N, AN U7z K 91 T-Stress 1347 Eilih & TER G AIH < 1 THDLZ En3bnd. £z, X
G-HTE— F I OHDRERIE DTN TREE L7223, AFZETIET— R I LIk L CRHE &7

51 |



3.2 Ml AE

o, IREXY, BT XVEICEHT L 0MEANIC IR L, & RO RIS 15O

LT, AR A R L 72 [84].
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33 EBERBIUEBE

3.3.1 Specimen 1 DR R S15%5

Specimen 1 \ 2OV TREBRIS NG B LIS RICOWTARE TR RS, B LFmiEn ik
O rnE L, #0EN B Hijmithal & mihgota s L=, D% Fig. 3-3 (577, Fig. 3-3
KU, r OHFICIBNTE B R ORRIS GNP E T IVUTERER EABT D52 L LD, —
BT, r DHFIZIBWTIT A M OFRIGDSG08E T X FEBRRER & 0BEMEN NS, £T,
rr DIFENZDNT, T-Stress BB LI2WGE & LTZGAICOWTORER % Fig. 3-4 (2R, X
X0, FIX(a)iL T-Stress B E L72WEET22Y, B, D ORRISDHFOFENEL, EbbbE%
DIENG AL TWD Z &b, —HIZ B FHAMEET 2 RAUIFED b, TSk LT,
[ (b)1X T-Stress Z & & L= RIG T L 72> TWB N, Z DK TIE T-Stress DREN MK S,

BT R0 RITHE S 2 it AS )3 Uiy < B S THR Y, B, A, D, C O RV RDIEE
TREICNG R ELS 2> TS, kbbb, B HMIZEIT 22 AL THD. ZORRIE
EBRERLAH LTS, £, n HEIZOWTOMEE Fig 3-5 (RT. [FX@) LD T-Stress
B LRV EIE A TROR RIS R —FIRLS, ZOHMICEHPERT L L1335 2120
fEg &L Ir ol ZHUTK LT, FIX(b) TIL T-Stress =B & LT-Fe IS s & 7e> Tk v, B F,

WNT A FHONEF TIN50 E L 72> TWD. §7b b, B HIAD & ZHERPIRIFA~DENLD
HEFR 72 E DM O DRI THFRE LT, A FICERERT L2 LRSS, ZofiR e
FERFERILBAFITRIE L TR Y, RIS 15T L 550 A M2 R T iR & iroTo. F iz,

Rz BV T, BRENS A3 MPa T % O12%f LT A KI(b) TIZBRENE 117255+ MPa TH 5
ZEWPND. ZREY, TStress #BIET D2 & T, IENEDHEKR LA ENO IR SRR DI T)
EEALTWDIw, BREE L THENREE D 2 ENbhoTc. MAT, r FRAITIEEH
HERR AL 75K) 90° (i EE G ) T O S D ZRHE L T\ D720, BAE— R LIIEE A ST
THAWE— FU R DOTNIHET 205 TH D720, [F(a) TIIHmIARWEREI 2/ L2 b

DThdHEZEZDRDH. —J, [FAK(b)TIX T-Stress DFEPMBKE IV TNDT28, D5y, BRE)

APERLIZEZZBND. HH-D, [0 TS HEMFIEKFET > TWD Z L RbnD,
53 |



33 FEBRERBIOELE

ZHUE T-Stress DRBENZBTH D Z LA EWRT 5. 3 70bbh, faf sl 5 1m0 X St REXE) /)

X T-Stress D BEZTHEIIZIT .

Loading direction

Grain A

Slip band

Fig. 3-3 OM image and schematic illustration of the fatigue crack on Specimen 1 (N=1.1 X 10°cycles).
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Fig. 3-4 Stress states around the crack tip as a function of ; on Specimen 1.
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Fig. 3-5 Stress states around the crack tip as a function of r, on Specimen 1.
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3.3.2  Specimen 2 DR RIE 1%

AT & [FER, Specimen 2 12OV C E RO EIG 152 R LTz, FHEXIG & Lo ffsbhnX
Grain A C, FpSISHE2BH U803 Fig. 3-6 (IR0 Th o, £, HRISHHEHEB L
72t JIE E TOMUINE ST & ZUTAE & Z(Assumed Crack) & LT, /v FJEINBIA LIz & HEM
BloTEBRILZ, 2k, MF r GRoORRIS 2R 7. ROTR R % Fig. 3-7 IR
72¥, HIEORE R AT T T-Stress DRBA N U725 FBGRER &L OBASMWENRRIFIC LN DT
¥, Specimen 2 TIL T-Stress &5 & LR RIS 15O K2 F M LT, Fig. 3-7 OFHERER LY, «
FHIa DR FIESI5E D FIADT RO PRHERTHD ZLNRDNY, RNTB HADT YR THD
ZEBHLNTHD. Lo T, DAFMOTR) BNBEEIREETDH EEZOLNDM, Fig 3-6 DFEH
FERE R THD LR E —H LW, HT_XDRITITZE LN T XY REfioTEH
ERLTWDZENHA Lo To, LOLARBRG, BTV RIT Fig. 3-6 ® A,B,C,D 5 Th
L0, EOTRYREAERD T ZZ PO OB ZFHE TCERWZ Enbnrd. T7bb,
H—0F ) RIZTTRABEOT R REeMo TEHPERLIZEBZ LN, WUNET &
HITH—DT R RDOLEH > THEHREL TW DT 7P 7RK L 20, ERZFihz2 T 2L
DHIHILTUWND[85]. T D78, Specimen 2 Tl HEEERBEEZL I L TWDHT20, BT
XY BPEERT DL ET RV ERBLLTNWD EEZXHIL, DM E B HAOT Y RNPLETHE
92 &R, BERERER CTH o EE S IS JHPERT L Z LS. £72, Fig
3-7 DRl R AR T 5 & D M KO B HRORRICGPHEICES 2> T0DH Z LMD
MY, TNHOT R ZNRLETIER L7 LB IUTERERE 0BRGN END. Thbb,
Specimen 2 \IZBWTIFZET AV ZEILTEY, BETADRIEDRWZ ERHLNER -
7o ZAUE, ATERNIC TEET NV ROLDOIEIEH L2 X0 K12 X D5 EZEE R & &

BLRDP ol REBRERNTHDL LEERD.
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Fig. 3-6 Fatigue crack observation by SEM on Specimen 2 (N=1.6 X 105cycles).
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Fig. 3-7 Stress states around the crack tip as a function of 7 on Grain A of Specimen 2
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3.3.3 Specimen 3 DR RIE 1%

ARIETIX Specimen 3 DFFELIG IG ORI R R A ~T. 7ok, ARBRTIZH T 2M0NET & RiX
Fig. 3-8 2”7 Grain A L VA LT272%, /v T b O X ZUTE AT, Mz D HW
DIUINETT ERKDPFAET D & L TEDRIROR RIS K-, B L7257 MIX Fig. 3-8 F11C
R r HATCh D, £z, B LR % Fig. 3-9 1R, FREY, FRRIS5IEERMEr 12X 5
TERDT, KT T-Stress DEEZZITTNWDHEBZZ LD, THIXRBRLZEY, #uh
57 & RN FEMEP S AN T WS 72, BHAE— FIBIORAME— FLIAEHS LN
O Thd. bbb, ZORG, RIGmOMBENIL T-Sress \ITIKFTDHEF 2D, Ll
N0, [FKOFMmFEREZ LD &, D HHAIZIRWT B HFHOIS1EREL > Ty, ZOfRE
FBRERZ T 2 &, FERRERICBW I C HMICE & MR LT o720 ko DB L U'B
HRDWFTIUT HaEY L. RIS, sl & R RIIAEBE L ARWRR LTz, 2O
K & LTI, Table 3-1 lIRT X 91, C HMD Y = v MATBIEFICEVEEZA L TN D720,
ZOHMA~OEHEHMPEALE LD THDEBEZLND. TRbb, MuNEST & 3 i
HIANZAWNTWD & & 1E, SRR FMITY 2y MNRTFOEICELASIND Z ERRmeIhb.
[FIEED Z &1 Specimen 2 THE 25, Specimen 2 D Grain A CTIEA Bl [0 D & ZHIkt L CT%
DHOJEGTIIE A BLORB FHTH-70, ABIOB FADy 2y MAFRIEFICH
ETdH - 7=(Table 3-2 ZH) - DFEF AN S KA ERREEZEHT L2 LEZXOND. DR
(Z, g BT N ST X R R LT EE, TR RIS K ORRRIS )3 O FRIEIC A S
T, va Iy MICHETLZ LR LN E o7, 7238, Table3-2 ICBWTIEEHEOLNBLE L

SFsinQ(9~~ 0 O FmE Q & LT SF Omish sy & F i LT & FICEHRAE R A #ED 72[86].

59 |



33 FEBRERBIOELE
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Fig. 3-9 Stress states around the crack tip as a function of 7 on Grain A of Specimen 3.
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Table 3-1 Values of SF for each slip system on Grain A of Specimen 3

Soston| [ | B [deg] | 7 [degd | Jod
Al 54 0.059
A2 -26 -63 -66 0.370
A3 -6 0.209
B1 21 0.362
B2 24 -3 81 0.096
B3 -39 0.266
Cl 4 0.344
C2 -34 46 64 0.452
C3 -56 0.109
D1 24 0.065
D2 -86 -7 84 0.006
D3 -36 0.058

Table 3-2 Values of SFsinQ for each slip system on Grain A of Specimen 2

sysslii’m o [deg] |B [deg]|y [deg] [SFsinQ
Al 12 |0.051
A2 | -36 | 48 | 72 ]0.260
A3 48 [0.016
Bl g |0.060
B2 | 48 | -22 | 68 |0.023
B3 52 | 0.298
Cl 42 |0242
C2 | 35 | 42 | -78 [0.184
3 18 | 0.053
DI 45 |0.128
D2 | 54 | 27 | -75 [0.212
D3 15 | 0.103
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3.3.4 Specimen 4 DR R)E 1%

Specimen 4 \ZB L T b [ARRIC £ ZUEER ORI 2 FH Uz, B L 72 HUI Fig. 3-10 (DR
T r FEOWHEND THS. 728, KRB CTIXFIB / v F L0 BUNES AN RAE L2720,
FIB / v F XV S5 MPEEIHE DR 2T 2720, [z i K2 M L7z iz L TR
fiz3hE Lz, £7=, FIB / v F4ehuh b O & & (Assumed Crack)iX Fig. 3-10 D X HITEFE L
7o, ThED, Bone& 30 RIHEHT 2R 8IC 5% Fig 3-11 127, FIXEY, B,A,D
DT R ZOISNGPNFERERETH Y, EMERRHIEZ TIIIR#EL Oz, Lo T, &
ZUEHEITE D 1~5 um £ TOBREN/1(Driving force)x 845545 Z & T, BEEh= %L X —(Driving
energy) & RO, FHATAER % Table 3-3 12”7, Z4LL Y, B, D HHONEIZIG YA 5
72D EeNbhrolz. WRIZ, B MO ZAERII L DRI Lo THfil S vz, D J5
MMEENT 5 L W o 7o FZERFEIR L A8 L7z, AREBRA O X DI, FeRISTIH O R/ Z BRI H
Wi C X WA ITEEEI = R L X — ORI K> TERMICFHET 5 Z B3 FTH D 2 Ldbns
ST, L Lens, MOo#iHz 2L EZETICHETDOMNIRERARA L Mehd., K
MFZETIZ 1I~5 um £ TE L2, S HIZIRBICBE L TR T 2 RPN E R > T 2R H 5.
AT CREDHHZ AREICT 5 Z IXTE R o720, ZOE G EYICHRE = 3L X —I2 &
S TERBMFHIT 272 DICEER B THLLEEAD. Wo T, AHTIE, WEIO r FEHMET
HOWI TR F =2 ALz, ZHE D, FRISHSOEMIHIETAE U6 o SRR

FHEICOWTIREL, MRFEREREGE TR L.
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A %\ B
Loading direction c
> D

FIB Notch

Assumed crack™

Gt ]

20pm

Fig. 3-10 Fatigue crack observation by SEM for Specimen 4 (N=2.0 X 105cycles).
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Fig. 3-11Stress states around the crack tip as a function of » on Grain A of Specimen 4.
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Table 3-3 Values of integrated value for each slip system on Specimen 4

Slip system [I\/I[I;t;-gif;(]i((ilv jéu:m)
A 851
B 1165
C 82
D 1085

3.3.5 Specimen 5 DR RIG %

Specimen 5 \Z2OUNT b RTHEFRRICFF RIS /135 2 B Uiz, BH L7z ds X ORI Fig. 3-12
IR THD. FIB /v F bbb IR L7y X ZUCB U TR RIS G2 H L,
r O FTNTE SR O 6=15°L L=, B LR % Fig 3-13 1277, FKED, HSEMNCB
Fim e D HAORERISHGRENZ L3N, DRI, MUNETEZRIE D HmE B HhRo

DREFMLZRNL, BElL TS ZENEEIND. 0, ZORPITERMELR L BIFIT5
JELTEY, EZCHROR RIS S5O Z AV Tl & 25 8 2 B R TH 5 Z L
RSN, £, ARBAICEWTE, B AABLIOD FAIKEZEOT R BAHERIN, =
AU, Fig. 3-13 1R T X 912 B, D FRDOFRRIG LA EFICEmNZ LICERT 26D THLEF
25%. WHD, AEIXB B IO D 70 ROKFERIZT)57S Specimen 1~Specimen 4 (2% L T EL#R
MEWMEEZ AT 2 OT, BT REEHICYREZ T Fig 3-12 DL 5 Y 7 7RIk
L7ceBZB2x6N5. LrLenb, BT 544 I 71200 CHE, AFRICTGRmOZR & L
TV TED, ZHUTDWTHRETT DIV EFE DR T A — 2 Z AW T E Zem OMAE

WD E RN RBIENVLETHD.
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Loading direction D 5

FIB Notch

Fig. 3-12 Fatigue crack observation by SEM for Specimen 5 (N=2.0 X 106cycles).
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Fig. 3-13 Stress states around the crack tip as a function of r.
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AREETIX2TE L AR ORBRA 2 VTR RIS MIC/ER T2 L S b T-SressHHA L, 2k
Ui DRF RIS 552 L0 & Hmdh g @) 2 E EAICRME L7z, £ 7z, RIS /1551213 Westangaard
SRR T DRRICSIGORE N TT-Stress L FFIZAIL D 5 “HHE 2B L712. 7235, T-StressHi i

(ZHTe> T, IEHESEZMWTRR L., fbiicifima L TIooRd.

1. Specimen 1 \ZARFEKIND L DI, T-Stress ZE[ET H 2 & T, WuNETr & 28 dh 258 2 & &1
IR RTRECTH D Z AR E N, ThiE, MUNER EZEmIcB O CiE, BoE—FR 1
BRORAWE— RTINS, WE i B SIAER T 2 08 J1(T-Stress) & B 18 L 721
ERBRNWZ L EZERT LD THD.

2. KW THE L LT Specimen I~Specimen 5 D& ZNIEA LT, # B8 /1355 OFAMHIC X - Taidh
2 A LRI REAM © & 7238713 Table 3-4 IR T0Y 3 A TH D, LHMEMEZUE LT
AR KA & AU E TS R B L7, RIS TE T D LI E Vi

WHER & 7o 7.

Table 3-4 Agree or not-agree between experimental data and evaluation

Specimen No Agree or not
1 Agree
2 A
3 A
4 Agree
5 Agree

66 |



4.1

=
o

FA4E HUMNEFTEHKBMBEBOTRY FFIZ K 5 ERRFHE
~R TR ZRE L T~

4.1 S

2 FICBWCUE, FHWIEREZE LT XY R 725N T 5 2 LT, Mgy & 28 dhi s
DRtz EfE L7z, LoxLARnd s, EBRER EFHER RO TS 2 b ONSH AL, FHHME
BENGE LT3 A CIERHE DA NEE CTH 5 Z EvbroTc. ZHudk, MEEZ~ 7 a2 A 72BRITiTE
FHMEE L LTRIETE 523, 7 niIl LB I3RFRRAGEE2HT 2720 ThHEEXD
o, Thbb, WUNET R P ERS &T 5B hLOR L OB R 2T 5 L&
ZHND. £z, 3ETIIMEBTMICA C DI T-Stress 58 LT, &EhnDR RIS %
BH L. LnLaensd, ZOMMEFEDERMGRE BT 2b0L L) TRVEDRBELE
PrTHDZ ENDInoTle. WRIZ, T-Stress DFEL LV HH LEZHNDD, H—HI7RFHEIC
TR 72T, 22T, RETITHMER SMHICER L, Mo RFHEE2Z- LTV
FRFEIHL, ZOEEEZ W TRUINES & ZRith28) 2580 L7z, 7ok, RN O RIS
ORITFE AL & 1XHE/2 VD Paris HRET DA HWZ[86]. £, BFGMEICOWTIHE AR
FHiEE L, IEREBITEEISIRREAE L2, T7b b, W LIcBIT 28 hia s U Ty
THRE PREBARIC R > TR T 22 2FA LT, BEISHGEZE M L. £z, FFRICHS
(CHLAT B A B RIS BB O RE TR L D HH L72[87]. £/, BITMMEIOY Y Vo
AT I < BT TEY, Y. C. Liu HIE&EDOFEIERZ T, a0 528 2 A 7
IS EEZ D ETY U TRENETH I L ERLIZ[88]. MA T, EGHMEIOEEDIRT]
HhAET LIZBEOY U 73, bbb E)(60=0~90°) % H T 5T ERLETH Y, EBSD Off
BTN T — 2 I BE I ARE T H H[89]. AETIL, BAMEBE LIZGAEO kL LTov s
ROBIZERL, TRICGC CEREGOREBICNGE2BR LTV RFZREE L. 20

Tl R & EERRE R Z S 5 Z LT, BAOMEEET D L OB L TR ETT - 72
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4.2 FHfITIE

ARRA B LOERFEICOWTH 2 EB L3 HLFEKRTHD. 22T, BAMEMEIOT~
D IRFREFIBICOWTHIAT 2. 9, BRAVEICIIRY RFEENH O, ERRGME, RS,
TR S0 ERZET B DD, EOH T HARNFSE CILE A 5 5% (Orthotropic materials) % {i & L C
FRET A E M Lo, EAEGYES L, FIERIMEE SRR 3 oMM A A L, (EEH MOk
TEBN R DML ZEW L, WMHRET Y VTH%RIR T 528 9 DO TR I H[90]. 72
B, AR THGEL T D o-BIISRE R CHIUTE MBI L LR 2850, HiSRIED
GrAInnd L7zl v BAVEZ R T 720, MBI A — 72 28 2s 3 a5 & L CEtR & i
Wic. Fi2, T HV NERER EBME TS KT 255 OMEER~ Y 7 2@ L DI
EFRSADH[90]. 7083, Fig 4-1 1R THE 0 BT N0 HOMEFENIELRT L2 En0ns. @
2\, BB X SITT v MR SATE O N —E3 5 L OE L THEIT RV E B 2

bhbd. MAT, a4 72~ kU 27 2B L TER@E-2)15R7.

Fig. 4-1 Thompson tetrahedron demonstrates typical principal axis
on FCC material of orthotropic.
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e N

€ CpCi3 00 0
C2CC5 0 0 0
C;3C5C35 0 0 0
Cy= 0 0 0Cyu0 0 (4-1)
0 0 0 0 Cs50
000 00 Cg
7

ajrapdags 00 0
apapays 0 0 0
apzazaz 0 0 0
a’j: 0 0 0 Ayy 0 0
0 00 0 ass 0
0 00 0 0 dgss

~ 7

(4-2)

F7m, WMo FIA T AT N I R RV U SRE, BEEMRE G, RT Y vy ZWT
ELUTORME3)DEH 12D, £, KFD x y, 2 13 x, y 255 Fii T z 2538k A 44 J5 1)
Thb. 1B, AMIETITEEIS/REE LTWA, MEE RICEREICTE2 52L& L

7=, FOED, WRFICT3 E#EHINTHHIEHIIBRA L TELT-.

f 00 0 h ?/E] 'VIZ/EI -V13/E1 0 0 0 )
@11 @12 @13 VE, vi/E; 0 0 0
@280 00 0 VE; 0 0 0
ajzazaz 00 0 3I/G 0o 0

G0 00 a0 0 | = 2 G 0 (4-3)

0 00 0 ass0 31 1/G
0 00 0 0 ag Sym 12

- 4 L p

EpxJim o7 G;g.‘xyﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁf%\iﬁ Viap/a
Egyjﬂ"ﬂ’\?‘/7$ G23yzﬁ*§'i%$‘l‘${%\§& v;g.'a23/a22
E;z 5o 7R G 3:xz A REMELREL Vi3:a;3/as;

£, BRI BGWAEBE LM EZ1T 91X, &HAICxT 57 o 75 E OO RN
WL IS, 2T, AW TIL EBSD {EIZ K > TR BTGB DA A 7 —A )5 Kitagawa

SOV TREREMFIHIIWEST, EHAOY 7R EOWEEHRELZ91]. BHFIEZE T,
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Fig. 4-2 IZREND L9 a2 BT 2 WA MEEEZ 2 T, ThENDF MDY 7 E~E, & &
925, ZoLx, fAF o & 15°T OE(LESE RN LYo VEROHE % Fhii L7z

z
A

[001]

Fig. 4-2 Schematic illustration of directions for Young’s modulus (Single crystal).

F72, Kitagawa HIZ L5 Y v VHROFHFEXEZ LU TORG-HIRZT. ZNKY, Yo 7RO
DRED, Gy Bl Ut E 4 Cd 0 I B AR B TR SR T4 2 B3 [92] 0 SCikA»
Satl o7z, BARM 2808 O CyE% Table 4-1 (2739, 7235, (LR ORTEENT %[, v, w] L L
T, ST7—HETET L a by T TFOXE-5~A-7)TEIND. TIT, [u v, wliEiEshio 4
AT —Fy, 0, PIZTEEN, HEMA o Z2EBET 2 LR@Y)TEIIND. 2Ly, £HMO

YU ROYEOREENFRERY, WEa T IA4 7 A N 7 ZAD—HAEFHRTE 5.
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1 Cy1 + Cyy (1

= E— 22 2.2 2.2 )
Eo(By_ (C11—C12)(C11+C12)+ >(0£ B+ By + vy a®) (4-4)

C44 Cll - ClZ

u

O(Z\/uz +vZ+w? (4-5)

v

b= Ferverwe (4-6)

w

V= Vu? + v2 +w? D

— cos(Y + w )cos @ sing — sin(P + w )cos ¢ (4-8)

u cos(Y + w) cosB cosp — sin(P + w) sing
v =
(w) cos(P + w)siné

Table 4-1 Values of elastic constant on Copper[92]

Cn Ci Cs Ca Css Cay Ces
168.4 | 60.7 60.7 75.4 | 1684 [ 75.4 75.4

FNT, IR O I A T oA~ N 7 ZAEEET L0120, v BEIO G
DENME L 05, v B LTI ERMB L OGEMICRkD D Z L IZNE#ETH B 7=, RES
Hearmon & D LkEZE L L72[93]. 72, G I LTI TORXKIZE - T E; OZLIZISE T T

HH L.

Gip = T (4-9)

2B, RT YV U v DEIZ 042 THH[93]. LLEXY, “WRITTFEIZEIT DEARRE A EZE L
ka7 oA T A N AR R THIEARETH S, iEa L 7947 A~ NI 7 AD

BHRET LS, UTOFIRIIHEST, BEMEZEE LTV RERFEZFE LTV,
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T, EARRSFHMEIO & SRS NSO OV TR, Paris S MENT L 725 H[861% H
Wiz, ZOfEREX@-102RT. FRXE D KXF o i3 N@-110)I2TE SN D E RIS B O
FHEXOMTHY, BEHREZAT 5. £0w, RIS 5O (4-10)12 30 TIELEE
(Real number)DH % Z[E LG R AT o7, #loC, AR L7z 73R, BURMERE, K7 v
e ROV PRI R ATEE Ch 5. 2 oXA& 2 TRERICER L L, &30 RO5fEE A

WS D TH DT RF2RIH L, RGP EE L ioIg T & 28 th28) 0 B3l 2 52

it L7z
[ Hip ( H2 _ M1 )
o Hy—Hz \cosO+u,sin 6 \/cos@+pu, sin 6
x
o 1 ( K1 _ Ha )
Y K Hi—Hz \/cosO+u,sin & \[cos@+pu, sin 6
Txy | = ——Re +
i N PP L)
- —
Ty Hy—Hz \cosO+u;sin &  \/cos@+p, sin 6
xz 0
1 ( u3 _ ui )
Hy—Hz \/cos O+u,sin @ \f/cosB+p,sin 6 0
1 ( 1 1 ) 8
K - cos 6+, sin 6 cosBf+p, sin 6 K
Zn Re |2 \V Ha V' M1 + ZTH Re 1 (4-10)
Vemr 1 ( M1 _ H2 ) Vamr JcosO+pz sin 6
Hi—Hp \/cos O+py sin @  \fcosB+p,sin 6 —ug
0 JJcosB+puz sin 6
0 |
4 3 2 —
ay i — ageh” + (2a1; + age)1” — 2a561+ Az, = 0 (4-11)
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43 EBERBIUOEBE

4.3.1 Specimen 123} % 3Hfi

Specimen 1 \Z33\F HMUINE 77 = HBIEFE R % Fig 43 128875, R LY, #MUNED =203

)
s

FIB / v F w63 EL, BA,COTRYREFM L THERL W ZERfERIn. 22
T, AR L7 2 WICEW L, FEHRIEREZGE L2356 0= 0 ]2 THUINE S & 20
thRE 2 ERAICTHE CERWER E 2o, 22T, AR TITEFG ML, ZOFTHELZR
FHEBE LT RORFEREB L, FERERE O E2ITo7. £, BAHAMMOT YR+
FRMTHE0C, WEMZ x e L TAE o T3 5V 2 7% E OB ZBUENZEHE L. §F
i L7=fE 5% Fig. 4-4 123, R LY, FIFVER (Anisotropy) & % 5 PE# (Isotropy) (2 35\ CHEZ
X RPN D L bhoTe. £z, RKEVHALNRE IV FERKPAE o TN TT
K& B2 D728, Specimen 1 DRI TIEE LW RGESHER S, Fig 44 L0ED
NeYy VROBEELICLT, BIFMEEZEBE LT RVKFEZREIE L, ZO8R% Table 4-2 (T
AR AFREY, CICRALLEZZRUID HFa&h LT, BJiH, ALMEERT S Lnb)
ofe. Thbb, FHlAER & EBRAERIIRACHEL TBY, BRGEEBE LT RE-Of
BIERHER SN, LY, EHEERE LEHEAICT R RO L ERBEERNARE S
NIZBER & U TIMBIO R GTHRDPZZ HND. SR LIZRDR, @RMEE~ 7 alZ/ic
BT VMR S E L OIS HRREEIT) 2813 fRINTHY, ZHLEBEZXEZEALTHE
BrfE & RE <N D Z Lidewn. LnLRns, MEhE I 7 vl 725, BlAIEARNIZEORRIC
— it RIN O & ZUE R & AT B BICIE, ARTEOFER O K 5 IHE SRR SRR T,

FTROLEGMEZBE L RTNERERNI &R L7,
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Loading direction

Crack

Grain A

Slip band

Fig. 4-3 OM image and schematic illustration of the fatigue crack on Specimen 1 (N=1.1 X 10°cycles).
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75 |

180
160
140
120
100

80

60

Young’s modulus £ [GPa]

40
20

0 20 40

Isotropy
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Fig. 4-4 Change of Young’s modulus as a function of w on Grain 4 of Specimen 1.

Table 4-2 Values of Slip factor from each slip system on Specimen 1
(Considering anisotropy)

Slip A — Other Slip[Slip B — Other Slip |Slip C — Other Slip |Slip D — Other Slip
Sl Sli Sli Sli

Systgm c Systle)m < Systgm cc Systzm D
Al ] (0.167) | Al 0.282 Al 0.438 Al 0.424
A2 [(0.015)] A2 0.002 A2 0.041 A2 0.039
A3 1 (0.152)| A3 0.018 A3 0.398 A3 0.384
Bl 0.349 Bl |(0.042)| BI 0.913 B1 0.883
B2 0.056 B2 |(0.007)] B2 0.146 B2 0.141
B3 0.293 B3 (0.035)| B3 0.768 B3 0.742
Cl 0.167 Cl 0.020 Cl 1(0437)| Ci1 0.423
C2 0.079 C2 0.009 C2 [(0.208)| C2 0.201
C3 0.246 C3 0.029 C3 [(0.645)]| ¢C3 0.623
D1 0.217 D1 0.026 D1 0.569 D1 [ (0.550)
D2 0.140 D2 0.017 D2 0.368 D2 ](0.356)
D3 0.357 D3 0.043 D3 0.936 D3 | (0.905)

Expected crack deflection pattern : Slip C —Slip D —Slip B —Slip A...
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4.3.2  Specimen 2 \Z3\) % 3

Specimen 2 \ZFBW T HRPHAFERICEGELZBR LT N0 RFIC L 2502 FEh L7z, 72,
A RIS & U7 ERRIE Graind T® 5. £z, Specimen 2 O & ZHREfEFIZO\V T Fig. 4-5 12
BT 2. FKLYD, BUNEGERIZAOHE—FTXVEBIUD, BOZETNDICLo THEREL
TWL Z R INTz. £z, BEA o X327 7R EOZE% Fig. 4-6 127, R X
D, BIGMHM OY 7 FITREE L RRICE M OY > 7R NbRE SN D588 %2R 2 &R
MR S, JRFTHNCH B 2 R B X R HENR SR IS RN D 2 L b o T, T, T3
D K- OIS R % Table 4-3 I1Z/R7. [AIF LY, A, D, C DIEFTHUNES 20ERZ 2552
EIMTHSNDD, ZORBITERMER L EEE LRV, TOHEKE LTIX, Specimen 21235
W, BIER L7 AN 100 pm 2B X TLE - TWAH 0, IGPRIBIC S K203 % E T
DEFEFETLRETICD -T2, ZDD, H—DEET RV ZROLZHM L CEHEREZ 2T
ZEE O IR LERRE AR LI XY, BIGMEEZE LT~ K7 2HMH LT bR
TERWIERICR-TmbD B OND. £, 2 BOFMMFER L BEET L, A Fla~D&EH
HERDBE HEGR S D DIXFRIS M~ SFsinQ EREPIENZ LIk Y ZEOT Y a2 4%
NIZTZDTH L. AT, A JFmh iy~ Jmh 238142 S 4 2 BRI O~ 0 R
FELZHET ANV EZEZ LT THD. bbb, KR (Specimen 2)D & ZJg dhzs @) X3~
DIRFIZ K> TERMICTHE AR ATRE TH D LTI s, LonLan b, ZETD 2D
TR TIZRBWTIL, 3 BT LI T-Stress & B8 LIRS IG5 OFHE R AR TH D Z L b
2%, Fig 4-7T TR EZFHET252%, D,B HRIOFRIENENIEFICENZ ERbnD. Zhk
D, D,BHHODOLET ) BNRAETDHEHLETED. ZHICH LT, AGmOEZHERN S
BROFEHBEICERT L2y NETOEREWEOTHDL. T72bL, ZORGOHETE
SHERIE T-Stress B8 LT-FRIC NGB L OV 2 2y MNERTFPEEHIEH L TAELZH DT

bHEEZDND.
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Loading direction

50pm

Fig. 4-5 Fatigue crack observation by SEM on Specimen 2 (N=1.6 X 105cycles).
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Fig. 4-6 Change of Young’s modulus as a function of @ on Grain A of Specimen 2.

Table 4-3 Values of Slip factor from eachslip system on Grain A of Specimen 2
(Considering anisotropy)

Slip A — Other Slip | Slip D — Other Slip
Slij Slij

Systgm Ca Systgm D
Al (0.175) Al 0.118
A2 (0.057) A2 0.038
A3 (0.119) A3 0.080
Bl (0.075) Bl 0.050
B2 (0.028) B2 0.019
B3 (0.047 ) B3 0.031
C1 0.164 C1 0.110
C2 0.046 C2 0.031
C3 0.210 C3 0.141
D1 0.165 D1 (0.110)
D2 0.061 D2 (0.041)

| D3 0.226 D3 (. 0.151)

Expected crack deflection pattern : Slip A —Slip D —Slip C —Slip A...
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Fig. 4-7 Stress states around the crack tip as a function of 7 on Grain A of Specimen 2.

4.3.3 Specimen 3 2331} 55

Specimen 3 \ZHF 5 R EEZEZR LI2T R0 KR OMRERECIIRT. i, KRBT
(Specimen 3N TG HIVT-MUINE 7 & RH dh 268 % Fig. 4-8 ICHET 5. ALY, ZIIFER/Y
vy P ROREAL, WMEEBITEICZD, COFTNYREZHMM LRNSHEE L Th<HRFABES L.
7B, FHMUMERE LT XY KE 2B\ TIE D, B Ol 2k 3 K 5 ICFHl Sy, SERRAE R
E—H LW & 22 o7, 22T, ETEERA o 1T 2 v o VR EOZE A Fig. 4-9 1TRT.
R LY, AIEFERICY 7 RIIAE o IR L TELWVEGELZAE L. £, AMEVELN
Xy SRERICT RO R T 2R LR % Table 4-4 (234, ME LY, D HIICHERE L&
LB HmiciEih L, D, B,D, B Lol T &iERE BT L5HI & 720, FHMM LB LD
MR L0, MHD, EBREERE -H Lok, ZIUFX2 FETHEIA LS, s i
B 5 E WA T 256 13 & ZOERIRE ) MR 2D, TR0 RO IR END Z L AR
BEnD. £z, C HAOY 2y NETFIT 0452 L HEgHEm <, EBRERNO LEZEOTRY
PR TE D, WZIZ, CHRDOXZHERZE LN D D HFIZERL TN 2 ERBEx 6
5. Fheoh, farmEl s AR T HMUNE T & FTE SR K ORGEOmE TRE L

DIRFZHNTHEEMICIHEITE RN ERbholz. 2, FEAM~NTE-RFIBIOE
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— NI O ZERE ) E LRWZD, Y2y NRATFORNORELZZIT L7200 ThHD.

Loading direction

a—1 Slipband

Crack

Fig. 4-8 Fatigue crack observation by SEM on Specimen 3 (N=2.0 X 10%cycles).
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Fig. 4-9 Change of Young’s modulus as a function of w on Grain A of Specimen 3.

Table 4-4 Values of Slip factor from each slip system on Grain A of Specimen 3
(Considering anisotropy)

Slip B — Other Slip | Slip D — Other Slip
Sli Sl

Systlgm <5 Systgm &
Al 0.117 Al 0.003
A2 0.083 A2 0.002
A3 0.200 A3 0.005
Bl (0.466 ) | BI1 0.012
B2 [(0.076 ) [ B2 0.002
B3 (0.389 )| B3 0.010
Cl 0.205 Cl 0.005
C2 0.091 C2 0.002
C3 0.113 C3 0.003

| D1 0.594 D1 (_0.016
D2 0.068 D2 | (_0.002
D3 0.526 D3 (0.014

Expected crack deflection pattern : Slip D —Slip B —Slip D —Slip B...
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4.3.4 Specimen 4 2331} 5 FHH

ARIE UL Specimen 4 \Z331F 20 Mg 97 & ZUR BN L CRGMEZBE L2 T K+
S CERMNTHHE L7oERZ RS, £, Specimen 4 K 0 1% LAV UINE T & HERAEE) 4 Fig.
4-10 ICFHBT 5. KLY, BUNERXZRIEC HMICRAELIEEZAN B, D, B L2520
DD, Fio, EHEMA o \ZHT DY 7R EOE{E Fig. 4-11 1ITR7. KLY, AEEFEREIC
ELWRFENHERTE D, 2OV VROE A BT LU TR L2 2503V [Kf% Table
4-5127 7. AIEREY, D HAICHER L7203 B FIZERL, BOD FHAICERT 57-0%
BRAG R & DFEGIERBAFIC LTV D, AT, ARBRT (Specimen 4135 V2 E L1236 O
TR KFFICBWNTHERIER EEHT D2 N2 BICTHRINTEY, EhHMEL XORGMHE
DOEL L THRBROFMFER & 7eo7o. Tk, KRB (Specimen 4)IZF\\TlE, BT RY
RITK LT, MR EZBEITRBELL2WER Lo, 37205, Specimen 4 O 1 5 12505k
FERRT AN (101) T ASEL R L TV D48 SRLIE FCC AMIC RV Chikhy, BIGHESIREZZ T 7202
EVREIND. T2ZL, BEEHTHRR L7z kDI, mEE I EZERT IR IUEH
DEWEHERSTEHEITE, TARAVKFICLL25HMIAEH TE WD T, ZOEEIFEL TR

FORGTED EL HDOFT Y KFTHERFR L —B L.
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Loading direction
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Fig. 4-10 Fatigue crack observation by SEM for Specimen 4 (N=2.0 X 103cycles).
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Fig. 4-11 Change of Young’s modulus as a function of w on Grain A of Specimen 4.
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Table 4-5 Values of Slip factor from each slip system on Specimen 4
(Considering anisotropy)

Slip B — Other Slip | Slip D — Other Slip
Sli Slij

Systgm G Systre)m <
Al 0.291 Al 0.452
A2 0.105 A2 0.164
A3 0.396 A3 0.616
Bl (0.549 ) Bl 0.853
B2 ( 0.026 ) B2 0.040
B3 ( 0.523 ) B3 0.813
Cl 0.018 Cl 0.027
C2 0.004 C2 0.006
C3 0.014 C3 0.022
D1 0.560 DI (. 0.870 )
D2 0.111 D2 (0.173 )
D3 0.671 D3 ( 1.042 )

Expected crack deflection pattern : Slip B —Slip D —Slip B...

4.3.5 Specimen 5 2331} 55

Specimen 5Z35\F DU INE T E LT L TR IGMEZ B E LT 0 K12 CTHAT L 72/ R 2 A
HCTIEHRT. £, Specimen 5 X 0156 NT-HUNET & KO R ZE) % Fig. 4-12 1B 5. (A
0, UNETTERIT B, D HFROEET N0 RE2FH L ARn bR L T <R BlgEs k.
7B, ZOHGEDOEFEOT XY RAIERGERE B LWnWbDE oz, £7o, FEM o 12
I U CEALT DY 7R E % Fig. 413 187, FXMS, BEEREICEERA o (26 L TEHELL
BAEMERERNATND. fiWT, ROV 7B EBR L TRAEOT XY EFEZHEL, £
DR % Table 4-6 (27 [MFE LV, D Frce L)y &I B FmiciE L, £D#% D, B,
D L RHICHEINT S Z LR s, AT Bl U722 R & RAFICHHIE L TR Y, Bt
ERTHZLT, BuMETERIEIMEE 2 &SI CE MR E o7, £, KRR
(Specimen SHZ B CILaRER LB T 61IC Specimen 4 & [RARIZ(10D)ESELR L CTW DA, £ TD
JiTal, RD JFRIOBLAIAS Specimen 4 DD & 57e B8, FEHMEO TR K112 CTHAG T X 7o

STbDTHLLEEBEALND. Tbb, FHMEOT Y KFNERGER L GBI 57— A 138
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M TNLD A ZTIRENTH D120, RIGWEBE LT XYV RFICL > TRHiid 2 2 L3

BT ZENHLNE ST,

Loading direction

1)l / :

Fig.4-12 Fatigue crack observation by SEM for Specimen 5 (N=2.0 X 10¢cycles).
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Fig. 4-13 Change of Young’s modulus as a function of @ on Grain 4 of Specimen 5.

Table 4-6 Values of Slip factor from each slip system on Specimen 5
(Considering anisotropy)

Slip B — Other Slip | Slip D — Other Slip
Sli Sli

Systle)m & Systgm &
Al 0.007 Al 0.098
A2 0.006 A2 0.073
A3 0.013 A3 0.171
Bl (0.071) [ BI 0.948
B2 (0.006)| B2 0.076
B3 (0.066 )| B3 0.871
Cl 0.026 Cl 0.344
C2 0.011 C2 0.151
C3 0.014 C3 0.193
D1 0.046 D1 (0.607 )
D2 0.001 D2 | (0.015)
D3 0.045 D3 | (0.592)

Expected crack deflection pattern : Slip D —Slip B —Slip D...




4.4 WS
ARETII2ELITRRY, BRIFMEBE LA T XV ROTNY R EZEEEA0lS Lo 7
REDEZIIZ L TR L, B URRE ERERZ T 52 LT, REMEZEE L

TN RFOAMIECE L TRl 2 S50 L7z, AR TH LN E 2 U TIORT.

1. BEMEZBELIETANVRTEZHNDZ & T, FEHMEICCTRHMEICE Rh o 7o 77 2 R/

FHlAIRE L fr oo, Eo, FHMEBE LT RFIS TR T EE T o 7 u N I &
WAL THEAIMEZEZBET 22 & CRBEICFHITRE CTh » /2.

2. PUINES E AP EICHAEEA MICERT 5568 LOEAR RV E A, (Long Crack) & 72> 72
G E R EZE LT N0 KFIZB W TOIMIIAR R TH 72, bbb, 25 L7k
= ATIERGMEEZZE LT RO KRFOEARATEHDL Z 2R T 25D TH-o72.

3. Table 4-7 (TR d@Y, BIEMEEZZBRLIZTNVREFZHND LT, 2.CR LSS ZERIT
TREHITRE Ch o 72, ks, Rk L72flstDr—21dy = I v MR KO T-Stress &5

JE LR SIS 5 G 2 s b - 7.

Table 4-8 Agree or not-agree between experimental data and evaluation

Specimen No Agree or not
1 Agree
2 Not
3 Not
4 Agree
5 Agree
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B2 BICBW T FMEEE LT3R R Ko C Mgy & Waaf i L7z, £ OfRER,
MRS R & BRAFICAEBT 200 L RESTBET 20 ORFRE LTI, 22T, HIHEIIE
WA B S AN AEA 5 T-Stress 258 L CX 20K RIS T E2FH Lz, BHERT
HHEOTRY KT ORER L0 BREEX B LA, & ZE I L THRE2 X2 ORERIE S5 %
RHT 208N H 0 BLEN L IXSWVEECTHEE S o7, 7o, BRBRA GG I & RN
BT OEIIE— FIRBIOE— R I O RERE /NS W), 3730 K72 X 2 FHmIE
MDY, AV Iy MNCHET LR E Rote. RBICH 4B TRIEZEZE LT
TEHEH L., ZORR, EHEOTROK I THMAE TH T2 bDORARETH -2 DI
OO T, ISRl CE 72, 72720, Ak L7z & 5 IchfEl mic S MERT 25 A8 L O
RWERHERVZET RV EZFHERT IHE6R 1TV Ch o7z, £z, Table 5-1 I[ZAFHAMIC TH
DN RREMDIZ b DEFT. FHERLY, FHFUMOTROKETIC L LFHMORESEN b &
<, FEIEH B LORTEZEE LT NORFIC L 50N REOREME L o7, Tk
D, BN L72b oL EET 2 AR & 2 i 25 8) & 5l C & 5 RGO TR0 KD Ak

FUSHBC L LFHE L Y SR TH Y, TEMICEM TR TFIETHL EF X 5.

Table 5-1 Agree or not-agree between experimental data and evaluation
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Groropy | TS| (nmotropy)
Specimen No Agree or not Agree or not Agree or not
1 Not Agree Agree
2 Not A Not
3 Not A Not
4 Agree Agree Agree
5 Not Agree Agree
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6.1 HS
AT F ClIUINE T & HERZENICOWCOEEMN 22 Ef L, R AH5EELEBR LT DK
L -oTC, ZORMFEEEZEENICTM CE . RAETIE, MMt mMEFENE, & EE,
AREEGTEE BT D Ti-6Al-4V G4 &R E LT, 9 &2 A4 T BN L. FM
BHE, MrZ2esginisn, ANLIRBEEHA 77 & MBSICEZ < Mo TR Y, JEI7 & WA AHE
RS 2 LT LEMICRD CTEETH SH. £, A E TIEmE O GHF FCC MG 2 x5 &
L7 UV 97 & SJERAEE) O 2 B & LT, ZOMEMEL £ L O TERD, RETHR L
T 5 Ti-6Al-4V A& 1IN T e TS HCP 2 A7 5 o tH & a FHHALSL S BCC A3 % B
FHO Lamellar ##% D 2 fH TS LTI Y, [AIREIORE G = 28RO IER 1T H & 2 il
BICISHTTHE Cd D 2 W FIMRIC BT 23Ry CHECTH D B2 72, I T, AHETIE
Ti-6A1-4V G4 DO INE 57 & 2R B Z B B2 L, & 5 2 SR EH Tl F 7TRE72 71 7 HIRE
MFEOHEELIT 7. 1| BOMSIT TR LR, EIHERBEFNFHFEL LT 21y b
KA TRl D Z L3 @EHBITH Y, ki, EBRRER L 0BG EmWAT 2 Iy MEFR
RS RLIIM B HIC 2 AFE L, EORSERRIN BIE T E R PR AET 202 PEICT 5 2 1T
HTHoH, WHD, a2y MAFIZK o> TRUNET & 28 2 MRS T 2 L I3 3V
<, Fei i FIEOMNIALETH D, £, Ti-6Al-4V 540 a FHICE > TiX HCP & TH
LIOERBLOFEEmDOT N REAL, TOREHRBIIEHTHD. ok, 1| BlZBWTH
IR L TeDMUINE 55 & R AR ITM BRI DO NIAZRH L L W o 7o T XY ZBRITHEWA L D 2 & iZfilii
oo ZHERY, ARBHEETIIAAZRH LOBEN 1 E725 v 2y NRTFOENREBIT5 2 &
IZ &> CEERADOEBNRFMAZRAT. LR > T, RETIX Ti-6A1-4V 54O INE T &
FAZEICEAL TSN EBR LY =2 Iy MAFIZ L > TERMICEFHE L, £OHMMEIC

SWTHBR L0 THE1 5.
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6.2 A I L OVERR T 1A

6.2 HEEM B I OERGE

AWFSETIE, VAREfRA > Ty N « [JEREL, 2 DTk 998K T 2 REfHIBEsh L 7212122421
L7z Ti-6Al-4V 4% o, RIS AL FRER TS K ORI ReIE 22 2 4121 Table 6-1, Table 6-2
g BRI O Ti-6Al-4V G800, WBORFHMPRBRA ORFHME —HT 5
LI L TnD. £, RIFFEOXISR & T2 Ti-6Al-4V &4 O K Ak OB R % Fig. 6-1
R, FKEY, afBB LV atp O 2 F8EMEE 72> TV D Z LR s. BBRATEIRIE, Fig
6-2 (R TIRICHEN TR L ORI T Uiz, 7eds, 597 S HORBARI &3 8 Eifmo ik
HICIRE S 5728, BB P REIC R AT, I oIBmBREZERIC L T\Wa . ERGE
132 WL AT, AMISIIRIEZ 550 MPa & U, J&/ibk R=-0.8 &35 2 & THRE L 0 #uIES &

HaE ST
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12

Loading
direction

RD

A-A cross
60 section
Fig. 6-2 Specimen geometry of Ti-6Al-4V alloy.
Table 6-1 Chemical Composition of Ti-6Al-4V(mass%)
Ti Al v Fe o N C H
Bal. | 6.39 | 4.18 | 0.18 | 0.184 [ 0.005 | 0.002 | 0.0019

Table 6-2 Mechanical properties of Ti-6Al-4V

0.2%proof stress Tensile strength Elongation
(MPa) (MPa) (%)
870 970 16.9




6.3 B/INE 57 & SR AE ORI TE

6.3 HUNEFH & HRREEOTMFIE

FEERTICIAET 590 RT3 KL TH A7, EBSD MEHTIC K 0 15 5 5 fbdh A i & 2k
Z, MEHNICAE ST 28T X0 %% 3 IRTHICRBLT D2 L ENRH S, £ 2T, AHFFETIE Fig. 6-3
(R & DI, ARBHREICEE SV RBHEAR R (X Hh, Y i, Z#h) 2T T, N0 a, B
QEMNDLZ LT, BTNV REIRIMNIIEKET L Lamiel Lz, X0 M ald, #BR
M Cd 2 M X-Y FEICAE L 290 # & AFEEE A S (Xa) o23A, 0441, R
BRI OER TN 2T R0 EoEEsfA, 730/ 1%, 730 Hm LB Rmoad /L
TNENER L. 2B TRV MAIIKTORGMZEE LTWS. 2d, X0/ q, B, Q1F,

EBSD f@tric kv iGons 44 7 —fAE2 AW CHE L=

Normal direction of
specimen surface (Z)

A

Slip plane

" 4

/m axis (Y)
&

Fig. 6-3 Definition of angle Q which is out of component of Schmid factor.
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TV EEIZH DTN RN T 2 EAWIGE ) & Z D90 RO FEE VRNE T & TR,

Fig. 6-4 O X 5 72 Wik i A OHGEHABICHIIRMEP Z2MMZ 5 & &, HREAWIET 113,

7= (P/A) * cos®Dcosi (6-1)

EREND. TITOIIMEE TR EIERSMORTMA, LI EE TR0 HR oA
EEFENTND. D cosdeost DA T = X MAF (Schmid Factor : SF) & FECY, 37D
RPEEAFAET DREaa DG, SFRRROT RO RN ET RO R LD, Sftd WS 1m5E <
7% 2 & TIEBT 5. 723, SFIL EBSD T L0 15 B2 R58 LD 3 IR OFEREEH (7L
1150 ZRWTHEE Lz, #5 Tk 72X 518, SFsin®Q 1% SF 38 LU0 M O isb sy O M5
BERLIZNT A—F & UCHRATIIIE CIRE SNIZB - 2008 55 & AR AERHER 1 ThH Y, SF &

R QOIEEEETEL L TEHLTWS.

P
A (area)
\_/ . .
T Normal direction
' to slip plane
Slip direction

A

T ¥~
! Slip plane

Fig. 6-4 Calculation of Schmid factor.
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6.4 EBGEREBIUEE

6.4.1 EBSD B£2#5 3

—HREITIE S X FUAE Y SF A AT D RR 0 RIS TR NMER LRAET S L Eh T
L. UL h, BB IZIIZEONT a HFIE L TR Y, 7 & RJKBEAR N & 2o oW
o FHOO001)HEH D SF 23, MO a FADOZN L AR HEREVWVETH L0 E I NI RATHS.
Z 2 CARMIIE UL, RS RBRANIE 57 S AR RAET D LB 2 55 R BRI (1mmx 1 mm) O 5H
2%t LT EBSD VEIZ & B fldb T FfRNT 21T o 1=, fiENTHE R % Fig. 6-5 12",

ZIT, ERRFHICEBDNTL, RIS AR KT, REASRIER AR E 2 AL K 0 g T & A
MIET D ENDnoTND[94]. TD2D, Ti-6Al4V 546 Z ORHEICET 2 LREL, B
1% L7= 248k > EBSD MRS 0, BRI K E <, H-2(000)H D SF 23K EWHINT a
FHZ & SRR & 72 2 ATREMEDS S I @ FH & U CAHFIE L 72, Fig. 6-6 ISR, 36 L OVE
(0001)E D SF % &8 L 7= EBSD it e 2/~ 9. [RIX CrIAl bR s K& WHINT o FRIE S
L, EBICKF DT —a— RIZRTIEY (000)[FH D SF ORI LY @3 ENTWD. FXKE
Y, EBSD fi##T 247 - 7 & T, K ORIT/RT Grain 1 23, FLBAPRIZR DS K & <, H->(0001)
D SERRKEVHNT a fHTH D Z ENDND. £ T, Grain | OFT RV, BIOSFEHH
L7z, #55% Table 6-3 127”79, 7235, Grain 1 AL OJLKX % Fig. 6-7 \ZR7.

Table 6-3 £ ¥ Grain 1 ®(0001)[E D SFITWTIL MDD TEVWVMETH L Z E N5, T7obb,
R D(0001)E D SF 2 H DT o A1 G597 S RPFEAET L LRE L7256, Grain 1 2384
FLai & e D mTRetED s m. L, IR AT o 7ok, Crack A 38 LU Crack B D ¥ 473 Fig.

6-6 TORITRIH 1 HRO B, TRIEAE AL Grain 1 & ITRR L5007 a FHTH o7z,
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Loading
direction

001 101
(a)Color code of a phase (b)Color code of f phase

Fig. 6-5 EBSD analysis results of specimen surface on ND direction.



6.4 FEBRE R LB

Loading
direction

Crack A
initiation point

Minimum Maximum

Color code of schmid factor

Fig. 6-6 Schmid factor map of specimen surface.

Fig. 6-7 Local observation for Schmid factor map on Grain 1.
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Table 6-3 Schmid and SFsinQ values on Grain 1

Slip system aldeg] | pldeg] | Qldeg] Sf‘:ft‘;d SFsinQ

Al 53 0214 | 0.171

Basal | A2| 47 -1 63 0282 | 0252

A3 5 0497 | 0.047

B| -36 35 53 0225 | 0.8

Prismatic C -48 -24 63 0.147 0.132

D 74 78 5 0.025 | 0.002

6.4.2 Crack A DEIEHER

Crack A OYE2RIEMEE TOBIERE R % Fig. 6-8 (2757, Fig. 6-8(c)lLikBriR Lk N =8.0x10*
cycles DFE, EHEBIZRICL > TRAINTZWEHEHTH S, £z, Fig 6-8)b)iLL 7'V HiEIC X
0 EUS L7= Fig. 6-8(c)lTfFORMEMEHMAZ M D Z L2 X0 R SN T=f/h D57 & Z(N=5.0 X 10*
cycles) Th 5. TN O DOBIERER L VIR & /K BEAR TP CTRIHITHDL LE T

F 72, Crack A IZ31F 5 AFM BIZHER B L O =Wt kil % Fig. 6-9 3 X UM Fig. 6-10 (27”7,
Fig. 6-9 78 AFM BIE365 R CTH Y, XLV FHOE 13 50~60 um FBETH H Z L) 5. Fig.
6-10 £V, ETRAEPLALZHATEE nm 1 ZEOEREN R I, T iV, 7 & R

AR L THALDDORERTNYERICL O BELZLDLEZOND.
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Loading direction

(a) 5.0 X 10*cycles (Replica)

Loading direction

(b) 6.0 X 10*cycles (Replica)

Loading direction

>

(b) 8.0 X 10*cycles (Direct observation)

Fig. 6-8 Fatigue crack observation for Crack A.
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99 |

Loading direction

Fatigue Crack A
initiation site

Fig. 6-9 AFM analysis results for Crack A.
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100 |

500

0(nm)

500

0(pm)

200 7
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200
| |
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Fig. 6-10 AFM analysis results for of cross section of Crack A.
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6.4.3 Crack A D & Z4R AT

P RBRIR I, fENT53R % F1F C Crack A OFA ST IZ-DW\C EBSD T 17 7-.
ZHUZ R VG HNT SF~ v 78 L O A b & AT 1 2 72 SEM Eifg 4 Fig. 6-11 (2~ [FXH
DOORITREINDHZN LT MBI VRE LS EZBARLTHY, ARITEHEZRLTW
5. FKEY, Crack AlEGrain2 ZfmR e LTHRELTNWDZ ENDMND. £2°C, Grain2 O
TR AL SF A B L72#E 5% Table 6-4 (277,

Table 6-4 1V, Grain2 DT XY ff g=-21° L AFTRT EREOT XY ANIZEFETH 5720
Crack A 1Z Grain 2 OJEHTRIVICEIVBELZEEZLND. F£72, Grain 2 D(0001)iH D
SF(=0.492) 1 X LLH ) K & 724 Cdb 5 2%, Ak L7z Grain 1 O(0001)[E D SF L W /hNS7fiThb &
WD, ZOZ L, BB PICEEAFIET D04 a FHOW, £3 L H(0001)HEHIZHT D SF A
MR ERDUNT a BN DIETT EH/HDBAET D LIFRL2NWZ EERBRTHHEDTHDH. 2T,
SE WK THDHHMOTRY A QIZOWTHEH L. Grain 1 @ SF 23K TH 25 J7mD0001)iH
DTV QIIHIS THY, T BOEIG BRI/ NS W2, 297 E RIEAITE Dk
WUENEL MBI/ D B2 b5, % LT Crack A 35842 LT dbLD SFE i K Tdh 5 7
D00 )E DTV A Q13K 39° TH Y, ANROKEEEL L AR TT Y BOMHSEIT PR E W
72, HAMNEIIZ L DAV IABRBERINT <25, ZOFER, Grain 2 NIT Crack A DFEAEE

ME72 DAV IAKZN Grain 1 LY BWEMETEMSIL, TANES R ERBIONS.

101 |



6.4 FEBRE R LB

102 |

Loading direction

e

Loading direction

Minimum

Maximum

Color code of schmid factor

Fig. 6-11 Microstructure observation around Crack A.

Table 6-4 Schmid and SFsinQ values on Grain 2

Slip system | « [deg] | B [deg] | Q[deg] Sff;r;‘rd SF&‘“
Al 4 | 0276 [0.021
Basal [A2| -21 | -46 39 0492 0312
A3 34 | 0217 0.121
B| 29 43 4 | o201 Joo1s
Prismatic | C | 87 -16 39 | 0.022 [0.014
D| 41 24 34 | 0.132 {0.074
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6.4.4 Crack B DBIEHE R

Crack B DY FHAMEE COBEHER % Fig. 6-12 (2”7, 7238, Fig. 6-12(c) LA BRK LI N= 8.0
X10%cycles TH A SN EHTH S, Fig3-12)b)E L7V LI L 0 B L 7= Fig. 6-12(c)Urfs
OREEREWD Z LIV BAINTH/NORETTEZUN = 1.5X10%cycles) TH 5. T b O
Fn D, XZEAFIL Fig 6-12) TRITE Y & B 272,

F7z, Crack B OFMIRRFI 21T 972, & RE AFMIZTRIZ LT-. £7°, AFM BIEHER
% Fig. 6-13 (2”7, ABRIKICT, ZRBS AFM BIEERTHY, AN EHOBEKK E2ZE N
AURL TS, FAKEY ZHOEIIT 1520 ym BBETH D Z LR b0d. IRICEHE =KL
\ZHIZE LT- 8 % Fig. 6-14 1R 3. RIKNC T, ZREZFAZHEMCTEE nm 1% & O EIKZED R
SN Enn, P E ST RimIIR L TR GDORE 2T RO ERICLORELZ D

DEEZLND.
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Crac_ktip- o . l

Crack tip

Loading direction

>

(a) 1.5 X 10*cycles (Replica)

Loading direction

(b) 2.5 X 10%cycles (Replica)

Loading direction

>

(b) 8.0 X 10*cycles (Direct observation)

Fig. 6-12 Fatigue crack observation for Crack B.
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Loading
direction

s X
Fatigue Crack B
initiation site

Fig. 6-13 AFM analysis results for Crack B.
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Oagfy .
Ing d”"t?cﬁo
n

500

0(nm)

500

0(pm)

200 —

o) \/‘M’V\\

200 —

0(um) 10

Fig. 6-14 AFM analysis results for of cross section of Crack B.
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6.4.5 Crack B O & Z43 A 31

P RBRIR I, fENT53R % F1F C Crack B D% A ST IZ DV C EBSD T 17 7.
ZHUZ R VG BT SF~ v 78 L OB A b & AT 1 2 72 SEM Eifg 4 Fig. 6-15 (Z7~d . [AXH
DOORITREINDHZN LT MBI VRELEEHZBARLTHY, ARITEHEZRLTW
5. FKEY, CrackBiXGrain3 R & LTHERAELTNDZ ENDND. £Z T, Grain3 D
TR AL SF 2B L72#E 5% Table 6-5 (277,
Table 6-5 £V, Grain 3 DF XY ff o= -13° &AM TRTEEOT RO ANTZEFETH D728
Crack B | Grain 3 OJEH T RIVICLVRBELZEEZLND. £z, Grain 3 D(0001)iE D
SF(=0.44 1) TR & 72l CTd 5 23, Ak L7z Grain 1 D(0001)[H D SF L W /hNS7fiThsr &
WD, ZOZ X, BB PICEZEAFIET D204 a HOW, 43 L $(0001)HHIZI1T D SF A
MR ERDUMNT a BN DI TT RN AET D EIFROE 2N EE2RETHHEDTHS. T I T,
SE WK THDHIHMOTRY A QIZOWTHEH L. Grain 1 @ SF 23K TH 25 7 mO0001)iH
DFTRYAQIHIS THY, T BOEIG DB HIH/ NS W2, 257 & RIEAITE Dk
WULHBN L MBIZR D EEZXBND. %P LT Crack B B34 LTCHEAERLD SF BN ix K CToh 5 )7
M OO00 ) DT XY 4 Q13K 337 THY, AHROFEAAL & TR BEOmA I R E N
72, HAMNEIIZ L DAV IABRPERINT <725, ZOFERE, Grain 3 WIT Crack B DAL

MERDANVIARZD Grain 1 X0 BWEETIERIN, TNUNES o2 ENELZLND.
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Loading direction

Fatigue Crack B
initiation site ‘ X

Loading direction

Minimum Maximum
Color code of schmid factor

Fig. 6-15 Microstructure observation around Crack B.

Table 6-5 Schmid and SFsinQ values on Grain 3

Slip system | a [deg] | f[deg] | Q[deg] S;al‘;?:rd Slzzm
Al 14 | 0296 [0.069
Basal |A2| -13 -57 33 0441 0239
A3 18 | 0.144 [0.045
B| -43 29 14 | 0277 [0.065
Prismatic | C | 80 3 33 | 0.080 [0.043
D| 26 27 18 | 0.126 [0.039
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6.4.6 Crack C~K O & Z43 A5l

AT & AR oo 3kBR 12 THIZR S 472 Crack C~K OUINE ST & B AL OF M % SFsinQ (2 C
1To7-. DR R % Fig. 6-16 I £ D72, [ L VS22 X HIZE&TO XD o FHOEHI(0001)
M kA e LCRAEL, M A SHMSEBRB L2 2 X v MET SFsinQ [ CRHiffRE T 5 =
Lotz Thebb, KR TR E T D Ti-6A1-4V 5413 HCP #5152 A3 2 a FADEE
RO PNEETDHZ LI Ko TAAEH LTSI, T EXRPBET HZ B LNE o7,
7o, RWEICTED ANTRERIT H 5 @ DRk OB NI I\ Tl AT RE 72 /) FRY 7Rl 7

AL LI Z Lm0 THD.

Crack
initiation

<—

Crack
initiation

(b) Crack D
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(c) CrackE
f,s —
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(d) Crack F

(f) CrackH
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4 Crack o -l Slip system :
* initjation : ! [deg] | [deg] | sinQ

Basal

-11 3 10.001

50 | 63 [0.115
59 | 56 |0.085

Pris

glo|=|&|&| 2

(i) CrackK

Fig. 6-16 Fatigue crack nucleation of Crack C~K.
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JrERER ATV, LU Ak, EBSD {EIC X DT

AWFFETIE, Ti-6A1-4V &4 % VT3

DOREFR LR RIE DO AFM BIZIZ LV, P55 S RIS AR 26 U TRGIHERE DS M 39 5%

X
ICOWTHR ZITo7e. ZHd& Y, BUINEST & RIS O € BRRHETFIEOMSLZ B E LT

Yo Xy MEF OB B L2 L. AT AR O b i 7T

1. 9% 97 Z ZUFHEAY K X 72 Schmid factor (SF)Z AT Hikan L D RBAETDH L I TWDHN, A

FTCIE FROBRB T X oo, ZHUE, Y= Iy METFICARZET L omEsS RS % &

LU o nZ L 2B R LTz,
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L7z, TONRT A= ZHSL &, JE95 & 20T SFsinQ O @\ WHINT o FHN L 0 58423 280
b LRI

3. AKWFETHWETi-6A1-4V &3 & TORBRAIC T aHDIEE TN D (1T &> TG & W FEE

L7z, 23U, EEOTNVIZEVAELL TN E SREEAEN R LTI LTk,

FREERIRETH o 7=
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