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Fatigue Behavior with respect to Rolling and Residual Stress in Butt-welded Steel
Plate
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Fig. 1. Configuration of tensile specimen
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Fig. 2. Configuration of welded fatigue

specimen
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Fig. 3. da/dN vs. AK(MPa - y/m) [R]
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Fig. 4. da/dN vs. AK(MPa - /m) [0=0"]
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Fig. 5. da/dN vs. AK(MPa - /m) [0=30"]
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Fig. 6. da/dN vs. AK(MPa - v/m) [0=45°]
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Fig. 7. da/dN vs. AK(MPa - v/m) [0=60" ]
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Fig. 8. da/dN vs. AK(MPa - y/m) [0=90" ]
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Fig. 9. da/dN vs. AK(MPa - v/m) [sum]
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