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Abstract

Mixed mode surface crack in finite-width plate subjected to parabolic tension and twisting

has been analyzed in 3-D problem by using boundary element method. The calculations were
carried out for the surface crack angle(a) of 0% 157 30, 45" 60°and 75 and for the aspect
ratio(a/c) of 0.2, 0.4, 0.6 and 1.0 to get stress intensity factors at the boundary points

of the surface crack. For the aspect ratio of 1.0 and the surface crack angles, finite element

method was used to check the results in this study. Comparison of the results from both

methods showed good agreement.

a [ Xugdel o
2c¢ i R AHFE Ho]

H 3839 o

Fl, F” . "?"i}'% 7”“‘/;: W :SH'ZHQ»] %
K, K;; *Mode I, Mode 11 28 &ghAF t D EAe] FA
Q e FEo WF F4AS e (EHTLEY Z4x

*aEdsn ity waEg (gE )

*gadigta ZAF S (L)

103




mE

1. M =

Skl T ApeA AlRE sljddte] &
At Zol BFEolR shite gglow Sx|s|4uy
o] TEE E  glor] o)A olA7tx 1 kg g
Boke g dste] Azt A7) 1otE 231 A8

T A8 gt slyoe ARl Utk g
8] 221 M@ ¥ slA Aol AF Datad] o= Fx
o] BAE N F A4 2B HL3l g 2
AIE AEHO R Ao WA Hod A
TEEY FEEA Y 44 Simulationg Zx= )
T 4% 234 X9 Ao g REF e B
g & Utk siAde 3395yt des Hu )

32 ] FA MYz NE &3} 2APY (Altern-
ating Method), #3834 (FEM), AAl8ay®,
HAHHYY (Body Force Method) o] QA A%,
v, HEAde e dFddto] YT 1 EFo
AoA Z2te] 22& X3 Utk

FA o] EASe veley AT A8
A4 (Stress Intensity Factor : SIF) gt& Raju?=
o] f¥as SN A} vlwd Aol ¢l
Aog deA glon ol wEEL AFY =A
olefA] AgrbEditie BAE Qith

E3 A dFAEe] EETE W U
o] oY, FAMY % APHY 5L T3
THoY I AFe M2} 5~100% xtelg Jehilz
slom #R7tA] o] R diFk AHol HAHA B3
Aotk gRE EAT DY A W d7E F
ol FAYFY HFo| F_dhs Mode I s}
R HAF G dsir WAstATE e AAERAZA
= Mode I F-3ivule] ohjx FEWe $yulsko)
Ao] Ag-she THPRSIE e FAlo] FHol AA
A Fyzx 2. 2822 TF Mode 339
TEEAZ = 397 g9y 4zEd. Tgrses
Te 33 Fde FEAT makA Mode 71 s}
she A3 B33 298 Ha o] FIASE 231
HETE ATolA dEske e gd5A It
o A7]A HE FET BAEL oI JYv Adas
¥ (Boundary Element Method) & QAB%e] wH
o g 7HE3tT 3xH A% Datae] ZH)7} &

104

o]k EAE VAT 9lon BAHEA, 53 7IE
Aol MMM 3 s 2Py gUth

WA B A7E 349 BAQ Z3FY (Surface
Crack) & siAidez 3tod, RG] thgt 34
f#<1 Kelvinfgg 7] 2% (Fundamental Solution) &
A 3xHe AA QA 23 A mixdsto] 42x]
&8 program& st FYale] B (Inner
Point) o] th3t ke A4t 2 HAEST &3 Mode
I(Mode I +Mode I) RRATL Ad L3l
EAZE H1 Qe FadAUe] ERsks BETE 2
7] B Aol §-83 U AS BFEE d A
& E3og 3t

FAF Y] RRARAS AARLPPN e 84
& TS ¥¢ 9 oew go) "o

Co (P)u, (P)+/Tu*(P,Qu, (Q) dI
=/ Uu*(P, Q) t(Q) drQ) (1)

q71X U*(P,Q), Tu*(P,Q)E B pol ke
2 99 300] BET 99 W QolA 14T
712 ol™ P& (Inner Point) Al4te] Fad 3449
o] Kelvinfg¥'&
1

Uy, * (P, =—————| —r, x0i;
ki, ( Q) 16/1(1—1/)1‘2 [ r, x
+(3—4y)r,, 8+3r, 4r, 1, 5]
1
Tw, * (P, =———1[3(r,, &
K, J ( Q) 87[(1—1/)1‘3 [ (I' T
ar

+I‘, ié‘Jk*Sr, kL, T, j)

on
+3r, e, o, (1—2y)
[ 8% ny 46 ng— 85 0
+3(—ngr,.r, 4T,
—rs B )] 3
o},
71, v D% PO B Qe AY
r,o 1 (Q,—P,) /rd] WA
n,, . ZAA A He] i PFHE
O, - Kronecker Delta



P LR A7W 45 1990. 12

3. MERa

A 80 AFE No2 3t R (DS ois}
A 71estd o3 o] drh

Cu(P) C,,(P) Ciu(P) u, (P)
Cu(P) Cp(P) C,,(P)} u, (P)
Ca (P) Cyu(P) Cyu(P) us (P) |
. Tu*(P,Q) Tu*(P, Q)
3 [T (PQ) T (P, Q)
T ITa* (P Q) Tw* (P Q)
T* (P, Q) ] [u (Q)
Eﬁﬁ%Q)[uMQ)Mﬂ@
To* (P, Q) | Lus (@)
. Uy, * (P, Q) U,*(P, Q)
- [ [Uﬂ*an)tn:<P,Q>
T Ua*PQ) Ut (P Q)
Un* (P, Q) [t (@)
Un*(P, Q | | 1. (Q) | dr (@)
Un*(P, Q) | [t (@
{4)

w(Q), t(Q 9 Warl eaulda HYow Un
b1, B2 B3 b8 WATSFE 3l Th3-9] Matrixd.o
2 Agstn

{[Cm]+[Hm]} {Ui}:[cm] {tet {5)

g71M n, & F AHFEEA (Cu), (Ha), (Gale
3n,X3n, 9] FFele}. webr] K(5) & AAANe] AR
WA (D didste AHelshd

Cki u, +¢{\: (hki 'Ui1+h)¢t . ui2+hki' U3
 theeug)

M=

i

(gm' tot gt 8x -tz g
1
gkt taa)

il

(6)

&71A ZAAEYgzA®

,i h, o2 3

=
[

h xx

2

M=

(hgi-un+hg: Uz Fhyug+he: ug)

M=

105

[

M=

N .
3 (gre tu T grit tie T ER tis T 8 ti) (7)

ox 9} olZel s Ao B Aelshd

NN
2 Hyruy= 30 Gty {8)
< =

1 i=1 1 k=1

TM= i

o] RE 3| HEEE
[H] {ut =[G] {t}

oltt,

o7)1A {u)e AEH EY Vector, {t}e AEH
EHY Vectorolth AAZ olatslgt HEwA el
AoIME HolHR- R (9) o] Matrixe] AP Eo=
gy (Mol #siMe ZAEAzAE AH8ske A
o8 Sol2E-g WM A2 H7} 7hest Gy
Aoz ARH.

(9)

A
huny

3.1 PIREOlIM el AHlAtAof Of4tst

2 PE A% B QE AN Hew ke 4%
e welsh $del AT E et ol EAIS)
of7ich.

Ur o (P) =/ U, (P, Q) (Q)drr

=/ Tu,*(P,Qu, (QdI (10
S A2
o (P) =/ Dy, (P, Q)t, (QdI
= [ Sk (P, Q)u, (P)dI (1
714 Dy, (P, Q), Sk (P, Q)& &9 A&

of m g},

1
D (P, Q) :E!ﬂ*l/) 2 [ (1—2u) {r, . i1
+r, x0T, jakl} +3r, ,r, T, j]
12
or
- M
= [ 33— {(1—2
S (P. Q) 4x(1—v)r? [ on f( v)

r, 18~1+V(r, ,-é‘k,+r, ;,8,,)

—5[‘, xC, T, j} +2 U(I‘, 1T, Ny
41, xr, 0 + (1—=2») Br, ,r,
Ny +n¢é‘m+nkb‘u) - (1_4 V)

ny 5;;1 ] (13)



o
]

CIFRX

WA Pl diside K10 oheRa 2o
stafiM o] Weivt Aoy,

o4

Up=gut, +gpit,+- “tgomta— (hmun+hpz u, +

“'%_hpnun) {19
WA g2 A (1) oj4ksteld
ow (P) =Dipit, +Dopet, -+ Doty
—(Sxkiul+szktuz+"'+Snktun) 15)

ol

4, XA

328 AALAHY 28 $=x|84-8 Programel
Algorithm$& Fig. 1o Yeti™ 2 88488 BE37]
A3l =9-3EAAM 9] el SHANLE Fig. 2&
ol 1209 AY=l7} @ ABFEoIA mAE 3 AC
DHGY| F3& TAshe gddo] Fojdl EAZ A
QurAe] S ol &8st dHle] FUHX=Y=6
0 AM 1-1° S$HAREE TP

Ziﬂodel,Elements,Nodes,Inner Point,p

oission’s Ratio, Young's Modulus,Boundary Conditions 77

L7Weiqnts of Fundamental Solutions 41

L Integral of Fundamental Solutions

Traction of
Nodal Point

Know ?

Storage of Diagonal Components on the Coefficient Matrix 1

Storage of Coefficient Matrix

)

Traction
of Nodal Point
Know ? (Tx0)

Displacement
of Nodal Point
Know ? (Ux0}

No LEtorage of Row Vectors on the Right Sidew

L

. Solution of Equations

|

LﬁCalculation of Inner Points ]

{ Qutput

/

END

Fig.1 Algorithm

106



FZAYFHA A7H 45 1990. 12

Mt
-~

D s St

Fig.2 Test Problem Geometry

Fig. 3& Z} Modelo] tigt @ 22TS Jeld Zo
2 Q4% 96, 4= 98¢ Model I, 3 I-I
o] EHRRTS FHe o] 159 AP 842
847120, BH4= 1309 Model I, Fd I-I7%1
ERRETS de] Zol 7.5¢1 ANYPQARF 84
2= 144, HAS3 16221 Model Mo g 3l AAkgich
AAZALEE W ABFES] 4% XYZWHEke] &
E ¥ge 022 stn @ CDHGY 84% YWHd
By ¥Hzde ZFeAZth Fig. 4& 2+ Model
W4 Addg Jebd Rolth

M 1-179 W ALAs sk 82 37
ola ol e Wde exks An AAZY F
A 1-179 & 77k WA JloiMe € 2
A8 JeiT otk o159 FWe 77k WA elA
= A4 1-179 BAXSE 24 243 Model T F
AxAae] £gd QA= ZAE

B gugde] d7e ERTEEY 4% a=0"%
Mode I tig sidelgen a=15-75'¢1 &%
Mode o W3t 7 HE FolE 4 gtk wEhA

~

— 3

107

(A) Model T

gss
HH

Model 1T

(C) Model T

Fig.3 Test Problem Boundary Segments

Model 1
-i0% = Model I
« Model X
0 i 610 i 1 i 1 lZO
VA
Fig.4 Stress Values of Inner Peoint



CIER3L

(A) Parabolic Tension

£ fNoAe ERTE e AR Fig. 594 2ol
EUTdY 4% a=0, 15, 30°, 45, 60, 752
WAL £=60, ¥o]=200, F7A=20%1 Hy) vt
Bl R TdS 845 185 AAHS 196, WA (Inne-
r Point) 5= 1992 94283 XEMY AT vE
ol sEZ:zdez FAFHYIIHTL

Fig. 6(A)& a=(0"d dg saidold B)e a
=15-75" O3t LAR Y-S JEP Zo|t} =& 3
AAE vwslr] 48l FEM Package(ALGOR
SUPER SAP 386 Version) & %Y3% ModelZ 38l
s4stge ™ Fig. 72 8495 876, FHF 12642
2% FEMS] 8288 Jehd Aotk S
Ase U HH S TS AE5I4H Y Hy
brid Extrapolation Mothod) & AH&-3l51e.™ Crack
o] v Hder sl FRAaNE SAFTGHT 3
4 Parameters Aspect Ratio(a/c)=0.2, 0.4,
0.6, 1.09] 4272 a/t=0. 208 FATEY AE
a=0, 15, 30°, 45, 60°, 75°2 ¥3tAA H§-314
EUFE AANAM A ¢o wE) AP

AF K,, K, = Parabolic Tensiond
F1=K1/[0'0V”3~;Q]‘ F11=K11/[00\/E/Q]°]5l
Twisting%l [IH, F[:Kl/[zfoﬂm]y
F11=K11/[2T0v (ﬂa/Q)]EH T8k
A7NM, Q=[E&)]*e=z E(k)x= A2% &H
BRHEAD 2 k=1 (a/c)",

E(k)=f /2v(1~kzsin’¢) de¢old,

0

E(0)=x/2, E(1) =1°]th

(B) Twisting

Fig.5 Coordinate System and Surface Crack
Modeling

108

(A)

(B)

Fig.7 Finite Element Model for a Semi-
Elliptical Surface Crack

AALAEL 9o BEAE FANY wAHYow
A E7] W] Apgle] dXY RolAA HI
FAE E7] 95t} .98 99 Datare FH2AHPR
ot HAE 22 Datao) FHl9} Checkell A7t =2
o] ZA defdry ey AMATE #ite4Re
Matrix7} Band3 2.2 s R d&a FAgsH



B ALFU A A7 45 1990. 12

£ Full-Populated® =7] W] & Aol gith
218" Computerys IBM PC-386(25MHz,
0S;DOS 4.01/UNIX V3.2)e]th

Fig. 8& BUAES HsiA wetd EHTdEe &
T a=0"0) dia] SEE AFE g E o A EE
T4ae] el vlnF AZAde] A H7/PRLET Sle
Rajugel 3kl o3 g, Smith5e A2
Aol o8t f#et FEM Packageol o3 a4 27&
ZAg Zojt). Fig. 822 E MAAHQ AL vluy
At YA a/c=0. 204 Fhre] A
7} Ry 53 Smiths 9] MZtel EAseE Ae
& 5= gtk afe=0.4-1. 0008 BB (2a/ 7
(1. 0)01]/\1‘:— B g Me] A%7} Rajugel ARt
o zke ez 7V 28 (2a/7=1.0) oA
w2 we gg Yehgizm glew 1 zolzt
5% olWelty, FdZHol7t AAAAFLE T
ol o) F, gt Z7lksta glont RwiielMe

238y Aadhe AEE RoF

_Y_r_

1,

Fag-y

SE

3z 10

il

Present Results

E1e|R
flela
bid

-

Raju - Newman's|-o-

Smith -Sorensens|-e-
FEM [

o} Q.25 Qs Q7S 10
282 (rad)
Fig.8 F Versus 2 ¢/ = for Various a/c (Uniform
Tension)

PRESENT RESULTS FEM
alo2loslos 1010

Fi |o- | < | O |- |0

ALabs! t[ 7R

2¢C

| \

0 0.25 05 0.75 10

- 298/n(rad)

Fr, Fx

1.0

109

(A) Surface Crack(a=0°%)

PRESENT RESULTS [FEM
310.210.4 (0.6 10 {10
Fi|o {-o |0 [-e |-0= t[
= P PO e I ARV AN

0.75 0

28/n(rad)

(B) Surface Crack(e=15")



LIFR3

o

’ PR FEM
PRESENT RESULTS [FEM . G/E‘ZEZNLARE;Z)SSUL:’; 1% ‘
2 ¢|0.2 104 |06 10 |1 I:
‘ f 0.2104 0.6 10 [10 t . t ;
Fl O- e -0 £ Fylo- o l-o- |-e-i-o- ‘ZC&
1o oo l-a- te-i- ‘ZC‘L‘ o
» 1071

075 i
o} Q25 05 075 10 0 025 05 0
29/n(rad) 28/n(rad)
| face Crack (a=45°)
(C) Surface Crack(a=30°) _ | (D) Surface Crack(a

PRESENT RESULTS [FEM PRESENT RESULTS |FEM

a¢[0.2 o4 |06 (10 |10 a¢10.2 04 [06 |10 110
T Filo | |0 e |- t[ TN FLfx [ Flo [» |- o [o]| t RN

Fy o -a- |-o- |-e-i--a- 2 Felo- -0 -0 |-®- --o.- 2¢
) ‘ 10

0 0.25 0.5 075 10
29/n(rad) 28/n(rad)

(E) Surface Crack(a=60°) (F) Surface Crack(a=75")

Fig.9 " F Versus 2¢/r for Various a/c
(Parabolic Tension)

110



AR TR ATHE 43 1990. 12

4.1 ZEME oIF

314 Model ¥ ZAZAL Fig. 5(A) 9 2tk Fig.
9(A)e 84 Parameter a/c=0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 1.0
S23l EATE 4% a=0" g N4 A}
H2& 98] FEM Package® AM43ld a/c=1.02
He] AFE =AG Aoltha=0"dn SEE ¢lA}e]
% o} Hw3tE a/c7)t 0.6 oldte] YAME EEAMY
QAFEE] BTL H3MA 1/36,82 A7) Wi
1/3¢] SR¥QA0 2 Role Ty lo|th &}
a/c=L1. 004 &H3] & B Jehilz ok
Figke S22 499} vliriAz 713 de B
(2¢/7=1.0)A ZA HAT a/c=1. 0o A= ¥ty
2 AR (2s/7=0.0) )M Figke] 24 €tk Fig.9
(B)-(F)e AT 4= a=15, 30°, 45, 60’
75 EF Mode (Mode I +Mode I)o] tigt &)

PRESENT RESULTS |FEM
azl0.210.4 (06110 10

! Hl-o——o——o—w—l-o—

t[ oy

2¢

Ut

0 0.25 05 075 10

28/n(rad)

(A) Surface Crack(e=0°)

NARNZ AT Aow F,, F, g2 Aspect Ratiodl]
BAQLe) 7 2B (28/7=1.0) A & &S et
Ui F, e AAFow a=458 7|ZEo8 Zrsit}
7} olF ohA] HAFTh

Fu gt a/c=0. 204 a7t 271855 HAd 248
7} AA&ske A9 0ol AVRA =T a/c>0. 258 Fogt
3 e Age vepddh ol FHTEY 715+E
H gio] SHFuAlel TS miXE A& UERD
ok Fu/Fi& a/c=0.474A a7t 571855 371814
T a/c=0.6%8 A9 1/2¢] FZshn Uck EF
a/c==1.0]A] FEM Packagegts 2~3%2] A}ol&
ez led Fig. 112 a/c=1. 014 FEMd]
o3} Stress Contours& Yehd 2o & ar} F7184
£ Fageng /g g8 B 85 Id det =2
A8g HoFa Yok

PRESENT RESULTS FEM
210.2 04 {06 {10 {10
F1.F
1,Fr ::,.o..o_-o--o—-e— t[ TN
O |0 | O | -0 2C
07
b
PSS it
— T T b
,—”,’ﬂ’ ____._.—o-“"-
r:// g —— e -4
T e mmo=-m===ITETEEER
os ¥
0 0.25 Q05 075 10
28/n(rad)

111

(B) Surface Crack(e=15)



LIsw3

PREZENT RESULTS |FEM PRESENT RESULTS |FEM
302 [04 (06 {10 |10 cr ¢ 0.2 104 06 110 110
U Frlo [+ |-O|e|o t[c TN Lu ::7—0-—0-—0-—0—-0- t TN
Fyjo- |- |-O-|--|-o- 2¢ 1o |- o |- i-e-{-O 2¢C
) 10
_____ Qe — A
—__’____o— b O —_— 4
- T T . e
JV/:,—-—G"‘_— g ——— ————— — - _ g T T
- g ——— e —
a —— T T be o —— e e T T
3 == e T T T T e -4 05 ===
| e ———— = 3 — :Eg;_—_‘—_——_*? I
0 0.25 05 a5 10 0 0.25 0.5 075 10
28/mn(rad) 29/n(rad)
D) Surface Crack(a=45°
(C) Surface Crack (e=30°), ( u rack (a )
PRESENT RESULTS [FEM PRESENT RESULTS [FEM
@02 104 {06 {10 {10 EF ¢ 10.2 |04 {06 [10 110
1| F o o= W Frio |o | o o [
P D iy AR t[ AR o Dy ey ey i o B R W
t|-o- [-&- |-O-| e |-o- ¢ tlo- T
) 10| :
_____ —
e D Ay s G »
————— e e L g —————g
SEEEEE S O I ]
I SR e =T L e 0.5 :“—n—_:_;__-'f’._'_:_:_:_:_:___—;__—___:::: bnpmbenfnfeniull 4
3 £ ¥ 4 2 z
0 0.5 05 075 0 0 0.25 05 075 10
28/n(rad) 28/n(rad)

(E) Surface Crack(e—60")

(F) Surface Crack(a=75°)

Fig.10 F Versus 2 ¢/x for Various a/c (Twisting)

112



FZHLT A ATE 43 1990. 12

4.2 HIEZ

314 Model ¥ AAIxAL Fig. 5(B)9} 21 Fig. 1
0(A) e EATEY 4% a=(0"d Ng s+ zdge} v
2E H3A FEM Packaged AMg3lo] a/c=1.09Q
el NEAE el #ATFH] 4% a=("
off aire SREQQA Y, TEAY AT TUs}
A 7V A Bhi24/7z=1.0) oM Figtel 29 a/c=
L. Odd| Figt2 A9l 0ol 71t} oRo] TR¥QIH
olu} XEBMHAANA B 5= QU Agoz wEY
of o3t #Ygelch Fig. 10(B)-(F)e xH#Fde] 2t
= a=15, 30, 45, 60°, 750 EFMode (Mode
I +Mode I)el gt X 2AHE 2A3 How =
A XEQAEAGNNE Yeh A e d4
o2 a9 A7) ‘:’*l’ﬁ]%iolfngkol Figre aZY T
g F, Fuge av) Ae4E & e eI Fogk

.9g29s
79515

VIEVH S00 Fllaiecmod /A7 08 18120 & 17 1T VueU¥ Lae 148 Lae 58 A5 12K

(A) Surface Crack(a=0")

¥TEWR 3.28 TlisiecmcsS WB/P5/ 04 84186 UL 17 1 vueu? Lowr 148 s B8 &+ 124

(C) Surface Crack(e=30°)

113

£ HAAMHoE a/c=1.09M a] Zrld FHsLA
y A 0ol VA Hlo a=T75"9A+ Aspect Ratiodl
BAGl A9 0o 7PEA "tk oA vlEYo] Fu
Cgkoll & g nay] W] ZuRde 718E3
3 S EHG A ¥she Fadry 47
2=

Fugke a2l @izle) @Agle] 743 de Bld &
& JehiY a/c=0.2949 V% Atk F/FE «
=15"~607A a/c=1.0& At F 50 H28}
I Aok =3 a/c=1. 04 FEM Packagegt® 3%
olul¢] xlelg YEhX Qlew, Fig. 12& a/c=1.0
o) 4]e] FEMel| &]3t Stress Contours& WEPR RO
27V e B 8 53 dxrt 298 art
Z7VeSE EUge] $EEIHE Ay e &
ek

T

FEEEET

A

77T YWl Lo 1 La

(B) Surface Crack{e=15")

.....
e

=3

0¥ Lam

(D) Surface Crack(a=45°)



i

»

VITWH 3.08 FTlereomods W/9h/aN 2118 L 17

(E) Surface Crack(a=60°)

1 YueU7 Lo= 14k Le- 5@ R» 128

(F) Surface Crack(a=75")

Fig.11 Contours for in the Surface Cracks
Obtained Using ALGOR SUPERSAP for
post Processing (Parabolic Tension) s

NRREN

.87977
.76989
.66001
.55812
.44024
.538z8
.22848
.11960
26-04

N
£\
14

I
* wh

VIEWH K98 Fileracand /00708 BRshE L 1/

(A) Surface Crack(a=0°)

17Vu=TF o= 148 La=" RO A~ 1

YIEW 5,38 Flieieanthd /00 0 PRl & 17

(C) Surface Crack(e=30°)

T Vu=U7 Lo* 148 La= %8 A~ 128

114

.45811
- 28306
-~ .10882¢
— .93294
K b 2 — .75788
™ -— .58282
— .4@77
ity — g
N . 64
SIS
NPy
NN ¢ N
N N
L i
Z X
I
VIEVH 8,98 71isiocmo76 Wv/ae 89 181 77T Yaru¥ Las (48 Cas =1

v ] siwomti

=)

17§ Ve o= 1§ -

(B) Surface Crack(e=15")

77—

/7

N
P =ayyy

VIEW X 08 Tilaieawet W/B713 61788 & 17 1 - Lo 138 v

(D) Surface Crack{(a=45")

L ILTEF 4




S AL T A A7A 43 1990. 12

— fieas
% 1= s
-— .865627
: =
Sy =
Y N
AN JiS Z \S?f 2
Ul ik
2 L[ﬂ Sa X Er:bx"
NI NIl
FICA K. 06 FlTa1ecmvad W/RC/11 82146 & 17 1 Vaus07 Lo- 148 La- B8 Hs 128 VITW B.08 Fiiaiecmi7E /00/89 15012 L 17 1 VooU7 Lo- T4 La- BB A= 13
(E) Surface Crack(a=60") (F) Surface Crack{e=75")
Fig.12 Contours for in the Surface Cracks
Obtained Using ALGOR SUPERSAP for
for Post Precessing (Twisting)
5 24 2= ' =8 F,/FE a=15~60714 a/c=1.0& A3tz
oF 5o HIFL Ut _

AA AL 43l 33 EAQ ZHTEE X (3) ¥ sldom EFF Mode EUFAEY F, F gk
N AT HEHol| A siMstn gHEFE & Ao olde] AF FHYE ol8std §HF
e a=15, 30, 45, 60°, 75°2 WstAA EF Mo o] -8 iAol ke etk mEA AALL
de ¢ EHTEE el thgd 22 HEE 4 He B3s 718eE d44g M 33k #Al) 28
=3 ojrt.

(1) £BHE I3 3% a=0 Fgte a/c=
0.2~0.64™ F&X I sRRWIA =z 7P 4 2% R
B (2¢/7=1.0)o14 ZA HAR a/c=1.04 ¥} (1) F. W. Smith and D.R. Sorensen, 1976, “The.
2 B (26/2=0.0) oA ZA "k &% Mode ol semi-elliptical surface crack-A Solution by
A F e a=45949 713 & g& Yehis Fu gt the alternating method”, Int. J.Fract.,
a/c=0. 294 a7} E718,E FH T AR © Vol.12, No.1, pp.47~57.

o A9l 0o 7MEA HI a/c>0.2%E F @ 22 (2) L S.Raju and J.C.Newman, Jr., 1979,
7k JeRATh F/F& a/c=0.6%EH A 1/24 “Stress-intensity factors for a wide of
7VRA "ok semi-elliptical surface cracks in

(2) HIEEY 3% a=0M F @& SEEIH] finite-thickness plate”, Eng. Fract. Mech. ,
U ZENE I T 7P A Bi(24/2=1. Vol. 11, pp. 817~828.
0)elld =™ a/c=1. 0¥l F,gt-& A< 0o 7tk () KRR, ANEMEIT, MARER, 1984, “BR
Z% Mode 9 A% Figh AAH o2 a/c=1. 094 BREIIET 3 ENRARBOREE, #1
adl Z7)o] T3 A 0ol 7HRHA HIT a=75"] B WAERE ¥V RY YA, pp.85~90.
A& Aspect Ratiod] #AIg1e] A2 0o 714Al Ak (4) AHEK Fo 5, 1983, “BEHECL S
Fi. 3t a8l @719 BAglel 713 A Bi(2¢/z=1. =RICE ARRED BATICOVT, BB
0ol 2 gL Jehie a/c=0.299 713 adh BEHROCE, Vol 49, No. 442, pp. 707~716.

115



CIER3

(5) C.A.Brebbia, ]J.C.F.Telles and

L.C. Wrobel, 1984, “Boundary Element
Techniques”, Springer-Verlag, Berlin,
pp. 180~233.

(6) J.C.Lachat and J.O.Waton, 1976,

“Effective numerical treatment of boundary
integral equations : A formulation for
three-dimensional elasto-statics”

’

Int. J. Numerical Method in Engineering,

Vol. 10, pp. 991 — 1005.

(7) P.K.Banerjee and R.Butterfield, 1981,
“Boundary Element Methods in Engineerig
Science”, McGraw-Hill, New York,
pp. 138~165.

(8) T.A.Cruse, 1988,
Analysis in Computational Fracture

“Boundary Element

Mechanics”, Kluwer Academic, Dordrecht,
pp. 45~55.

FAZIE 7|4 01 sldd

CAD(Computer Aided Design)
ArEE o] &M W BgAow
33—4 b)), HAIALe A,

FMS(Flexible Manufacturmg System)
AN S "oEA] @3 = FFe) AF
ARl g e

FIMS(FIexible Intelligent Manufacturing System)
zehel NCE471 79 waga g
=4S Z2YUbEA e d#H e A ze)el

0EF 22N A3+
9] 11101011*1 AUBRBES
PlM(Product Information System)
AEFE TSk &
Eiwo] 23t Al 2¥lg @i},
LAN(Local Area Network)
71y TREA,
NW(Net Work)
e vENZE B Qi
o] HIFE A& AAE A
TM(Tranfer Machine)
g = Y E
TAEoR 7hEet
45 A
EWS(Engineering Work Station)

wgpom hgshs
4877 et %

NeEg azEHoldom 1 A7 BXo g 3= =

A= A

336}]1]“ M;ﬂﬁ}}J
o2 AIEIS] Al 3
AZ7F CRT t2Ego] 5& B3 wal=

AA Aol ¥ =3dolE e 9&
A3 Axtel A Fo Ady A
shAa A AEshe 2971 B

g

FS AU AN 1%A (714,

Z1geiut ekpuigol AlAs s B

FE 3ol g2 FRs)v) e AR Al

e

=

Zdlo] AAE A a2 &Y ?dﬂrEi

OA(Office Automation)
REE-2) A A Sl A 3E
< Zhe ek

NC(Numerical Control)

TH FRAY7 AL () 9] 3

a2z WAE ez A

4oz Yo Aoluy

'Ev‘
o

2 FEAU} e fage] T a1

Hoz g VALY REILE ZAHAE
o|71AE Alolo] T-BES $utal7) 5] A}

& AN F A= A5 A g

& g RS gAY B 2)e

MAP(Manufacturing Automation Protocol)
FAS LAN9 IA 7150 w=adls Bl

116




