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On the Critical Damage Factor for Fatigue Strength Analysis

HC Kim
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Abstrat

Fatigue strength analysis is one of the most important themes of ship structure design,
as fatigue damages are reported on ship structures even now. But, there are many
problems to be investigated in present fatigue strength analysis. Some of these need basic
resarch workes which will take time. The others are the problem to apply fatigue strength
analysis in design and have to be investigated in parallel with basic researches. The one
of major items in the latter is the critical damage factor to define with S-N curve for
fatigue strength analysis of ship structure design.

LM o=

[—

F Ao Artel slelA = Al71F9] g,
ATz A Re] Age] IU3A Pt Az
WA FEE DA wbHe] #le] dssAn
Art.

A gt Aol A FRES &4 A
S B9 =2 o3 &Abe] HA] ¢t

AF7tA 8] oAl o3 AHe2E &
Aol ZAxsHx ledx Bt F=2e 93
E4L oHAxE B71A Hx Aok

e F2E2F A d2 = AAe 44
T2 Ag3 A FE=H Ae] =qlEde

Y A2 s #4E A dAE ARs=
o] opz} & EAFo] A AL A T
o BFS UEA oS M2 A 1
8 7te Wl FAE F2 ek

aYAT A H2 N2 FEAR, A
TEY 22 FAHe] Aot A5 2 glen
2 FHY o ze Bty A H
of, S2 A= AAe] d2 Aute] AA gt
oflel & AlgAe] 8 7H e ¥ F2E 5
= F2og 2go] 2] A glch.

olFA = A= sfXe] d2] Y&l =}
e A2 A= #gede B BRI A
€ Aol ¢¥ Az ook A gL A2 Az

o PN o

—237—



A48 A

3L A7 AYH = A2 H=2 5 4y
= At YA A9 A 52 gz 9
3 92 35 Ay AL S g6l wdaA 7
HAalA AHLE 7 glenz A9 H2 JE HA4
e s 7l dF= d8sicky A€

719} 2e] AA) Yl Qe FHZ A= Sy
o] EAHE o8 7R AAHZ YA FAAH )
2o J¥3] 5o 9= el Adwpelu} Fut
F2E 5L 27 99 83e wa Y] 9 &
o t& A7} EAtsic)

q714& AA A8 DATAZ} w2 Aute] A%
£ AAZR s F2E A= dA7EE dds
az} gt weba] == 5] A9t B3R
WE slFEdAY g2 e ZAR aA
o] A5 APA "7} & AHelth

2. Program I ZA| 2| £35}51F

Astell 2t AASE) T BE WE 3
Z MODEL$ %o} 7] 98 %eiser 928 %
717H1976\ 3 %€ 1989 71X 1437 F 73 o]
Aol AA gaAstn 74 AelE Fra £ 383
o A FA Adube 24 e A 24
olefsh ko] Helstn glch.

P
A q~.
-
X(m)

U] Iﬂnlh\ n

Fig.2.1 Diration time 7 and maximum
wave height H.

$A1 o2’ Aute] 29 #Ae] 7S He
Fol(el3t EEEr 871 5M ©]3k9] AejelM e
ZZAA WA wgo] ot = A$Ut won Ag
39 AejelA = gl 5322 Random 2 %

@ hhu

Asta glcka 7 gt

Ssz7} 5M o]Ate] mstwel AelE ZFoltn
2712 s 239 Ade gt MA3¥) Fot
3 7he Ao stz Ayl H3 aF A3 sz
7} Zadsbe Ago] Ro|EE Fig. 213 7o)
2z 4 qokn Az,

3 32§ H, ¥ P& Ae T= Wt
o] Aot oS 2L AYAAX

(1) At QAL 204702 s hale) A

o] shs EFo) 4 Fel vhehdl v
o} Zh 714 EFE 6379 o g
£ 7HE SFo2 pRshd Ave) 2043
o whhe shxe] Hx|(olst o) szat
I HE)E 16m ol=2 6F 72 ZFL o
3te] A~F Z33} ko] A2)jhc}
AZ%F:0-6M BEZ%:0-T™ CE¥:0-8M
DZ¥:0-9M EZ¥:0-11M FZ¥:0-15M
() Adte] 2007kl D3t wtxe] 35 2
£ Weibul ¥#%o]c}.
=, Bxe] & 34E 10° 3otk

(I 9 gx(15M) ol H3o Gl &

£ 10°%]c}

o] (I)~(I)elA Adute] 2047t F3le A~
F 5359 349} 7t 39 o) stz &3 U=
TR} gae] ¥E E¥ Y4 PARAMETERE o
71 E 10ASF £¥)2 gk = o]yt Auty
71 &l o3

(V) Addje] whis -39 AL A %9

o gwo) B3tz dAsl <F 350)c}

(V) 20473l 10°3] olm2 HF HF7]& 63

Z o|t}

w2t (IV),(V)ellA shte] 3o E3se 9
X9 & 35%24%3600+6.3=48000(71)7} e},

o213t 7Sl A

(V) Au}o] =l 5M ojAke] ZF9| $£ 20

A7kel 93470 o]t}

g2bA 10° 3] HuF ZF A fxe
4E 48000x93.4=4483200(3]) 7} =v LA
Aol e stxe] 4= 10°-4483200= 95516800(3])
7} it

—238—



A 7 A2 faizd g3 A2 FE @Y

(VI) 7-} ZF A~ F) F %3 U=
(VD) 20‘517&41 o] Adute] vhi= A~F 5%
2] 4= Table 2.1 Ytehd upe} zic)
o]Are] =74 oA A~F X X¥H L 5M
olAre] 7t mlwe] TEe] 47} Weibul X
EOEEE 2 £33 g Hleg AR
A7) A ARE vieteg T2 YA {715
€ Y U= £XE 7 S oS 5
A A=)t

e

M

Table 2.1 Number of Storm encountered by a
ship during 20 years

Type of | Wave | No. of Probability of
storm | height | storm | max. wave height
A 0-6 422 631 x 10
B 0-7 249 1.85 x 10™
C 0-8 12.3 541 x 10
D 0-9 7.0 158 x 10
E 0-11 6.2 1.36 x 10
F 0-15 0.8 1 x 10
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Fig. 22 Stress pattern of D-storm for
Fatigue test.

22804 A& A4 Bp=9.005010%10° & o] &
371 fl8 3¢ frejgzz WHAshd 10MPa=
0.6m, 20PMa=1.2m,--, 140MPa =8.4m, 150MPa=
It H3 7 SR Fw)el gt »3} 4
£ e} o] TRt

N(D10)

=(exp(- BpX60% )-exp(- Bp X 120?)) X48000
= 4306(cycle)

N(D20)

=(exp(- Bp X 1207 )-exp(- B0 X 180% )) X 48000
= 6309(cycle)

N(D140)

=(exp(- Bp X 8407 )-exp(~ Bp X 900?)) X 48000
= 5l(cycle)

N(D150)

@ hhu

<!

=(exp(- B p X 900%)-exp(- B pX ©0?)) X 43000
= 33(cycle)

® @14 T2 @ 7 $Hol A ¥3} A+
& (el Geha WA DEEFS) $o} ARE 2
B9 Fig 228 78 4 aloh.

3 o2 AlY

ZFEo|| A& FiE2]4] %3 Program I 2 A
PozA AAR EF 315 o2 A3 sl 2
IE A= Ao}

31 2 515 mz Mg He

A3 Plate 842 VLCCY OUT SIDE &%
GIRDER®] e} WEB STIFFENER®| Aj4E
2 A7l A offe 1343 MODELS}
A1 Aol

C-Type A4 PlateE Fig. 319 JehiichE A3
PlateE )3} Rib Model2lz #27]2 ¥}

60 10
10 -
€ .

100 100

Lﬂ_

175 185
650
-
10 40
4 N
10[[ ]
v o
10 40
C—type

Fig.3.1 Test piece

3.1.1 A3 Plate A=

A3 Platet 4& s 3] 74 KAGERN
| AHESIA A=

Age] A E 2 7144 ZAE Table 319
Ui,

—240—



A 74 I2 Sz o3 A2 A Ay

Table 3.1 Chemical composition and mechanical properties of test piece material

C Si Mn P S Yield Tensile

Mterial | Thickness point | strengthN/| Elongation
0.16 0.18 1.08 0018 | 0004 | N/mm? mm?
Cu Ni Cr Mo 4 Al

KA36 10 460 538 24
0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.032
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Table 3.2 Storm load fatigue test results.
(Extreme max. stress amplitude=200Mpa, Mean stress=100Mpa)

Storm load Max.atress Crack initation Fractured life Stress concentrate Test piece
amplitude Mpa life Nt Nt factor number
C 107 1645 564 B-4
D 120 705 568 B-03
E 147 625 501 B-05
F 200 495 Cc-07
Table 3.3 Storm load fatigue test results.
(Extreme max. stress amplitude=200Mpa, Mean stress=0Mpa)
Storm load Max.atress Crack initation | Fractured life | Stress concentrate Test piece
amplitude Mpa life Nt Nt factor number
C 107 609.0 BA-27
D 120 379.0 BA-23
E 147 2765 BA-22
F 200 744 BA-21
Table 34 Storm load fatigue test results.
(Extreme max. stress amplitude=250Mpa, Mean stress=100Mpa)
Storm load Max.atress Crack initation Fractured life Stress concentrate | Test piece
amplitude Mpa life Nt N factor number
A 100 320 855 438 A-08
B 116 170 575 2.96 A-02
C 133 12.0 405 3.4 A-05
D 150 110 395 3.89 A-11
E 250 3.0 135 3.33 A-03
Table 35 Storm load fatigue test results.
(Extreme max. stress amplitude=250Mpa, Mean stress=0Mpa)
Storm load Max.atress Crack initation |Fractured life| Stress concentrate | Test piece
amplitude Mpa life Nt Nt factor number
D 150 210 1045 375 A-084
F 250 3.0 165 418 A-09
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Table 3.6 Storm load fatigue test results.
(Extreme max. stress amplitude=300Mpa, Mean stress=100Mpa)

Storm Max.atress Crack initation | Fractured life | Stress concentrate | Test piece
load amplitude Mpa life Np Nt factor number
A 120 545 BA-27
140 295 BA-28
C 160 23.0 428 B-02
D 180 215 4.28 B-01
E 220 15 105 C-04
F 300 0.6 45 C-06
Table 3.7 Storm load fatigue test results.
(Extreme max. stress amplitude=300Mpa, Mean stress=100Mpa)

Storm Max.atress Crack initation Fractured life Stress concentrate Test piece
load amplitude Mpa life N N factor number
A 120 75 415 C-11
B 140 58 26.5 C-10
C 160 39 246 C-09
D 180 2.0 175 C-08
E 220 16 116 C-14
E 220 24 355 C-05
F 300 2.8 73 C-03
F 300 16 57 C-02
Random 300 355 C-12
Random 300 30.0 C-13
Random 300 30.0 C-16

Table3.8 Storm load fatigue test results.
(Extreme max. stress amplitude=325Mpa & 390 Mpa, Mean stress=100Mpa)

Storm Max.atress Crack initation Fractured life | Stress concentrate | Test piece

load amplitude Mpa life Ny Nt factor number
Random 325 16 28.0 CA-09
Random 325 24.0 CT-07
Random 390 19.0 BT-14
Random 390 16.0 CT-06
100MPa?), 7452} A =¥ s}ﬁz}y]s‘m A2 HelsA Table 3891 vhehdich.
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28 A

Table 5.1(a) Damage factors versus various S-N curves(constant storm fatigue test)

Nominal

T e |y, (Mom sree| S| s e i) Dumege | Do | D
MPa MPa storm (Aof&Af) | B-curve C-curve

A-04 D 0 150 50 104.50 0.80 335 244
A-09 F 0 250 50 16.50 0.74 1.36 1.06
A-08 A 100 100 50 85.50 0.72 163 1.18
A-02 B 100 116 50 57.50 0.77 1.63 1.19
A-05 C 100 133 50 40.50 0.82 1.63 1.21
A-11 D 100 150 50 39.50 1.15 2.10 1.60
A-03 F 100 250 50 1350 1.36 1.86 1.51
BA-24 Cc 0 107 50 603.00 0.77 335 44
BA-23 D 0 120 50 378.00 0.79 5.56 393
BA-22 E 0 147 50 276.50 0.90 545 319
BA-21 F 0 200 50 74.40 0.79 319 237
B-04 C 100 107 50 165.50 1.24 2.86 2.05
B-03 D 100 120 50 70.50 0.79 1.72 125
B-05 E 100 147 50 62.50 1.00 2.05 151
C-7 F 100 200 50 49.50 2.10 3.50 2.72
Cc-1 A 0 120 50 41.50 0.18 0.94 0.88
C-10 B 0 140 50 26.25 0.20 0.85 0.62
C-9 C 0 160 50 2455 0.32 1.06 0.70
C-8 A 0 180 50 1751 0.38 0.99 0.74
C-14 E 0 220 50 11.83 0.30 0.83 0.63
C-5 E 0 220 50 35.50 1.13 252 1.90
C-3 F 0 300 50 7.24 0.88 1.00 0.80
C-2 F 0 300 50 5.60 0.69 0.79 0.63
BA-27 A 100 120 50 54.50 1.03 2.05 153
BA-28 B 100 140 50 20.50 0.85 1.86 1.18
B-02 C 100 160 50 23.00 0.98 1.86 1.28
B-01 D 100 160 50 2150 1.29 201 1.58
C-4 E 100 220 50 1050 0.86 124 0.9
C-6 F 100 300 50 450 0.90 1.03 0.88

@ hhu
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Table 5.1(b) Damage factors versus various S-N curves(random storm fatigue test)

Max.
. Mean Damage | Damage Damage
F E D C B A | Total
T;itmll))l;?e stress stress factor factor by | factor by
MPa Number storm storm | storm | storm | storm | storm storm (Aof&Axf) B‘CUI’VE C-curve
Max.
300 | 220 | 180 | 160 | 140 | 120
c-12 0 stress 0.28 1.09 0.08
Number | 0 1 25 3 3 19 | 355
Max.
300 | 220 | 180 | 160 | 140 | 120
c-13 0 stress 0.37 1.10 0.82
Number | 1 1.65 2 5 7 13 | 2965
Max.
1300 | 220 | 180 | 160 | 140 | 120
C-16 0 stress 0.84 151 1.15
Number 0 1 2 2 9 15.6 29.60
Max.
325 | 238 | 195 | 173 | 152 | 130
CA-9 100 stress 112 1.87 1.44
Number 0 1 2 o 9 14 28.0
Max.
P35 | o238 | 195 | 173 | 152 | 130
CT-7 100 stress 0.89 152 1.16
Number | 0 1 0 2 8 13 | 240
Max.
390 | 286 | 234 | 208 | 182 | 156
BT-14 | 100 stress 1.43 207 1.65
Number | 0 1 0 1 6 11 19.0
Max. -
3% | 286 | 234 | 208 | 182 | 156
CT-6 100 stress 117 171 1.36
Number 0 1 0 1 5 10 16.0
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