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Development of analysis method for evaluation of strength of weld joint

by Kazuki IKUSHIMA, Mitsuhiro KAWASE, Daiki MATSUMIY A
Masakazu SHIBAHARA and Mitsuru OHATA
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Fig. 2 Schematic illustration of damage mechanism Fig. 3 Relationship between stress triaxility and
equivalent plastic strain based on damage
model proposed by Ohata.

B AT 72 HET 5 9.

Mz <, EBCRE FEM (XENIAELE FEM 1253 < B OFHE & S R OFHE 3G 8O K5y
Zhooe, WHHRIZIHETFICHE L TR, TFEEmETFIEEFRERE LS L THER S TW% Graphics
Processing Unit(GPU) % AW =I5k A8 AT 5 2 & CRIEZR S bR S ATV D 12,

Ubo X 7%FEa85 2 8T, HALEMRE FEM X, KEBRHEBMEMTIIEICS T, EkFikELF
ERSOMNTREE 2 LB L, 7B, TERTIEE il LRI KRB L e T 2 2k LT 5. s ARE
BRI O UMD CREMZR RN S E & 72 5 2 & v B, ABFZETIE GPU 514k & F L 7 BERAR L B iR
15 FEM Z{EH L7z,

2. 2 ERARBEAFZETIVICEDSSEMESREBRFE

AT THWZHBEGET VT T 2 M & &R ORI % Fig. 2 [O”T. RKICRT L HIZ, RET L
TIEEHEDOEREZRD 3 DOAT—VIZET/MMEL TN D
(YT~ 7170 OREEIORA RPRE - -KEL TS 78R, FIZELETORT—Y
(I)y~A 7 aRA RO LIED 5 B L~ (B ELRT)

(IEE D~ A 7 i A ROREAELZNLDOFHA/ERIZE D~ A 7 a4 R TOXEIEMKIZ L HHEE

DINEAT —

ARETNTHE, ERROEHEZET LT DH72DIZ, Fig 2 1R T L9 7piiEz 8 2 rmd B EE L5
Z, R TEREND &) RN EZEOKREEI S DMy A HREHE M E B 2 2115E D 2L LT
W5, KEFATIE, PIEEEEZD L L, AT —Y(I)HIZB W TITEeNIBEE 3T 5. KA
REERZA T DRFBEE 2D, & LT25A, DRDAZE L%, "4 KBREERT 5720, BELITEK
[ZHIM L, Do Z2E UT-BR S 3 E U D, F72, Do ODATHEEZ & £ 2V 0 ST L
FEARBRIE L 2 D KO e T<X/NSRETH S, 7ok, BEOT RS OWMERE, WENEELZT,
WIRPIZARA RBERRSND Z & TRAET DI THS.

AD = (1 - D)Ag, (1)
EROBEEZ T, NQWTER S D BRI IS T M E L ISR G T 28R T vy b o &
ERL TS, BEET MIRQDEMERT v L EAWT, #1772 5.

©= (Ui)z +a,D*exp (a2 Uﬂ) —-1=0 2

T, DUIAMEBGE, a, aIFERICEVIRESNDIER THD. £, AHNEEGED 1IN 3) TERE
U, DIRDAZTET D ENERT A —% KX WG S, WIMEEEAT 5.

. D (D < D)

D'{Q+Kw—m)w>D® 3
2T, KIZBREEOIE T A—2ThHD.
ANCBIT D EFEOT B DOWPIER S de, & ARG MO T B8 53 de? O RIFRIZ, KQ)DWMEART o v L2
W5 L, BEHSAD &Y BP0 ISy de? DORRA () D L 5 ITE LS.



1
(1-D)D
ZZT, D DDKE, RA RFEFZIK/INESNT ENnb, 0y =qi b bIEELZEZHGAOIIREERELZ S
FRVEADISINRENE L NWEEZDZENTEX L LD, N@) 2 LEHTALUTO L) IcEER
BIZLtnTEs.

1
dD = Za,a,exp (az U%) ?ds‘” (4)

&P = Aexp [B g]

2 (1—=Dy)D, (5)
A= In
a;a; (1 —D.)Dy
B = —a;

U bo X iz, BEEND < D.O#PFIZIH T, ARBEEET L OMYBHEOT 2 &) ZhE O BIRIEE(S)
T I icEEBES RS NS, kv, wRicky, MEIORBENRD & Ll o=, ThbbiEE
MAT—Y (ML EHET DI ENARETH Y, RERLM % Fig 3 IR T X918, L aE
ERYBHEOT R L > TEONAIMBOLTIHMT S N TEHLEZBND.

&P > Aexp [B g] 6)

AT T, SO LD HUER AT — 2 (I IS LA HE L, 27— (D ICHE L BT, Zhl
RS IR 0L AT L, BRI 5 & (E L, B4 5 B A IR 5 = & TSI % TP T
BFELHE L. DT OFEEMBRGT T L L, T LEREEE LS TR 2 AL
TS,

3. BSEBEETIORRY MEETESIRABADEA

3. 1 BAEETILELIUEHS

R L@ SHEEE T V2 B EfRE FEM ~S8A L, ARy MEEO+FHRREBR~EH L7z, RKET
%, Ty MEBEWTE — RICRIETT B O W TG Lo, ARG CTHWZ £ 7 /v % Fig. 4 1277
RETIVIAR Yy MEBEICB T 2+ 5l Z2 a5 L Tk 0, MEHE, Yo 7% 2.1x10°MPa, K7 Y Uk
0.3, B&IRIST) 830MPa D ik I#iM 2 R E L7z, 72ds, M LALIZBE L T,

3. 2 FHYILENEHE—RICRIZTEE

Fig. 4 [ZRTETAEZHNT, T7y MEADN d=3t, WL USVED 3 r—ADLEITEB T Dkl Eh %
fifAT L7=. Fig. 512d=3vt, 4Vt, 5Vt OLGAEITBT 2K Z 7R3, RN L, 457y MEN NI WSS
(d=3VE, WO T 5 > b OWNE K] - TR 2 FLiiklr, 77 > MERRKEWIGAEWA=5VO)IET 7 v ho
SMENZ IR > CTHEWr 32 7" ZTklr 2 L LT\ D Z R nD. £72, Fig. 6(a), (b)IZ d=3t, 5Vt Zic
BT DTSy MO Y BIEOT BN LR BE A ~7. Fig. 6(a)k Vv, FREEroGs, FEHf A
RCORT, ERLMDOICNZMENRELS D ETEUNERET L ENDND.

—J5CFig. 6(b)EV, 77 7Hlrog4a, FKF B SOMLYEMEOT LIS 5 2 & TERPWRIETT AT
HERLTWAZEN NS, XV 7y MBEERELLTDHLO e L& 2RETLHLT, 797

Plate thickness : 1.6mm

t=1.6mm

t=1.6mm

' Nugget diameter : d
Nugget diameter : d (d = 3+/t, 4/t, 5v/t)

(a) Overall view. (b) Zoomed view of welded part.

Fig. 4 Analysis model for cross tension examination.
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Fig. 5 Influence of nugget diameter on fracture mode.
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Fig. 6 Relationship between stress triaxiality and equivalent plastic strain at point A and B.

Wrice s EZ N5, £G5B EETLVEZAWCESEICHEt— F2 TRITL22ENRTEXHZ N
DING.
3. 3 WMEINEEE—FICRIFTEE

ARECIIE D EBTERE K O F 5 IR RIT T BIC T 5B R %2179 . MITE7 V% Fig7 (JEHE
EROPERE 279, BV XIZRTEiC/R L= Fig. 4 LML ET5. BEt % t=1.2mm, 1.4 mm, 1.6 mm, 2.2
mm, 2.4 mm, 2.6 mm, 3.0 mm ® 7 7 —A L L, 75y MEEZ T76mm & —TEET5H. WHITHWZMENT, ¥
> 7'F2.05%x10°MPa, N7 Y 0.3, BRG] 800MPa, NI Ti{bi%¥Z P r & LT\ 5. Fig. 8 (a), (b)iZ t=1.2
mm, 2.6mm (23 DAY P OT 04 2~ d. Fig. 8 L0, WED 1.2 mm O%5 77 J kWi onkl %
L, BEN2.m OLEIZFEEN CHD Z BN nnsd. T7bb, WEDRRKEWGEIZ, Fmikw 4 ~7



DD THUE, RERRE VR, HRIEIC
*T 55y MEORIGREA L, &R Zeimoi
TEFRHEMT 572D THdH EEZHND. Fig
9 IZT R TOWIEIZ IS 1T 5 207 — ff EE AR & R
T KPR AR L & SOE R BT S ET A R LT
BO, REPENERENE TEHRBAELTH
D Enbind. TRMERNSBMG LT, e Nugget diameter 7.6mm
(CELFRANHIS D720, fof B — 2 RIS A Plate thickness: t = 1.2mm, 1.4mm, 1.6mm,
AN TWD., e, T bREEE e o
TTERMMAEL 2 (R E LTV D08, faf DD _ _
IZEEINL TV o, i, #OERSRRIRAIZEL T Fig. 7 Zoomed view of welded part.

MO EMEBEETAETOWRBRTHDLEEBEZD

ZENTED. RHEITHE, WENESHERIZKIETHECOWTORNEITo7. ZORE, WENKE N
iy, P CHEESARET 5 2 L AR LT

4. EHREEENZICEOSKBEETLZRAV-ES ERERBN

4. 1 BRHETLEEUFT Y MEEOESSH

ARETIE, EREMMATICHT COT7 7a—F& LT, EHEEBENFEET NVET S Y NIFEOM S 40
EEELUEZAR Y MNASEKTO+TEERBR~EH L, 77 v MO X545 CTS IZ &I HBIZ S
WTOBRFZAT S .

Fig. 10 [ZRTMNTET /UL, ARFTCHER L7, ARy MNEEO+T5ERBR CHO O RER %45
BELTBOMEMNEND 14 OB EET AL LTS, MEHT 980MPa #k iR /18 Z (KE LTk, +57 v b
ULEEOFE X 53A4fi & Tablel ([C/8 9 X 918, 47 —ARE LW, SHEIZIS 23137 12> b L. T4y
M EIX6VE(7.59mm) Z ET D, /b A v ¥ 2 L EIE 25 um & U7z, 85503 2,193,281, BFEEIT 2,153,516
ThbH., TR 3 B Th o7z,

4. 2 fRIFER

Fig. 11 (2% 47— ADOEEN MR Z /RT. P OO & 284, XITMIcE LR 2R 7. BRI
BILCIE, CTS OEAME T LM TR L2 b o b @& L7z, £, MPICE, EBRFERY LRLTR
D, CTSIZ12kN ThH5H. FIMEY, BB OM I 25[E L7 Case2, Cased 7%, WM EHDOFEAED X A
RUTHEL o TWDLZ NS, £, F7 Y ML BRSO S O S 534 & RIRFIZ BB LT
UWN72Wy, Casel, Case3, Cased [FIFIX[RE UHHES|BEIRE TR L T2 Dkt L, 7 > Mk & BGEESR O
i S04 2 B8 LTz Case2 DA FRESIIRIRE MK F L TER Y, Mo —RAIZHA~RT CTS BTV Z LR b
%.

IPlate thickness : t

IPlate thickness : t

2.4mm, 2.6mm, 2.8mm, 3.0mm

Equivalent
plastic strain
0.2
14000 —————————— 50_18
12000 F 3 0.16
~ 10000f t=3.0mm ] J
Z i t=2.6mm B ‘0'14 (a) Equivalent plastic strain distribution
§ 8000; t=2.4mm - 0.12 after fracture (¢ =1.2mm, § = 12.0mm)
S 6000f t=2.2mm ] 0!
4000 t=1.6mm t:1.4mln_ 0.08
5 - - 1 ] 0.06
000 t=1.2mm] 0.04
0 A B S RS SR RS S
0.0 5.0 . 10.0 15.0 20.0 Jo0z
Displacement (mm) 0

(b) Equivalent plastic strain distribution
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(a) Overall view of specimen (b) Zoomed view of nugget

Fig. 10 Mesh division of CTS test specimen
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