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Abstract: The relationships between the stress concentration factor K, with the depth 4 and diameter ¢
of the blind hole were investigated based on the FEM. The thermo-elastic analysis mode (E-Mode)
built-in the lock-in thermography was utilized to study the stress distribution around the blind hole,
and to predict the variation of K, of different depth. Good predictions were achieved between the ther-
mography and FEM. The variations of the intrinsic dissipation and the temperature signal during fa-
tigue process were studied respectively using the dissipation mode (D-Mode) of Altair Li and Altair
software, to evaluate fatigue damage evolution. These two signals were considered as fatigue damage
markers to rapidly predict the fatigue limit and the fatigue notch factor K; of the component with blind
hole. The theoretical result validates the capability of the lock-in thermography.

Key words: lock-in thermography (LLT) ; stress concentration; thermo-elastic stress analysis(TSA) ;in-

trinsic dissipation;fatigue behavior

I8 3 B PR i A B SR A LA AR (B sl BTy P R A 2 R BOAE A O 08 R AR A B
T 878D  BORMAE BT (A RSB sl B g O s R 24k R HALE W T DRSS L BT AR BIR T 45
67 A T S T M PR R B R, M B R . Rk ey MRS R BUR RSB N 1 S A By WO REUH R



FasE HEW

B T AT FR TG I BTG X 55 e W A 8 9 L8 3 7 BT 45 9% 55 4 RE ST A 63

YR AA FIALE e — PR fE R . NIt A 2
X &5 K Jay T ) L F7 o3 A MR BE AT AR SE LU T R JR)
IO7 3 PPAR S JR FR A5 A I A K Jay B8 5 5 B 1Y 43 A X
X PRIE T 45 K FHLAR 3¢ o ) 7T 58 M R 22 4 L B Ay
TRKRH BT L

ZLANAABIEAE Sy — P TC A0 L ST A g I ik Y
I3 T B ASALRE 8% FH X6 25 440 Jrg 35 461 495 PN 8 8 A0
e 7 A58 (R RGN+ TR EL T 3 e R SRR 1 g 3 A X 4
Ha JRy R A B RS BEATIPAGS . DA R IE S B T
ZLAMPRAGAS R Y #5171 PRI 5% 2 Wi b S R B
SF R B LN R S B ok A5 S b B R GE A AR S g H
B B LN AR L I AR SRR s # b LUK R sl £ (%
7 R R S AT A B0 A 00 4y AR 2 T ) 1L ) 3 A AR T
FIVELEE 5 1 43 A5 £ B o 308 3o K T 11 42 1 8 7 3 UK
ARG PR BTG L 0T DART 5 45 4 A4 0 g AR 28 TR B2
5 (5 KRB BIOMH 5% A1 JR F8 453 475 6 82 5 1o e v ) 3 78
MU L T8 B PR I 47 1) 45 4 9 5 o R ) SR S il B
J1H E S AT 5 Bl A% GE 0% 55 S 56 P A i AR
J

AR A R A BR 70 J7 vk % B LB i R ) 4 P &R
BEE LR E M E LR RO . BT
FAGHE RV T 43 BT AR IBOAS ) RUSE T L e e 1 Jmy 78 1 ) 4R
PR K I SH BTN E R AT X . F LD
NI ARIE Xt 5 LA PR AR 98 97 i A e 8 T AT R RO
i JBE 15 5 9 728 A0 R S AT 52 56 0F 5+ 20 A 4 P 1) Jd 7
B SF AR AR o AR 57 18 Ak 1 o v 0 T A AR 1
L FBE 55 ) 7 P T AR PR 0N 5 ke I A A 9 % 5
PR oo o 83 B 0B ' T A B 55 B BR o s T B
B LA PRI 55 B R K K I 5 A IROGENE TR
S5 R AT X LA

1 EitE=

o

11 HGRER 14

AR AR 7K AZ B0 7 5 3R BRI 5 AR A2 TR R g B
TR E T s ) B G Al AR R R . PR A R I R 4
AR 9 57 2ok i v a1 2 T I 7 B0 B A e Al
% THT (10 30 3 7 B — R 1) 1 149 1 BT 2 A 30T g A
o RGBT ) 43 BT S B T AR BEE (0 45 4 1 T 43
Moy k. RS S 30 1 2 A0 A8 4k B 2 ] 1 6
E 1

_‘o(a‘ « T+ Ao (1)
N

P AT g S HEF 2 BE AN IR D B Y IR AE s 0 2R
R A2 0 MR C) D BUERAR s T 0 28 38 4l 2 5

AT!hc -

Ao B FE N1 Z A A, I 7 BALTE A AR
AR

ARSI R [ = 15Hz, i1 F I MR KT
3Hz 0, HLA AR 5 OB X Y e 1 AR 0 IR R 47 % 3
AP BIIA O T 2 R OR R BT LI T R A Ak TR
2 FIHTEL A0 P A B i A 08 31 2 T Jma 988 3l 38 15 5
(75 PR A S B AT 38 o 3 (1) 3547 25 4 B 7 R 25 19 9F
il AT

ATthe
K.T

K Ko =a/C,) & MBI P R 8, 5 8k
AR B 1 ) B A K

AR A PG R S AT DL E A SRR 2T AR R S
WA Altair Li oo iy 245800k 73 B 82 2 (E-Mode) >k
LY BRI R AL RE 5 B2 2 B R R 1 1 52
AR 713 T ELRE A A2 R 1F R S R B . M
LT A BR T Ty 3 PR S ) L g AR B n A
B Ry 8 R B A N VPG B T A
1.2 $ifEHGE

P 95 S e AW R AT 3t B . AR AT 2R
SEHE S WA Jay B9 55 00 PR 5 7 72

oC T — div(k:gradT) = (6—p2%) e —
ae

Ao = (2)

2ot gT %;é+pT%-d+qc (3)
2o Tk 1 36 T IR B AR AL %5 b o AL T R OB
o AP B F kA e AR K B o N RAE RN
RIS AL N AR T AR 2L A HEEsq N
AR T G 25 4 40 A0 AR 1k K RIS Ak BB R T
PLTE B . 763X C3) L 98 55 #5140 51 kS 19 [&) 5 fE & #E 1L

P . 9 .
d:(a*pgf):e*p%'a 4
A Y5 R PN RS S U 430
o P
Sthe pT ;)T(,]e.E (5)
Sic ol Toa a

L SR PR I [ A RE IR SRS B i R AR Al
E L FA B BAGR |  1 l E AAR fE /N BT LA A
FHFRIR ) T BOA REBEAT SR . BN Gk il = AR 214k
AR R G AT B SR X B R 4 1 S8R B s
HEAFT DR AR 32 R BE A8 38 1 AR HORE S (D-
Mode) R J2 55 1o 7 v 5 JE P9 [0 A FEHBCIR o 51ES (9 /1y
{38 A A S R b i RCHE R T 2 A 1 1 T 1Al AR

F5 VERE AT .



64 (R

2015 4= 8 H

i T RETORE 5 9 PR T 9% 95 K B s 2 [H) A % )
M) OCFR T LUR 2401 58 N 5% R T 21 A0 A5 35 B 52 9% 55
It R v ) [ AT FE I T BE S A B AT 2 1) YOG &R AR
TPEAL AR (9% 97 B FR . Brémond ZEMY Y 81H $4%
F 41 D-Mode $ Bial /478 5 55 18 1k i 72 vp 454> J] 35
PN B AR I S LA AR S 3R 5 57 451 407 0K 25 1 D A 4
B JFJ 9% 95 AR L I AF 58 . Krapez 251 ) 1 81 AH 4
AR b BRI 57 3o TR v () PR B T S B M IR R 1 8 Ak
HLEE LTI 2 Fh 4 J8 A4 BL 9% 95 2 4. Luong™™ M
WEFE T MATIE 3 3 15 107 3 7T A8 42 1% 186 A I 28 Ak R
K T B A FE K AR SR8 1 im S ) R S R
SR 00 9 57 A B L A ABE AR v B T AR 98 N (R
PE SRS SR A O 2R 25 . H T SR T R
iR 2%, Cura 5 HEST T —Fpak AR 19 7 2k DL E e
SN 7 (REHLRE 28 4% /4 3 40 By ok — M 45 R UE B
T BV A M TN R ORL (4 9% 95 A R . ZE Y T
BT AR T AR S 1 555 4 90 He 540 R TE 9% 55 3 72
rF Y RE B FE AR R T L 5 R L 5 SRR A5 R W)
R4f.

iz H e L e RO Y AT T B 8 21 A SRR AR
Cedip Jade TIT Fr H ¥ # B 4 & 48 Altair #1 Altair Li
ORI I3 55 5810 75 A 3 e v iR B4 B I A A 1 )
e . W TR EAE S 5 A FE R S e
SR B 9 55 450 43 4 AR % U0 AE OG0T R TR B AR

AT A FERL d SRR T o 22 18] 1) 38 A0 R 52 B %
BRI 2 55 A5 BR A D o T -

dy = a, * o, +b B AT1:71.63+BI 0. < oy
dy = ay *» 0, + b, T§, ATZZYZ’68+32 6. => oy
(6)

Kred,ody, FAT AT, 35l PESWRZ T MZ &
B E A FERCRE T s a1 s az s by s by 715 Bis 725 B0 KL
W 0,500 I TT R FTE 57 HBR .

TR AT TAE AR TAE R B B =X 252 i
053 3 L 20 A AR B R B 5T 9% 57 3 B v [ AT
FEHL d FIARXT R IR TH AT 1928 L RLAE , DL o o o2
AN TR TR T AL Gl 5 ) 78 1 98 97 A B 22 7 R HL
SRR K IF 5 BE T M S5 SR AR X EE .

2 WARAE

2.1 ZMB R

S I FH R R A T2 N T TR A R AR
PEIARHAN Q235 A9, HL 3L A 1y ) B ) 24 kR n 2 1
FiRE AL TS ¢ = Smm JE 8 A I T8 A
[Fi) V% B2 (14 1 9 T L Bk B4 19 1 Al A o G 8T 1 s il
B9 BE T 1] 5 MR G AL O 1 R AE— 3. B AL
T A X Rl b, BB AL A A Y AR 4= 6mm,
HILWREE h=0.9,1.8.2. 7mm,

£ 1 Q235 MW IE A2 1 g

Table 1 Physical and mechanical properties of Q235 steel™*”
p/(kg em %) E/MPa v C/(Jekg '« K1) /107 7K1 o1,/ MPa oy/MPa o1/ MPa
7860 2.06X10° 0. 25 504 12. 1 407 260 178

Note:o, was yield strength;o; was fatigue limit strength.

40 i 60

=)

|
-

[ T N

Fig. 1 Size of specimens

2.2 ERTHEERLREHS

1T 52 56 1 PR 10 6 B4 L T ABAQUS 3
T4 BRE A A T <7 3 O P 1 1/ AR T
2 755 . B 6 T A0 B 03600 g C3DST™ | 6 B iy
SR b4 300 X R T A 0L BN AE XOZ A
w, =0 U X.Z G5 wn = u, =0, 76 YOZ T I
WA w, =0 HIE Y. Z B o = s = 0 7E 2 B 1ot

e R A T i B e B A BOTE XOY T b w. =05 Bl
JEAERERY A2 AR TN 1Y Y 1 1) 1 XA R e . AR
TLo M T AR I SR i 2SR A O 5

K2 oy — i
Fig. 2 Quarter model



FasE HEW

B T AT FR TG I BTG X 55 e W A 8 9 L8 3 7 BT 45 9% 55 4 RE ST A

65

2.3 XWHR

% 55 S0 R AL FE MTS810 ] il il He il 56 AL L 21
AR AN BT B RE B B AH VL 1) 18 A 4 i 2 R R
18RS VB J5 A 3R . Cedip Jade TIT 2150 4
G ASC B M 13 D' 335 98 L R 3 ~ 5, 25 [ 43 B 6 56 #
320X 240 142, RRESR T 55 170Hz, 78 25°C #4443
PR — e /NTF 0.025°C , BURH 7 A 1 e e e B AR
8 FE AT S A BCHE Ak B L R 6% 0 IR A 2R A T A R A
FEHILS | A T/ NIR T o 1) B8 B R R AR SR 4 1 A
QA5 T AT ST Y A B L AT B /N 43 B R Ok )
0.001°CE3],

P 55 S I IR Y S 5 = A BT oo L 2 Al
FH AR5 48X e A 4 D0 3k 7 1) 2 1 00 5 ) Ak R AT 4T B
ULSL I RN R S B R I S R B U RS GRS
5 B FE R . SRS AE T A 9 55 IR SR I Y A R —
2 W T PR G S AR R i SR T 0 B S R A
ZIRENZ) 0,95 Ay, FEREANDGEE T 25 . 7508 J)
o R=—1.M#M A f1.=15Hz 1508 #47 Br dh
LN 9% 57 L5 . A B RL F7 DAOE 5% 3 1 B
o AR F B H LHE h=0.9,1.8,2. Tmm,
WILG I 1 W@ AH 0. = 100,70, 80MPa, £ 2 Jj 1y £ 4
5~10MPa, & G N J3 K P F 0908 B X £l 4000 J&
YR U B3 1 2 T IR 285 3k 210 A X R ) % 2 3k B
Z A R W B B Bl A R 5T R R Ik . AR 9K 97
S AR L R Altair Li #0409 E-Mode Fil D-
Mode 43 1) 5 4 3 44 % 17 1) 1% g 35 FIFE L 37 .« [R) 1 38
(Avg:75%)

278.30

254.99
231.67

(a) (b)

00

AN
RO RO BNOW

1 NROYO WO

-~

| )

>’

20— 0=
OOONOO ANWOIO)

I EERCO

!

) (Avg:75%)

i |

[N [OV]
SR
OO
Aoy
[)]e))

=2 aNNNN
' NG00 = A ~NIO NGO
WOLRWN 2 OO0 ©O0N
NRUI0)N 0000 =K.
CO==2NNWR RO

T o

>

i Altair AL SR TN ERIESFE S . XFEE
1o BAAG E Hh JR AR A X S  B  RE ORI AR
AT DL 9% 57 8 Ak ok R i 8 IR 3 AR Ak L 6 4 AR
BEHEAT Ay BT A 5T . AR R X 2R 1E 5 0 B Ak Rt T
DA 9 3 5 S Sk b Ak R 14 1) 95 5 S B0 AT PRk
T

3 Z#RAMEITRR

3.1 BRTEAOSH

ST FL BRI R A7 5 A 0 i T A 1 R S L T
PLAS TAEFI A BR T8 ABAQUS X4 & FL A4S 4 1
N33 A RS AT T o007 . A BR ST A ST in 149 35 A7 28
T3 5 FLAL (1 4 X J17K - 6, = 170MPa, & 3 J&
i 3 AT BR T ALl T AR A 1 AH TR B L B A2 6= 6mm, R
W EFLIREE A T B0 R0 . & FLB R B8 )
Y0 43 A JE AR Ry 2 L) 2R W 2508 e R B T e
A F 3 BT A2 1 0 FLER T Y A
RAL, BN B B N T E R K = oo
1.6371,1.8976,2.0139,2.0327,2.1681, K 4 23 H
F Ik oy i 65 FLA A LR 6 F T00E 5% 4R A
(o) FAENe N S RECK, AL it ab iy g &
HRK, & XN ERE EEASmENDESFAL
Wi 4 N S B (. T H L R AR AR
e KRB B A TE H LR AR &8 L i 2 76 5 35 5 SL T0ER
mFLEE |,

(Avg:75%) (Avg:75%)

()

322.60 342.36
295.47 313.64
268.34 +284.93
1241.21 =-256.21
+1214.07 =1227.49
+1186.94 £ 4198.77
B 159.81 1 1170.06
£1132.68 £1141.34
+1105.55 “1112.62
78.42 83.91
51.29 55.19
24.15 26.47
-2.98 -2.25

y y

3

= X

!!
v
M

(Avg:75%) (Avg:75%)
343.11 368.58
l 31402 33710
284.92 305.63
1 255.83 274.15
226.74 242 .67
197.65 - 211.20
8.55 17972
9.46 £ 148125
0.37 = 116.77
1.27 85.29
2.18 53.82
3.09 22.34
-6.01 -9.13

y

A

‘—OX

K3 BEFLIREZBN 13 (0. 9mm;(b)1. 8mm; (¢)2. 7mm(d) 3. 6mm; (e)4. 5mm; (£)5. 0Omm
Fig. 3 Evolution of stress field with the depth of blind hole (a)0.9mm;(b)1. 8mm;(c)2. 7mm(d)3. 6mm;(e)4. 5Smm; ({)5. 0Omm



(R

2015 4F 8 A

66
2.2
20} . 8A"°°8‘ @ Aeom
s °gc S g o * 4
18 & 52 e
N oA e
16f* o
A
A o h=1.8mm
14} a h=2.7mm
’ ¢ h=3.6mm
\ ¢+ h=4.5mm
12 1 1 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
h(x)/h
B4 FLRESLIY K 24k

Fig.4 Variation of K, from bottom to top of the hole

TEBE TS AL AT 9 1 7 S rh R 8 K 5 H ALIRJE
h MELERR ¢ Z R SCHR . (DRFFHELER ¢ &

Ao IO B LR B b EATAT BROT BT A SRR
R By e K F 0T om\xﬁﬁufr%aﬂw;&é@r“ﬁﬁrh
FZH K, =0mu/o A RIWE 5C) T s s IDR 5 E FLIEE
BE b ARy A E AL AR 6 AT AT BROT @A AR
FEPE IS B 1 e K F2 0 T o R THEE FL G I T 4E
TR K =0 /o SR WE SO R, MK 5
AL EALA R AR R IR N M E H AL
B AS W N . 24 0<<h/t<C0.5 B, N T R
K, BEFLIE h AW A ;2% 0. 5<<h/t<C0. 95 Af . K, i
oL i BB A R R Y A T 2 0. 95<<h/r<<1 W},
K, XKk, mE 5Cb) Al Hl, 24 0<<4/B<C0. 05
b, 0 4R R A K AR W L 8S K; 2 0. 05 <<¢/B<C
0.7 B, K, U AR 24 0. 7<<¢/B <1 i} . K, I
HI R,

3.0 3.0
(a) (b)
8", 2
2.5F °°°° © 0 00 00 o 1 25 og:'- &
e A b “‘ﬁ';'“A ] °oAAZ’v 8 i
2.0r °°AA‘;8$ © 00T 8 g0 20f OOOAA 2 &
X 0, %g ® X o °
1.5F Agg 15
8 =
g 2 p=2mm 2 b3 S
1.0 S gegmm 1.0t o h=2.7mm
:$ gmm o Zfz.gmm
05 1 1 1 0.5 L L L r e mm
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
hit ¢/B
F5 BHARE@. BILEEM SN HERFRER K WXR
Fig.5 Relationship between the depth(a), the diameter(b) of the blind hole with the stress concentration coefficient K,
3.2 BEMNASH B R 0 AR R N AL E AU, X E AL ER

B 6 2 N B R R 48 A A I Altair Li #00F
HR R PR 43 BT A5 2 (E-Mode) 1155753 1] 9 5 FL B T
ERL S A PR E AT AR A B L
AR LR AN 2 B AR AL M I 9 B g 39 A

5 BRICHY N T 5 AH A o 2 S R Y ] A 5 IR
TE 3 BT N85 6] (P10 SEBR B g KP4 e (AL

TNk Ty 1m0 SR T KO A
T 3 A I R T L WV R b B R R

X0 1 -4
R Gl 8 X B0

(a)

222.00 (b)
l201 78

181.55
161.33
141.11
120.88
100.66

80.44

60.22

I 40.00

TIN0)

MPa

v pom
- -

& 6

Stress distribution around the blind hole under different stress amplitudes

ENGIIT@L RN EE N RS R i
Fig. 6

p=6mm K h=0. 9mm W 1F . 764 XN IR 0, =
150,170,190MPa F, [& 6 o fir 45 4 4 B K = 0% 7 {0
Omax = 222,261,334 MPa, i It AT 1153 40 1 /9 228 W
LA K, =6umn/0. = 1. 48,1.5353,1. 7579, #] I},
I 1R (150, 170MPa) K, 2846 AN K5 1 24 137 1 T 5
F 190MPa B}, K, ALK RGRPE R Ty 37 2 8] 1
95 55 104 3 A R )5

P 752 P 6 Cod v B 3 328 1 s B P9 AS TR 0 A2 14

260.00
235.55
211.11
186.66
162.22
137.77
113.33
88.89
64.44
40.00
v
MPa

333.99

301.33
268.66
235.99
203.33
170.66
138.00
105.33
72.66
40.00
r 1 0
MPa

(a)e,=150MPa; (b)g, =170MPa; (c)g, = 190MPa

(a)g,=150MPa; (b)g,=170MPa; (c)g,=190MPa



FasE HEW

B T AT FR TG I BTG X 55 e W A 8 9 L8 3 7 BT 45 9% 55 4 RE ST A 67

#00 — Path 1
——- Path 2
300 i
. i \
2 200 Moo
% e
® 100} | i
5 AN
!
) SRp— 2 SR
100050 100 150 200 250

B 7 190MPa T 1% 4% %42 14 i 1 4% A

Fig. 7 Stress distribution along the two paths under 190MPa

JIor AT IRAS o AT ANAE AL BT 1 T W S A v s I T A
JER R e 2 H LI AR IR N L 32 B ) 4R 52
LR NS VAR TR UR b

] 8 2 ik =% S N 3k 45 1 e VR B BT 3R AR 1
IR E fLE AR ¢=6mm AR H L E (h=0.9,1. 8,
2. 7o) (YA R ) B h R K, S L. TE 4
SR SR o, BAREF (h=0. 9mm, 5, <<190MPa; h =
1. 8mm,s,<<135MPa;h=2. Tmm,s,<110MPa) , § fL
B 34T LA AT 380 g 5801 AR TR SR T O A B K Y B AR
TE It LAARSME R T 40 BT 4 SR A 280 g HE B 1 2 ALY
N A A R K B 2 24 SONE ) 7K T3 K 3 — o 2
R (h=0.9mm,s,==190MPa;h=1. 8mm,s,>135MPa;
h=2.7mm,s,=>110MPa) , i F & fL ¥} ¥ 45 K Y 28 1
AT — 25 R T R 4 v AR R T KT B R
PR RN AN TR L BT DA AR 0 R B R R B K
RETEAE, BT 5K 3(a) ~ (o) dAa R ITTiH5E i
TEF R K AT KR T AR E FLIKE
(h=0.9,1.8,2. Tmm) B AEAR I T B ) 4 b R AL

0.02
0.02

0.02
0.02

0.02
0.01

0.01
0.01
I0.01

30.00 (b-2)

29.00
28.00
27.00
26.00
25.00
24.00

23.00
I22.00

21.00

RN
C

B9 OR[E R )T RS (D RN EE 5 (2)

BV K, = 1. 4537, 1. 7253, 1. 8642, Ef1 5Kl 3
(D~ AR i A R K, =1.6371,1. 8976,
2.0139 Z A iR 245k 11. 2%,9.08%,7. 43% .

3.0
o h=0.9mm,K =1.4537

+ h=1.8mm,K =1.7253
2.5 ah=2.7mm,K_=1.8642

X 2.0f aa A,
A A A 4 .
PO FE PR L o
+
1.5F ¥ o o © ° o
o © o

10 1 1 1 1 1 1
60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
0,/MPa

& 8 ON[E) W 3 MR T B R AR R K
Fig. 8 The stress concentration coefficient K,

under different stress amplitudes

XL T A N ) 43 BT AE W 9 K 3K 45 R 1
15345 J5 18 1 AT ﬂiﬂﬂaﬁa@ E S B TR 45 4 A
BUAR 15 75 19 52 350 2 Al 4% 2ok A% b, K8 4 75 A #k b 1
T2 S SRAE AR T By B, B LA #RG P N T AT AE I 5T &
¥ JRy 8 g 7 4 v L JR 3 A A IR A i O ey B A O B
1Y & JEE I 5% .

3.3 HEIZMEESR

Ko RO PAR R E T REMHILEE h=
0. 9mm 112 £ 7€ 44 38 A8 [ g W& 4350 S 150,170,
190MPa FAEEF 4000 J& ¥k B 1) 2= 1 #E i 4 FR B
G MARL . BEE IR S KT B K B LR R
e I 7 B R ) S A 0 P AR T R W SR B 9 O S A
TE UG 767 170 A5 A 0 SR A W% B A LA TR R R

0.04
0.03

0.03
0.03

(a)o,=150MPa; (b)g,=170MPa;(c)g,=190MPa

Fig. 9 Dissipation field(1) and temperature field(2) under different stresses (a)g,=150MPa; (b)s,=170MPa; (c)o,=190MPa



68 MR TR

2015 4F 8 A

55 547 i AN W o Ja] b 4592 X35 A RE Y g
AW 2, DT 5 1R T R 2 T IR BE 05 S i S T
1R 3 BRI 2 WL 55 S LTSS BRI L . R
AP Ry 350 Ul B2 45 4 19 722 Ak 55 LRy 35 1 1 7 R 24 R 43
SRR B BB A O 3 R wT A3 i 9 9 8 Ak R e
[P A7 TR 2 T L B A 5 A8 A AR R AT E AR 5 1Y 2
SR PPAR L VD B S 57 R AL SR R

& 10 FEL 11 53 52 78 44 SUR T IR 6, = 190MPa
T A RO AR E S IR F B AR A K. oy
BT 1, 5 0 7 3 0 A AR AR 76 L] LA R 1 i
A B BR AR AL 7R B E AL AR EE L B T2
1) 137 77 4 v 045 e A /N o R HICER: R IR TR 1 AR A 3
JIN ST L3 3 A A 38 5T 1 B 3 i 1R 9% 55 B4

0.07
0.06
0.06

0.05
0.04
0.04
0.03

0.02
0.02
0.01

[ 1 0
, i

FERERIA) . R A/ A A AR AL TR
JE L 7 i AR 4 23 A il 208 T DU 5 FL Bk EE
B R o AR TARE R L PR SE B B=10mm, £E
AR P R X IO 42 AR 3R T A I AT FE R il
JEE 55 7 3 AN [R] A% 1 o A1 il 46 00 2R A AL\ LR
P AL B DX (9 3848 3R G0 27, 67, 3R
Xt R B R E R 6. 59mm, 5 H LY L PR H AR 6=
6mm IRZEL R 1000, 1 T it PR AR T R 46 1Y
AL a2 i i R AL s B UAS BB 4 Hh i fL Bk
B A B TR . (EZ B 21 A AR H AR AE Sy —Fh JC 43
R T B o AT 3 5 A 1 2 TR B A S B R AL R R (B
S RE S R B A A — R TR B Y A (<Z10mm) A gk B
Rospteesed,

0085 —pamn 1
0.07t . & -—-Path2
0061 Ao

5 'lr /1

g 0.05 AR -:

S 0.04f TR

(3] !

20,03t
& 0.02 Lt
0.01
0.0 : : :
50 100 150 200 250
Pixel

B 10 190MPa FRIFEH M () BARIA 5 (b) P & B A2 1 9 FEHCME

Fig. 10 Dissipation distribution under 190MPa  (a) thermal image; (b)dissipation along the two paths

(a) l30.00

C

29.00
28.00
26.99
26.00
24.99
24.00

22.99
21.99
21.00

1 0

301®) —Path 1

---Path 2

N
N
T

Temperature/C
N N
[} (e}

N
N

K11 190MPa FIIREE /A0 () AR K (b W& BE A2 L1 R (B

Fig. 11 Temperature distribution under 190MPa (a)thermal image; (b) temperature along the two paths

3.4 9 55 AR PR B RO T

AL G 09 9% 57 52 56 J5 vk OG22 A T F ) of
AR IO RE SR 1 1 98 55 B PR+ 52 56 JA 400 I L B R AR
Ko BT AMPRAZR L AR I A1 B 55 451 0 1 72 b 1Y
A RE I HC A O B8 BE AR5 1R A2 A R S O R L i
T PP A B R IR 1 1 98 55 1 E SRR IE T A T B0
F- By H RS 0 I 5T 45 2R R %5 3 B 0
FARE ARG 1 09 90 55 1 BR 15 4% 42 07 ik Z 18 B AT R 48 19
Wy

Pl 12 2 SR FH B o = 6 Jim 28 1 O 32 43 i) R FE
55 P 15 FA Rk i ) {2 2 1T 1) [ A RE ORI B 1R 5 1Y
AR AR T B 1 S T AL EE 3 9 57 i PR
care PTHTL I 95 3k AR i A 1 A5 E HIORD I T AR Ak B A 1Y
A DA SRy 982 55 58405 160 VA 8 A o FH - R 3 10000 27 £k b4
B ER ESF IR . A TAET M E LIk 6=
6mm,h=0.9,1.8,2. 7mm, X B F T4l 45 bR B 50 6
9% 57 B BT 9 35 2% 43 0 o4 0. 3196, 1. 49% . 1. 182,
1 AL BRI ) S v AR AR OG L R 12



FasE HEW

B T AT FR TG I BTG X 55 e W A 8 9 L8 3 7 BT 45 9% 55 4 RE ST A

69

7 545 B 9L ORI 8900 T A3 3 ¢
SR P 9 97 1 05 5 B 0 95 MO0 2 T 7 AL

T00 S 120 25 B 20T 156 10T 3k B 0149 197 3 B PR I T ROR B
i A Y TR L B AR T 0 57 5 i

80Ty 801y 801y
701 70F 70f
601 60F 60
£ o] 2| %ol
S a0l 0,~=156.8MPa S 5ol 0,=134.6MPa Sl Ca1184MPa
201 20F 20f
10f 10} 10
0 1 1 1 1 1 % 1 1 1 1 9 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L
80 100 120 140 160 180 200 0 80 100 120 140 160 0 80 90100110120130140150160
o,/MPa 0./MPa o,/MPa
NE2) B 2Ie2)
di 10t
8-
6' o, 8
<9l « 6 ar
4 0,~158.3MPa S Al 0, =1326MPa 4 |56 0,=119.8MPa
3 4
2-
2..
1k 2
O 1 1 1 1 1 % 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
80 100 120 140 160 180 200 0 80 100 120 140 160 70 80 90100110120130140150160
o,/MPa 0,/MPa o, /MPa
12 PSR (D FEAFERG (O RTF M () h=0. 9mm; (b)A=1. 8mm; (c)h=2. 7Tmm
Fig. 12 Fatigue limit prediction (1)intrinsic dissipation; (2) temperature variation; (a)2h=0. 9mm; (b)2A=1. 8mm; (c)h=2. 7Tmm

P 57 B R B K 20 1 R 5l il 13 Y
%*&BEE@tB{EvK{:GSf/G(HO %&I‘»Kf 5 K, zZ [aH
A —E MRS R KR W R 4 R el
A% 55 A7 et R K SRR, 9% 57 i 11
JEFRE q L HZ MM RRWT

(K — 1D
1T &K -D

9 55 i F1 UK R B ¢ 5 i 11 LA IR ROF0 B4 L PE BT
A G G F1 R S5 RN AT A i i A B B 7T A
FIH Neuber 24 20k 5

1
1+ alr
2069

O
e r Sy OARER AR AL Sy S g R ) F AL R
2 ,r=3mm;e, =407MPa, JH1 R i) ol B FR .

16 3.1 i A Roo B 0 T R fLER
¢=6mm IR h=0.9.1.8,2. 7mm & {4 14 L W S
2R K, @t AR (7))L (8) i B 15K I 4 9% 55
B B2 KGN 2 L SRR BB 2
B LT AN PR AR BESE T Q235 A6 M il R 9% 55 1 72
Hh A FE B S LR, I35 T Luong WA 2
Y W FR oo = 178MPa, A I, 45 4 & 12w i il

T AR R R I (=0, 9. 1. 8.2, Tmm) T FLI& P O 3%

> K =14+q¢K —~1D (D

q

a = 0.0254( )? ()

BERL PR IIME 64, =157. 55,133. 6,119, 1MPa., {# A] L)kt
HH 2 B L% 57 B0 R K -

K __ Om™m
= M
odf

%2 R BRIT I R B ) o M ik K B B g
I B0 At AL R O B R AL K AT T L
B UL T B PR BOR LR I 5T BORE R 98 55 1 fig
J5 o] bR

9

2 BRTEEEREASWE
RSHEBGREN K b8
Table 2 Comparison of K; obtained

by FEM, TSA and LT

h/mm FEM K; TSA K; LT K¢
0.9 1.4341 1.3091 1.1298
1.8 1.6115 1.4941 1.3323
2.7 1. 6908 1.5888 1.4945
4 g

(1) T AL B3 1) 5 RN, 3 ASTE LR AR B8 F0 AL 5 1
R AL TR FLEE b B LB IR A9 0 ) 4 Th AR FEIE AR
WA B AL E M A K m &b, MEAL
B ¢=6mm.BKE h=0.9,1.8,2. 7mm I}, #3P: 5
T B i E 1 K, 5 A BROT 45 R 8] 19 3% 22 43 5 N



70 R TR

2015 4= 8 H

11.2%,9.08%,7. 43% . PG, SR 1N g 20 #7 BE %
B R WER B A R R AR R T SR R ALK, .

(2) 9% 57 1 A5 v [ 45 #E 10OREL 05 55 04 v Ak R
B A% F T DR DAl 5 AN 3D B 5 L 3 1 1 9 55 A PR
G55 01 B A R 55 % BR L A AT 000 LR Y 9 S5
B R K. A BRI AR R T 43 BT B AR SR
BT R E 57 B R B K Z (R He AR, BB T4
FHEL A AR E A AR 9 55 E REAF 5 J7 THD () T ATk .

S5 ik

[1] PETERSON R E, PLUNKETT R. Stress concentration factors
[J]. Journal of Applied Mechanics,1975,42(1) ; 248.

[2] FEEF. ETLAABREARI RS0 BB ARDFRLD]. iR
I WA JR I Tlk K 2%, 2008.

WANG X F. The research on key technology of stress analysis
based on infrared thermographic technology[ D]. Harbin; Harbin
Institute of Technology,2008.

(3] XUgh. BT L0oh AR TR 00 5 & 45 44 4 B 1 43 A B 52 38 F o
[D]. W ZRE I R Tk K%, 2012.

LIU X. Analysis and experiment study on stress of structure
based on lock-in thermography[ D]. Harbin; Harbin Institute of
Technology,2012.

[4] MALDAGUE X, MARINETTI S. Pulse phase infrared thermog-
raphy[ J]. Journal of Applied Physics.1996,79(5):2694—2698.

[5] ZHAO Y. GUO X, REN M. Lock-in infrared thermography for
non-destructive testing of grid stiffened composite structure[ J].
Advanced Science Letters,2012,5(2):593—596.

[6] OFFERMANN S, BEAUDOIN J L, BISSIEUX C, et al. Ther-
moelastic stress analysis under nonadiabatic conditions[J]. Ex-
perimental Mechanics,1997,37(4) :409—413.

[7] YANG B, LIAW P K, MORRISON M, et al. Temperature evo-
lution during fatigue damage[]]. Intermetallics,2005,13(3):419
—428.

[8] MEOLA C, CARLOMAGNO G M. Recent advances in the use of
infrared thermography[ J]. Measurement Science and Technolo-
ay.2004,15(9) ;27.

[9] UMMENHOFER T, MEDGENBERG J. On the use of infrared
thermography for the analysis of fatigue damage processes in wel-
ded joints[J]. International Journal of Fatigue,2009,31(1):130
—137.

[10] FANJ L, GUOXL, WUCW, et al. Research on fatigue be-
havior evaluation and fatigue fracture mechanisms of cruciform
welded joints[ J]. Materials Science and Engineering: A, 2011,
528(29) :8417—8427.

[11] YAN Z, ZHANG H, WANG W, et al. Temperature evolution
and fatigue life evaluation of AZ31B magnesium alloy based on
infrared thermography[]]. Transactions of Nonferrous Metals
Society of China,2013,23(7):1942—1948.

[12] ZHANG L, LIU X S, WU S H, et al. Rapid determination of
fatigue life based on temperature evolution[]]. International

Journal of Fatigue,2013,54:1—6.

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

PITARRESI G, PATTERSON E A. A review of the general
theory of thermoelastic stress analysis[J]. The Journal of Strain
Analysis for Engineering Design,2003,38(5) :405—417.
BREMOND P, POTET P. Lock-in thermography: a tool to ana-
lyze and locate thermomechanical mechanisms in materials and
structures| AJ]. Proceedings of SPIE, Thermosense XXIII[C].
Orlando: SPIE Press,2001. 560 —566.

KRAPEZ J C, PACOU D. Thermography detection of damage
initiation during fatigue tests[ AJ]. Proceedings of SPIE, Ther-
mosense XXIV[C]. Orlando:SPIE Press,2002. 534 —449.
LUONG M P. Fatigue limit evaluation of metals using an infra-
red thermographic technique[ J]. Mechanics of Materials, 1998,
28(1):155—163.

CURA F, CURTI G, SESANA R. A new iteration method for
the thermographic determination of fatigue limit in steels[J]. In-
ternational Journal of Fatigue,2005,27(4):453—459.

2, AR, M, F. SR TN BR B AR XHR A &0
FREH P T I IR A P N RE [T ). TR Jy 24, 2012,29(12) : 28
—33.

LIM, LI X D, ZHANG H, et al. Rapid determination of the fa-
tigue limit of aluminum alloy riveted component based on lock-in
infrared thermography technique[ J]. Engineering Mechanics,
2012,29(12) .28—33.

SRR, E . R T B PR 1 4 JE O 7 R P VAN 7 1k
Fo[1]. BLARHRE . 2010,32(2) :305— 309.

GUO X L, WANG X G. Research on the evaluation method of
metal fatigue properties based on lock-in thermography [ ] ].
Journal of Mechanical Strength,2010,32(2) :305—309.

IR, A E . ABAQUS A7 BR 7T 43 55 4 1 M. dE st
MU Tl th R A » 2007.

SHI Y P, ZHOU Y R. Example explanation of finite element
analysis of ABAQUS[M]. Beijing:China Machine Press,2007.
FAN J, GUO X, WU C. A new application of the infrared ther-
mography for fatigue evaluation and damage assessment[ J]. In-
ternational Journal of Fatigue,2012,44:1—7.

RISITANO A, RISITANO G. Cumulative damage evaluation in
multiple cycle fatigue tests taking into account energy parameters
[J]. International Journal of Fatigue,2012,48:214—222.
R, e srAS. LA ) 43 A 5 i = 4 A R T A LT .
AR . 1989,10(2) 111 —118.

LI G D, QIAO W B. Three dimensional finite elements analysis
of the influence of small blind hole on stress distribution[ J].
Transactions of the China Welding Institution, 1989,10(2) ;111
—118.

ZEJOAR XU, B UM AE. BIAH LA AR B AR D B 25 6 Y B g
AAELT]. TAEJ%£,2011,28(11) 218 — 224,

LI X D, LIU X, MA' Y, et al. Measuring structure stress distri-
bution using lock-in infrared thermography techniquel J]. Engi-
neering Mechanics,2011,28(11):218—224.

EKEE, FERAE, AR H AR ZLAMRL I i e B DR/ R B Y
)] Bk HL05h,2002,32(6) :404—406.

WANG Y M, GUO X H, LI R H. Measuring defect diameter
and depth in infrared testing[J]. Laser &. Infrared,2002,32(6) ;



CREE N PR AT PR T A BRR BA 1k X 5 R A 2 () 132 T3 20 BT 50 55 4 BT Al 71
104—1406. (301 BOAES”. FRAA. AEWIME. & B2 97 BUPF ) AR 2150 2

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

X BER, E . LA B AG I BL AR Be e B TR B
W L)]. B2 RE % TR ,2010,18(1) ;37— 44,

LIUJ Y, DAIJ] M, WANG Y. Thermal wave detection and de-
fect depth measurement based on lock-in thermography[J]. Op-
tics and Precision Engineering,2010,18(1):37—44.

BEREY . SRR, RIEST, 4F. E B RVREE TR L1 S-N
Hh £k B AR Ar A L) ). MR AR, 2011, (12) .29 33.

FAN J, GUO X, ZHAO Y, et al. Predictions of S-N curve and
residual life of welded joints by quantitative thermographic meth-
od[]]. Journal of Materials Engineering,2011,(12):29—33.
EUL, FI&RWE, 305, . IR T B G i Ak X
o P 55 PERE BT ], A4 T, 2014, (1) .85—89.

WANG K, YAN Z F, WANG W X, et al. Temperature evolu-
tion and fatigue properties prediction for high cycle fatigue of
magnesium alloy[ J]. Journal of materials Engineering, 2014,
(1):85—89.

BEAR S, SRAVAR, SR, AF. BRI RE & Bk R EUITE AR Q235
B9 57 PERELT ], AR TR 2012, (12) : 71— 76.

FANJ L, GUOXL, WUC W, et al. Fast evaluation of fatigue
behavior of Q235 steel by infrared thermography and energy ap-
proach[J]. Journal of Materials Engineering, 2012, (12):71 —
76.

[31]

[32]

TAKIMCT]. 62244, 2010,(10) : 2776 —2781.

ZHAO Y G, GUO X L, REN M F. Lock-in infrared thermogra-
phy for the non-destructive testing of fatigue specimen with de-
fects[J]. Acta Optica Sinica,2010,(10):2776—2781.

BIASE XU rh, BRI 9% 07 B0 R E K 5 RSN 1T R
BOK ZIi e R, Mo TR, 2007, (7):70—73.

HU B R, LIU J Z, CHEN J F. Relationship between fatigue
notch factor K¢ and stress concentration factor K[ J]. Journal of
Materials Engineering,2007,(7):70—73.

PE TR, Z5H9 57 A m s Ar LM, dbat: BB Toll i it . 2003,
YAO W X. Fatigue Life Prediction of Structures[ M]. Beijing:
Defense Industry Press,2003.

ES&WE FRARFFEEFHHE (11072045)

Y EHE:2013-12-03; 81T HH#H: 2014-09-04

BIAEE SBARA955—) T\ S AT TR 2% 58
J1% GHE S R T T RENREH T R¥TRAO¥RT
A2 2% 25 48 43 By [ 58 B 05 S8R %8 (116024) . E-mail : xlguo@dlut. edu. cn




