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A Study on the Fracture Behavior in the Transition Region Using

Notched Tensile Specimens
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Abstract

The effect of stress state on the fracture in the transition region has been investigated
using notched round tensile specimens of various notch root radii. The fracture stress
increases with the stress triaxiality, while the fracture strain decreases with the stress
triaxiality. The fracture stress is nearly independent of the test temperature in the transition
region. However, the fracture strain reveals typical ductile-to-brittle transition. The transition
behaviors in the fracture strain are strongly affected by the stress state. Considering the
existing models and experimental results, a fracture toughness model is proposed and the
fracture toughness values are calculated by the model. The calculated values are compared

with the results obtained from the conventional fracture specimens.

LA &

PAZRH GG 7hes AETAA Akl s S Rlge] A5 AstH= HAAdE
UERATH1-3]. w92 AdAdS grety] s s AR Eel 9% RS54 s
423 SAste] A 2 g2 st 2% Mg er AdAo]l HrbE ok gy 1
du AR GG F2 wdo]l B g Mok FqolAe] g 2L 2&d
M A A4S dehlal B3 Al A7) 3 SRR A AEAS Hole AoR dHA



T

Holad ol Ao mio

&t

S

=

S

©

A A

Weibull A 7]

(e}
=

R

[7]

-

22 ASTMe) A

9o m[4-6], o]Z 9l

mﬂﬁ‘_iaﬁ 1_|4
i < o B OB g W
MR v < oH N T AT K
LS2% FEss SRR ET
Pl as SLTE o AEL” g
],ﬂaooﬁ o X o m Go_Lﬂ.mWo_E . .8 @méy
B U o= T O o 2 e ®
row 2 XD s o < B B 2
i T ‘r_,mu < Sl;u R —_ X
].Amﬂ iy i ‘_,ve_] o 0
NSt IENEE N R 5 =
T A AMQﬂ am % & 7w
L o Z o) ORI n wn o
T = b oo KA mzﬂﬂ@%w oo o o
_KLOzoo ﬂﬂM@ ﬂ_ﬂ,,oumﬂn_AIAoEﬂA EL ) %Ee
NI - R = — & M I W 5
K -0 =0 ajo ~ S o »  To
Gy = o o T e O o) o X
(ln_rm > T o R o ° o v ar
— 70 A Ol_lﬂrmo vt /“r\.OtE oﬂo = E
= T N T © o o8 W W zn o oo 38 do
oo oo o = 1 @.ﬂ%mm@wm o S
Cow B %o T me,qwo%O. To BB '3
T B o mﬂw_a T O ) I = ) g
W o T ro R = . %W,Aqo_. Zn T X . )
AOM%WW.S.AQ _,mﬁo% B o B o £ = T
X N T & 5 (riy oj N h go W = ~3 £ do =
do T ° 9 B b T o ) = o) G 2
e o B o X o JJ — S = K B
.o K do X = w jng i T o~ ~ ) N o <0 5
PTuziEziiz ziz Z gl i NCIE
AR I TR R e P oo kA ST
c,_,ﬂmeﬂuTﬂw%Eﬂhﬂ @ﬂﬂ%ﬂo7MM &ow I oﬂoﬂ
Hoovﬂ}mquﬂ@r ﬁ%ﬂo%ﬂ@T =~ B o
4r < _ ~ o " = Ho T {F — — o Mu X w - o H
R W G G ) o :
mhuztmp;;@ o wew B W o T o s %
5w, =R Y B _ W N dom X o © R
I o o =5 KX =y o 2o N ~ -
ﬂl%ﬁqﬁo]MﬂjaaEl %HW;Q@MWN A io% \%7
S 5 T —_ —_—
ﬂﬂélMTL& T =T = o o x = o
1%%905 el xdﬁd.m.ﬂﬂoﬁb - & IZEERSY
u_xmo&mLCA@%Eg a;oa%m?w . o E :
oW K Book o H % B % T % = P a _w T 5 W g
) w° mﬂ_ T T B % %L ~ < % 0 o HT oo J.H i) LC ﬂ MI /m\ B
- T 7o = = TH ° ™ =R — o & W = ! K =3 s RN T o
T &ftﬂ?m%ﬂﬂ w =T & ¥ i T %
— — 0
ﬂnﬂ@%ﬁr@d.ﬂnwﬂ@ o ?uoﬂo#anw;w ® T Wﬁo% L)
m oo T T REE L cie Eian wow A MY o
. Ca il o 0 U =]
2 =Nk E S S s L
=N S IN) o — ELM‘.%O n_Alﬂ
™ —_ -~ '
) ~
T o

(2)
(3)
(4)

20, + 0,

6}
0, Oy

0, =
Om



g EA dig WeEAE gAY SEAAHTE o E 7 Aoz A (3)F (4)F o]l &3t
glcko] doju}E= =719 stress triaxialityE T-3H4,

_ (Om )\ _ O 2
R =

ANA oSt ol WA AUF U} FEIYS vhehlm, et Zo] APABH
gakel A,

tlo

o]

(6)

o, = K(eb)"

74 P, A,

EEEREESEE
=g g

g
=
rr
&
&
o
o

2 olg%

4 o2 d#A Jgom, A (2)
1= &g disiArt ddatez 2 (5 oF stress
triaxiality = 3 Sia=

a9 29+ (notch root radius R)ol|l disiA &%k w2 339
YER T ZHzbe] w2 el fis) SR ES %7 gl weh, ARk
4 HolAEs BHol Fi Utk 17 29

J
hyperbolic tangent ¥4 fittingdt # o]t}

oot

b
rlo
k%)
<AV

kR

(U=

R
1°)
2
v
lo,
g b
g‘.:]_l
2
:Oé,
o
o

[e)

&N
&
lo,

i

N

E d
el

Al —

o
Q
oL

=
i

%)
&

rE
off ™
et

lo,
(B
o -
i

K}
dlo
Hor
m

o

el = A[1+tanh(%)] ©

B

714, Ax 33 E o] upper shelfe} lower shelf(=0)9] F# S on| s, Tcx Agtol o

st Hol =g UEhdth E3 BE i4°]°3°"9] WS 5 oS JERdT i 14 7

Fel =x9bAgel tigh o5 e gES YE AT

aE 29 F IeAM wmA o] FEWT 0 %‘i%‘“’?%, % stress triaxiality7} 7t 93w
Ae B F vk o] A stress triaxiality 7} J

AN =
Ao <) =
ARPES gAsHy] wjiEolrh. Eg w9 FEWAC HarTF

off

b} d = 5 YA 93 stress triaxiality?] F71E A5 AAS A A7H, ¥
7;;1—?- AM-HA Hol2mZE Z7A 7Y 8-11]. FIWHHEL stress striaxiality 7} =
A FH oz 7HAadthal dE A Yr10-11,16]. -SHEAE 7 F A E v 2= Fk

1o r}83} 7

_3,
e’;q = qe °? (10)

o714 e ABRAFR A Ao a9 32 4 B9 A (9E o8&l A stress
triaxiality ¢} upper shelf 92| Ht I HHFE Alo]lo] AAS B3l At 2] (10)9]A] o]
23 o7 Yeld Ay o] 3P Eo] stress triaxialityd] XFTF= el X G A

ot



21l 159} 78l 22 Fe UehaL Ak 4 e #2 3.856EA Fgo]EA

o
191

99 4t 2t dagdsl W S de Add wAY Aol 3 $eo)

Aol HANPEI ge) exel T JEHS weld Qvh 33UL SAPHY P

hehE ¢l o) of BAAE s gEe ARG + Atk A B)F ol§FHH H AL

o = (tet 3)oeq(tf) = |t +%)K(emm)) (11)

a9 5 glEAQ] 2= uisiA A 1D)E o] &35t uMo‘Dﬂ»% Alrtste] =AIgE Aolt) H]
WA 329l A-(-22T< 200)d = AR 7T A9 & dH]sh) :LEM A2l AS-(-14
8T)oll&= 22 1,99 o= & UXsHA L o] Ae A B5)E FEs7 YA AREs
AlAd g e S EYTL Lt HAS drstd AWE . &, 227 =AY 4
b (g rggo]l ) AlHe] A9 AW do|e] SHERE Y nlwE Fdste] 4 (11)9]
4 AedE F UdSeS & F Jdo wA AGe] dEsta A9 A, SHEYASFI 2 AW
o] gitxo] wHsE Y] Ao HeS doyjnE F GRAHA HFSHe JYE AL E=E,
21 (6)2 o] g3l AAAQ APdolyzHE F3 Hatr gy XA FErh

Mol et £ 2AseIA 48 Qg Axot wlg 27) W] ARl o3
APEAS Ags] Hristedd e B2 ool Ak HITddw olefg dolF A A
548 SAA Wl 7xste] siMstels m=go] o]Fojxia, 11 A3 ASTMoA = Weibull
FANAE Vx2ste] 2 3o FIJAPZEIES Fdte] Hol2EgFoAe gHIdFaE T+
T de EFAEH ASTM E1921[7]S Al Alstd ot Weibull & A e Aol osld Fo]d ol A €]
HI1AGE ted FEREE 7HITH5-6]

P, = 1—exp[—(lm> ] (12)

A71A  Kjpev® J-integral2F8 3 A9 A%, P Kieolste d#d4dE 7148 74
g5 K& Fod 240 Azel EA X o], Weibull slope me Ho|E o] AAHEE e}l
Y= dAolth, vz dy 22 dEdt #dS 7AW mgolERY A9 o2 o® m¥ Ko

e Z+7h 49} 20 MPaV mz & A Q). 3. ASTMO A= 1T AHe] Z$ Holgd A9
5090 A BES 71 FANAY T T3t 2ol AASATE

Kicimesy = 30+70exp[0.019(T— T,)] MPam  (13)

o714 T AME2=oH, T,= A& Fdto] oA AR S4AE, K #°l 100

E.
MPa mz ®= £xolth, B Agd ALe® Az A9 T,7F oF -73C k. 3994 29



Aetgrh 29 614 A3 FAEE 27 50 %, 5%, 9% HA GBS 7
2 e Aelth delddeldel sudel Be WAE e A3,
5’1— J

ol ol el algde] #xeh & dAFS & F

FA NG Ky, Jio)s 7371 93 7129 22AdHES B2 A7

=3 EH‘[19]°] 9,1‘3}. R Xluhn[ZO]% a3 Q1A o]
sto] g3t o] Hrh Akl wy g mEl S A QkS

ol °
ol

2
o

Ky = 032\/ 7-E - o €£q -1, (14)

gy flellA AFd REES BEF vAzASH dAA( 1) e Rad
3 dok TS A (14)9] 4% lower shelf =ZoA M Eo] A2l o 7[7le s 7HA
o o] EFol A dnka o gzl go] otd lower shelfE dWabA Egirt whepa 2 <
Tol A= Xiulin®] HolE 2%d oFEdte dor 118l38kal lower shelf (K g A& iL# st
of b5t 22 A RAS A

rulo

EL

Kic = Kistno-ey MPa'm (15)

7)ol A Kps lower shelfgho]lil y&= roltt, A= e 87703 22 wdto]E4 oid
K;s %2 30MPay m(median #H)= <=1 J3i[7] yoll digh H7b= 3304 2] upper shelf7}
Azl A9 dold F dom, E Ao AREE Ame A oF 25 Ao ;e JhXIth

ghH, S AlH FdFTANA Y LEE 28% 7}7‘33}‘?4_[17] 2l (15)E o] &3t AANTFAA=E
FE GEJAFAS FalE F Utk 94 fyHEE 2 49$HS A 1007 4 ADS o &3t
of AARe v 2 (15 diYgstd #HAAZe AVlE 7 ¢ Ak B 1A HG 1A
G- SYGEHZE AA S vh2a old mt HolREP o] vt F, 2EFHS Holex
T WgksFolof stk AY 9 A ANE vEoE e A2 2EF0 W

T = T, + 4004t (16)

AN Tpp & A 2E0)W, AtE stress triaxiality?] S7F&olth 32 AA Ak vl
2 #d3 SHEYES 1A Ao AZAEHE AAER = 2mm, 3mm, ©)o thaiA 33t
o] it 08 AEolw, ddH G = HiL 288 EolBE 4 & 20
o FEAT SE7F HAAaEH A L gIAE RFAA fgho] fAstER A g

E
Aol g E X8 AoE Btk 17 6o o] Ho|A Awst mdo ool AFAHARER

25
—
2
2
o
il
>
)
o
Ny
=N



o e solel g sty ARG o83 Avksk mus e Aotk F Axsk v & At
=g 2 5o

AT3FS T BE?'E} stress tr1ax1ahty9v} J}JJ o8 v J}qtﬂég 7}

2dS AAE 2ok dAdE Adelskd vhed 2ok
2 &Y H =, stress triaxialityel]l =&tk Stress triaxiality 7t 5

Fetar, AP ES AASAT T3 stress triaxiality 9] F7Foll whe)

[<) .
@ HANYEE LS GaT we FoF A-F4 WlABL wAY, HgHLe

b1

3) g E 2 379& E'—3.er stress trlaX1a11ty9‘r-4 AA2 S vlgo g FHAAe PSS
AE vlugt 2y AAE gHJQd R Hol2

% odod Bk oby e} upper shelf FlAAE A8 + 21 SISk

£
B\
_?L
e
t
i)
o
2,
52
ol
32 o
A,;
B
L

Acknowledgement

T et AAGATANE FA DAY AAE AR/ DA
XHE JMM 12 5235 91 g o,

Faxd

[1] Lucas, G. E., Odette, G. R., et al., ASTM STP 870, pp. 900-930 (1985)

[2] Havel, R., Vacek, M., and Brumovsky, M., ASTM STP 1170, pp. 163-171(1993)

[3] Lidbury, D. P. G., and Morland, E., Int. J. Pres. Ves. & Piping, v.29, pp. 343- 428(1987)
[4] Landes, J. D., and Shaffer, D. H.,, ASTM STP 700, pp. 368-382(1980)

[5] Wallin, K., Engng Fract. Mech., v19, pp. 1085-1093(1984)

[6] Wallin, K., Engng Fract. Mech., v22, pp. 149-163(1985)

[7]1 E1921-98, "Test method for the determination of a reference temperature T, for ferritic

steels in the transition range.”, ASTM, 1998

[8] Johnson, G. R., Cook, W. H., Eng. Fract. Mech., v21, pp. 31-48(1985)

[9] Mackenzie, A. C., Hancock, J. W. and Brown, D. K. Eng. Fract. Mech.,, v9, pp.
167-188(1977)

[10] Mirza, M. S., Barton, D. C., and Church, P., J. Mater. Sci., v31, pp. 453-464(1996)

[11] Feng, S. N, Zheng, C. Q. and Li, X. L., Theor. Appli. Fract. Mech.,, v17, pp.
149-155(1992)

[12] Jun, S., et al. Engng Fract. Mech., v36, pp. 321-326(1990)

[13] Kordisch, H., Sommer, E., and Schmitt, W., Nucl. Eng. Design., v112, pp. 27-35(1989)

[14] Chen, X. M., Hahn, H. G., Engng Fract. Mech., v44, pp. 895-912(1993)

[15] Rice, J. R., Tracey, D. M., J. Mech. Phys. Solids, v17, pp. 201-217(1969)

[16] Strnadel, B., et al.,, Engng Fract. Mech., v37, pp. 1025-1038(1990)

[17] Byun, T. S., et al., J. Nuclear Materials, v252, pp. 187-194(1998)

[18] Ritchie, R.O., Knott, J.F., and Rice, J.R., J. Mech. Phys. Solids, v21, pp. 395-410 (1973)

[19] Ritchie, R.O., Server, W.L., Wullaert, R.A., Metall. Trans., v10A, pp. 1557-1570 (1979)

[20] Xiulin, Z., Engng Fract. Mech., v33, pp. 685-695(1989)



Table 1. Dimension of notched round tensile specimens and initial stress triaxiality at the
center and fitting parameters of fracture strain vs. temperature curves and stress

triaxiality at fracture (R = notch root radius, A = upper shelf value/2, T, =

transition temperature at A, 2B = transition temperature span)

Specimen R (mm)

D (mm) t Bridgman A B T, (°C)  t (at upper shelf)
Notch—1 4 0.25 1.94 0.319 59 -75 125
Notch-2 4 0.50 143 0.356 59 -81 1.16
Notch-3 4 0.75 1.18 0.374 40 -107 1.13
Notch-4 4 1.00 1.03 0.373 36 -119 1.05
Notch-5 4 1.50 0.84 0.447 50 -133 0.97
Notch-6 4 2.00 0.74 0.463 49 -140 0.88
Notch-7 4 3.00 0.62 0.501 33 -159 0.87
Smooth 8 o 0.33 0.649 30 -152 0.71

Table 2. Tensile test results from smooth specimens
T (“C) YS (MPa) TS (MPa) TE (%) Fracture Fracture Stress K (MPa) n

Strain (MPa)
20 429 584 21.3 1.35 1316 899 0.132
0 431 597 21.2 1.36 1336 926 0.136
-20 445 612 21.4 1.35 1382 949 0.137
-45 454 635 28.5 1.26 1365 1008 0.148
-65 481 664 31.1 1.30 1476 1063 0.153
-85 517 688 28.1 1.20 1400 1112 0.156
-105 552 715 28.2 1.25 1510 1159 0.159
-125 623 57 26.1 1.1 1463 1234 0.158
-150 686 793 17.4 0.74 1288 1229 0.128
-170 760 840 8.1 0.09 919 1127 0.073
-196 918 968 10.3 0.08 1054 1509 0.126
2.0

Notch root radius (R:mm)
o 025 = 050
A 100 4 200
15 © 3.00 e smooth

7 mm
O N —
1 T N
8 mm D 4 mm
. 40 mm L Temperature, °C

Fig. 1. Notched round tensile specimen Fig. 2. Variation of fracture strain with temperature
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