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STUDY TO DETERMINE THE INFLUENCE
OF WELD POROSITY ON THE INTEGRITY

OF MARINE STRUCTURES

by

William J. Walsh, Brian N. Leis and J. Y. Yung

1. INTRODUCTION

The objective of this study is to obtain a better understanding

of the influence of weld porosity on the integrity of marine structures.

Understanding the effects of porosity on the mechanical properties of

weldments is important for the safe design of welded marine structures.

Information on the porosity effects for a weldment would be useful in

specifying welding processes and procedures. The ’expectedservice condi-

tions of a weld could dictate the amount of porosity allowed. A welding

process which would be expected to result in porosity levels corresponding

to that allowable amount could be rationally determined and specified.

The inspection and maintenance of welded structures would also benefit

from a refined understanding of the detrimental effects of various sizes,

shapes, and patterns of porosity.

Previous investigations on the effects of weld porosity on

integrity of structures indicate that there is very little influence of

‘1]. However, porosity has beenporosity upon brittle fracture properties
[1-71- The rnOtiVatiOnshown to influence the fatigue properties of welds

for the present study comes from the potential of modern fatigue technol-

ogy and fracture mechanics principles to analytically predict the fatigue

performance of weldments. The literature provides sufficient information

on the dependence of fatigue performance on parameters such as size of

pores, number of pores, pore shape and pattern. These parameters will be

incorporated into a fatigue life estimation model based upon fatigue and

fracture concepts.



2. DISCUSSIONOF THE PROBLEM

2.1 Limits of Concern

The results of most of the studies examining the effects of

porosity conclude that porosity does not effect the mechanical pro erties
[1-5!of a weldment unless the amount of porosity is extremely large .

Regarding fatigue, the most critical location for a weld is generally the

weld toe. This abrupt change in geometry from the weld metal reinforce-

ment to the base metal results in a stress concentration and acts as a

fatigue crack initiation site. Pores are, by comparison, much less severe

stress concentrations.

decreasing

forcementl

crack. Th

he severity of the weld-toe stress concentration decreases

weld reinforcement size. That is, the smaller the weld re-

the less effect the weld toe will have in initiating a fat”

s fact suggests that if the weld reinforcement is shallow

with

n-

gue

enough, the stress concentration due to the weld toe will be less than

that resulting from a pore. The pore would then be the critical location

for fatigue.

Consider the following example. The stress concentration

‘actor’ ‘t’ for a pore in an infinite body subjected to an axial stress

is 2.05 (for Poisson’s ratio of 0.3). The stress concentration factor

for the toe of a butt weld subjected to axial tension[8] is 3.06 for a

0.5 inch thick plate, having a reinforcement width of 0.29 inch (60 degree

bevel) and height of 0.17 inch, and a weld toe radius of 0.02 inch. This

means that if a pore (Kt = 2.05) were present in the weld, the more highly

stressed location would still be the weld toe (Kt = 3.06). The reinforce-

ment height at which the stress concentrations would be equal for both

the weld toe and the pore is 0.11 inch. At this reinforcement Ileigtlt,
there would be an equal chance of a fatigue crack initiating at the toe

or at the pore. At heights below this value, the fatigue crack would be

expected to initiate at the pore.

This example is an over simplification of a rather complex

stress analysis problem. Factors such as bending stress, almost always

2



present in actual service, and difficulty in accurately measuring the weld

toe radius have not been considered. Both of these effects would in-

crease the weld-toe stress concentration. The example does illustrate,

however, that unless the

would not be expected to

weld reinforcement is shallow, fatigue cracks

initiate from a pore.

2.2 Factors of Concern

Having discussed the fact that weld porosity is generally only

a problem when the weld reinforcement is shallow or removed, or when

porosity is excessive, the

this specific problem will

2.2.1 Fracture Mechanics

factors that must be addressed in analyzing

be outlined.

Porosity can be characterized as a blunt defect having no sharp

asperities which can be analyzed as cracks. Since cracks do initiate

from pores, at some point in the cracks growth, the assumptions of frac-

ture mechanics should be valid for describing the problem. Assuming that

the blunt defect is a sharp crack will give conservative answers, but

they may not be realistic. Some accounting must be made of the life spent

initiating and growing a crack from the pore to a fracture mechanics size

flaw. This initial period of growing a crack can be a significant part

of the total life, especially for high cycle fatigue.

The general finding in the literature is that porosity does not

behave like planar weld defects, such as lack of fusion, which are more

clearly crack-like. (See, for example, References 2 and 8.)

2.2.2 Pore Geometry and Interaction

Porosity, though generally spherical in shape, can assume many

shapes and configurations. These include elongated pores, rows of single

pores or collinear pores, and pore clusters. Determining the effects of

various sizes and shapes of pores is an important factor affecting the

structural integrity of weldments. Unfortunately, almost no work reported
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in the literature has dealt directly with the mechanisms of crack growth

from potentially interacting voids. Instead, researchers have

concentrated on correlating total fatigue lives with parameters describing

the weld porosity. Examples are ’percentof porosity, reduction in area,

and maximum pore size. From these indirect measurements one may be able

to extract some of the rules governing the interaction of pores.

2.2.3 Residual Stresses

Residual stresses have been shown to significantly decrease the

fatigue life of welds‘8-10]. Compared to welds not containing residual

stresses, tensile residual stresses can decrease the life, while compres-

sive residual stresses can increase the life. Measurements in HY-80 butt

welds have revealed longitudinal and transverse residual stresses locally

‘8]. Simi1ar results have been found foras high as the yield strength

’11]. Residual stress magnitudes and distributionsmild steel butt welds

‘8’10]. Generally, tensile stresses are seen at thecan vary greatly

surfaces and compressive stresses at mid-thicknesses. Because of this

variation, the initiation and propagation of a fatigue crack may depend

on its position in the weld--i.e., on its position in the residual stress

field.

2.2.4 Threshold Crack Growth Behavior

Below some arbitrary crack growth rate, from an engineering

viewpoint, a crack is not of concern because it does not threaten the

integrity of the structure in a reasonable amount of time. Although there

is some debate concerning the determination of threshold stress

intensities, the concept is an important one for the present study.

It has been noted that under variable amplitude loading,

threshold behavior may not be as significant as under constant amplitude

loading[12]. This is because there wi11 probably be some 1arge 1oads

which cause the small crack to grow; and as it does, more and more of

the load spectrum will produce stress intensities above the threshold

values.
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2.2.5 Crack Retardation

Under variable amplitude loading similar to actual service

conditions, linear elastic fracture mechanics methods have been shown to

give overly conservative crack growth predictions under actual ship load
[12]. Large loads,histories when load interactions are not accounted for

such as bottom slamming, superimposed on smaller loads, such as low fre-

quency wave induced stresses, result in crack growth retardation, which

slow crack growth below rates that would be expected by additive linear

cumulative damage.

3. SCOPE

The objective of this study was to research and define the para-

meters which affect the fatigue performance of marine weldments containing

porosity. A model which accounts for the defined parameters was developed

and exercised to study the sensitivity of fatigue life upon these factors.

The model uses both low cycle fatigue concepts and fracture mechanics

techniques to predict fatigue crack initiation and subsequent growth. It

is important to emphasize that all of the predictions performed during

this study were for weldments with the reinforcement removed. Weldments

with reinforcement left intact will generally fail at the weld toe which

proves to be a much more severe defect than internal porosity[1-5]●

The developed model was used to predict fatigue lives of tests

performed on a limited number of weld specimens containing internal

porosity

within a

as a calibration exercise. The predicted lives were generally

factor of two of the actual lives.

Four types of porosity were examined using the predictive

model: uniform porosity, a single pore, co-linear porosity and cluster

porosity. Fatigue life predictions are made for each of the porosity

types using different plate thicknesses, residual stresses, pore sizes,

and

used

deve

oading. For constant amplitude loading, three stress ratios are

A variable amplitude history based upon SL-7 stress data was

oped and applied in the model for all four types of porosity. The
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material used for all the predictions is EH36. Because the fatigue and

crack growth properties of a wide class of steels do not differ sig-

nificantly from this material, the trends developed are probably applicable

to many ship steels.

4. LITERATURE SURVEY

The work

the problem, ident

in the literature review was directed at definition of

fication of factors controlling fatigue life and

identification of available life prediction concepts and approaches to

deal with porosity. Areas of emphasis were: stress analysis and stress-

intensity solutions for volumetric stress raisers; weld induced residual

stress fields; nondestructive inspection sensitivity and threshold in the

laboratory and in field applications; materials, da/dN,

marine materials, particularly those with porosity prob-

methods used to assess porosity effects on integrity.

and‘Ic ‘or
ems; and ana”ysis

4.1. Stress Analvsis and Stress-Intensitv Solutions for
Volumetric Stress Raisers

4.1.1. Stress Analvsis of Cavities

F.-.1 r. .1

“’ have made literature surveys onSternbergL1~J and SavinL

theoretical stress concentration factors for cavities and holes. These

references list the papers related to three-dimensional stress concentra-

tions around spherical, spheroidal and ellipsoidal cavities in an infinite

or finite elastic medium. The mutual effect of two or more spherical

cavities in an infinite body and the interference between a spherical

cavity and external boundary are also included in these references.

Tsuchida and Nakahara~15] studied a three dimensional stress concen~[;;ion

around a spherical cavity in a semi-infinite elastic body. Mokarov

experimentally determined the stress distribution around a chain consisting

of three spherical ores and a chain consisting of two different pores.

Lundin’17! described the primary types of porosity that may be

of concern in welding as follows: (1) uniformly scattered (distributed)
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porosity; (2) cluster (localized) porosity; (3) linear (aligned) porosity;

(4) wormhole (elongated) porosity. (Porosity in weld metals is generally

spherical or wormshaped. Elon ated spherical porosity is rarely found in

‘[18! has shown that stress concentrationthe weld metal.) Masubuchl

factors around porosity (under uniaxial loading) are generally below Kt =

4.0. Stress concentration factors around porosity are generally low. A

qualitative discussion of stress fields near cavities is presented in

Section 6 titled “Ellipsoidal Cavities”.

4.1.2. Stress Intensity Factor for Volumetric Stress Raiser

[191 obtained a stressUsing a superposition method, Krstic

intensity factor solution for an annular flaw emanating from the surface

of a spherical cavity. Stress intensity factor handbooks[20’21] contain

three-dimensional solutions for circular and elliptical cracks in a solid.

4.2. Weld-Induced Residual Stress Fields

In Chapter 6 of Reference 22, Masubuchi has a comprehensive

discussion of the magnitude and distribution of residual stresses in steel,

aluminum alloys, and titanium alloys weldments. Local residual stresses

at the surface of pores are not reported in the literature.

The fatigue severity of porosity relative to other weld discon-

tinuities such as weld toe or ripple depends on both the stress concentra-

tion factors and residual stresses. Porosity which is located in zones of

high tensile residual stresses might be the critical sites for fatigue

failure. Babev[23] has found that the dimensions and distributions of

porosity had little influence on the fatigue resistance of welds if it is

located in a high residual tensile stress field.

4*3. Nondestructive Inspection Sensitivity and
Threshold in the Laboratory and in

Field Applications

Barsom[24] has found that the probabi1ity of detecting smal1

discontinuities is remote. Porosity might obscure other defects. For
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example, planar defects may be embedded in cluster porosity and can not

be detected using nondestructive methods.

4.4. Fatique Crack Growth Data, Fracture Touqhness, and
Strain-Controlled Fatioue Behavior for Marine Materials

(Particularly Those With Porosity Problems)

Masubuchi[22’25] has extensively reviewed the materials used for

marine engineering. Marine welded structures are primarily made of steels,

aluminum alloys, and titanium alloys. The steels include carbon steels,

high strength low alloy steels, quenched-and-tempered steels, and maraging

steels. Aluminum alloys in the 5XXX series and the 7XXX series are used

extensively in marine applications. Among the titanium alloys, pure

titanium and the Ti-6Al-4V alloy have been most commonly used. Although

there are many causes of porosity in fusion welds, aluminum alloys and

titanium alloys are more active than steels and thus prone to weld

porosity.

4.4.1 Fatique Crack Growth Data

[26’271 have compiled a 1ist of sources ofHudson and Seward

fracture toughness and fatigue crack growth data for alloys. This list

covers many marine metallic materials. Most of the fatigue crack growth

data is for the base metal. There is very little data available for weld

Maddox[281 has conducted tests onmetals and heat affected-zone (HAZS).

a variety of structural C-Mn steels base-metals, weld-metals, and HAZS.

The test results show that the rates of fatigue crack growth in weld

metals and HAZS are equal or less than that in the base metal. Therefore,

the upper scatter band of fatigue crack growth rates for base metals can

be used to obtain conservative engineering estimates of the fatigue crack

growth rates in base metals, weld metals, and HAZS. Barsom[29] has

suggested upper scatter band equations for martensitic steels, ferritic-

pearlitic steels, and austenitic steels.



4.4.2* Fracture Touqhness

In general, there are four types of fracture toughness tests used

for marine welded structures’30]: (1) the Charpy impact tests; (2) the

Drop Weight tests (DWT), or the closely related Dynamic Tear Test; (3)

fracture mechanics tests to measure critical stress intensity factors (Kc

or KIC) or critical values of the J-integral (Jc or JIC); (4) the Crack-

Tip-Opening Displacement (CTOD or COD) test. Masubuchi, et al.[311 have

done a literature survey on the notch toughness of weld metals and the

HAZS, evaluated primarily by the Charpy V-notch impact test. Ship

Structure Committee Reports 248[32] and 276[33] present fracture toughness

characterization of ship steels and weldments using Charpy impact test,

References’26’27] 1ist fract.;.~DWT test, and explosion structural tests,

toughness for many of the marine metallic materials. Lawrence, et al.

studied the effects of porosity on the fracture toughness of three aluminum

alloy weldments using DWT energy and J integral.

4.4*3* Strain-Controlled Faticme Behavior

Very few strain-controlled

marine materials. References[35’36]

properties for the base metals, weld

and aluminum alloys.

fatigue properties are available for

provide several cyclic fatigue

metals, and HAZS of various steels

4.5. Analvsis Methods Used to Assess the Effects of
Porosity on Structure Inteqritv

British Standards institute Document PD6493:1980[37] provides

guidance on some methods for the derivation of acceptance levels (fitness

for service) for defects in fusion welded joints. In the section below,

the analysis methods used to assess the effect of porosity on the fatigue

performance of weldments will be discussed.



4.5.1 Previously Used Methods

4.5.1.1. Harrison’s “Quality Bands” Method

Harrison[’] presented a fitness-for-service evaluation of

porosity as shown in Figure 1. The levels shown for quality bands denoted

as V, W, X, Y, Z and corresponding to O, 3, 8, 20 and 20+ percent porosity

were drawn based on the available data. Figure 1 also shows the comparison-

of quality band method with fatigue test results. This method generally

gives conservative and lower-bound fatigue resistance estimates for

weldments with porosity.

4.5.1.2. Hirt and Fisher’s LEFM Analysis

Hirt and Fisher’38] have studied the inf1uence of porosity on the

fatigue behavior of longitudinal web-to-flange welds by assuming the

pores to be circular penny-shaped cracks. Linear elastic fracture

mechanics was used to calculate the fatigue crack propagation life. This

approach may be very conservative because the pores are generally rounded.

4.5.2. An Analvsis Based on Total Fatique Life - A Proposal

The most serious deficiency of the method of Hirt and Fisher is

the neglect of the period of life devoted to fatigue crack initiation and

early growth. A more accurate assessment of the effects of porosity on the

fatigue life of marine structures could be obtained by adding estimates of

fatigue crack initiation life to the fatigue propagation life using methods
~3gl and Reemsnyder[401. Both of thesesuch as those of Lawrence, et al..

methods provide estimates of the fatigue crack initiation life and consider

the important effects of mean and residual stresses. While LEFM provides

good estimates of long crack growth, methods developed by Leis[41] could

be used to improve the accuracy of fatigue crack propagation life estimates

for the portion of the fatigue crack propagation life in which the dominant

crack is located within the inelastic stress field of the notch (pore).
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5. ANALYTICAL MODELING f3ACKGROUND

The model used to predict the fatigue lives ofweldments used

during this study consists of two parts; the crack initiation life, Nil in

cycles, and the crack propagation life, N
P’

in cycles. The sum of these

two components is the total life, Nt,

Ni+N=t$ .
P

(1)

The crack initiation life is estimated using low cycle fatigue concepts and

the crack propagation life is estimated using linear elastic fracture

mechanics concepts. The intentof this section is to provide the low

cycle fatigue and fracture mechanics background used in the development

of the predictive model. In Section 7, titled Analytical Proqram, these

concepts will be applied to single pores, co-linear porosity, uniform

porosity,

such as a

stress in

and pore clusters.

5.1 Initiation Life Model

Fatigue cracks generally initiate at a geometrical discontinuity

notch or pore. These act as stress concentrations, raising the

the region of the notch to levels above the nominal stresses.

The material at the notch root may deform plastically while the rest of the

component remains essentially elastic. Subjecting the region to cyclic

loading resulting in plastic deformation will eventually result in a

fatigue crack.

5.1.1 Notch Analysis

Determining the stresses and strains in the notch region after

the onset of local plasticity requires a notch analysis technique. In the

elastic range, the notch stress can be calculated using the elastic

stress concentration factor, Kt. The Kt value is simply a conversion
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factor between the maximum principal notch stress, a, and remote stress,

s,
/

u= KtS, (2)

and is determined using elasticity theory or by finite element analysis.

After the notch region material deforms plastically, however, the elastic

stress concentration factor no longer applies as a direct conversion

factor. The stress will rise at a lesser rate and the strain at a greater

rate than during elastic deformation where both stress and strain rates

were equal. Neuber’s rule[42] is used to estimate the local stresses and

strains in this situation. Nueber’s rule states that the elastic stress

concentration’ ‘t’
will remain equal to the geometric mean of the instan-

taneous stress and strain concentration factors, Ku and KE, respectively,

1/2

‘t= (%Q . (3)

Rewriting this relation in terms of stress and strain ranges as

Au AE

( )

1/2
Kt= —

AS Ae

where AS is the nominal stress range, and Ae is the nominal strain range,

and recalling that

Ae = AS/E (4)

where E is the elastic modulus, Neuber’s rule may be written for nominally

elastic response as

AS2 K2

--+- = ‘“AE “
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This expression relates the local stress-strain response at the notch

root to the nominal stress and elastic stress concentration factor.

Furthermore, representing the stress-strain response of the material with

power law hardening constants,

(5)

where K is the strength coefficient, and n is the strain hardening

exponent, the relation can be written with Au as the only unknown,

AS2 ~2

E < ‘“($+ (:)”n) “

Solving for Au is accomplished using an iterative technique such as

Newton’s method.

5.1.2 Fatique Notch Factor

In fatigue testing, it is generally observed that the actual

lives of notched components are somewhat longer than would be expected

for the notch root stress calculated using the elastic stress concentration

factor, Kt. That is, notches have a less detrimental effect on fatigue

life than would be predicted. This effect is dependent upon both defect

size and material. To account for this difference, a fatigue notch

factor, Kf, is often used in place of Kt for fatigue life predictions.

The fatigue notch factor is defined as

‘unnotched at a finite life (e.g. 107)
‘f = ● (6)

‘notched
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The value of Kf for a given notch geometry and material can be determined

experimentally or by the use of analytical relations. A commonly used
[43]fatigue notch factor relation is Peterson’s equation ,

( )‘t-l

‘f = 1 + ~[r , (7)

where a is a material constant dependent on strength and ductility and r

is the notch tip radius. The material constant a can be approximated for

ferrous-based wrought metals by an equation fitted to Peterson’s data,

(8)

where SU is the ultimate strength in ksi units. Peterson’s equation

indicates that small notches are least sensitive in fatigue, and that

ductile materials are less sensitive to notches in fatigue than strong

materials.

5.1.3 Notch Strains and Low Cycle Fatique

Using Nueber’s rule for notch root stress-strain behavior along

with Peterson’s equation for the fatigue notch factor, it is possible to

estimate the stress-strain response of the notch root material subjected

to fatigue loading. It still remains to relate these local stresses and

strains to actual fatigue life data. Because the plastically deformed

notch root material is constrained by the surrounding elastic material, the

notch root is nearly in a strain-control condition. The notch root

material is essentially cycled between strain limits analogous to strain-

control, low cycle fatigue testing. The assumption, therefore, is that

strain-life fatigue data obtained using unnotched, low cycle fatigue

specimens can be used to predict the cycles to crack initiation, Ni, at a

15



notch root. Low cycle fatigue strain-life data is often represented by

the Coffin-Manson equation with Morrow’s mean stress correction,

(9)

where AE/2 is the strain amplitude, E+ is the fatigue ductility coeffi-

cient, a; is of the fatigue strength coefficient, um is the mean stress,

2Nf is the reversals to failure, Nf is the cycles to failure, c is the

fatigue ductility exponent, and b is the fatigue strength exponent. By

relating the strain calculated at the notch root to the strain-life data,

the number of cycles to initiate a fatigue crack at the notch can be

estimated. This is the basis of the initiation life predictions. The

strain-life data parameters, E+, ~~, c, and b, are obtained either by low

cycle fatigue testing or by using estimates.[44]

5.2. Propagation Life Model

5.2.1. Fatique Crack Growth Rate “

Paris and Erdogan’45] have shown that fatigue crack growth rates

are dependent upon the stress intensity associated

tip. The power-law relationship is of the form

with the fatigue crack

(lo)

where da/dN is the fatigue crack growth rate, AK is the stress intensity.
factor range, and A and m are material constants dependent upon environ-

ment, stress ratio, temperature, and frequency. This relationship is

considered valid above an experimentally determined threshold stress

intensity value; Below the threshold value, fatigue cracks grow so
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slowly as to be

used throughout

stress effects,

of no practical consequence. The growth rate expression

this study has a correction factor to account for mean

da AAKm
m==

where R is the stress ratio,

R= smin/$max

I
.

(11)

5.2.2. Stress IntensitV Factor

The general relationship for the stress intensity factor range

is written as

AK=YAS (ma)l’2 , (12)

where Y is a geometry dependent factor, AS is the stress range, and a is

the crack length. The geometry factor Y is actually composed of a number

of separate multiplicativegeometry factors which account for the shape of

the crack, the thickness of the component or specimen, and the position

of the crack within the body. The value Y is written as

y=MsMtMk

‘o

(13)

where Ms accounts for.the free front surface, Mt accounts for the finite

plate thickness, Mk accounts for the nonuniform stress gradient due to the

stress concentration of the geometric discontinuity, and 40 accounts for

the crack shape.
I
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The MS factor, which accounts for the front free surface, is

expressed by the relation[46]

Ms = 1.0 -0.12(1 - a/2c)2 (14)

where a/c is the ratio of the minor and major ellipse axes. The majority .

of cracks examined in this study, however, are embedded in the material,

so the free surface correction is equal to unity.

The Mt factor, which accounts for the finite plate thickness, is
[20J211 The Mk factor requiresfound in stress intensity handbooks such as .

a brief explanation. The need for such a factor arises because the

stress, U, near a discontinuity is greater than the remotely applied

stress, S, used to calculate AK. A crack tip growing through the stress

gradient is therefore subjected to higher stresses which result in a

greater stress intensity factor range, AK. Not accounting for this

increase in stress intensity would lead to unconservative predicted

growth rates near the discontinuity. The discrepancy in total life would

be greatest for large notches because the stress gradient is sustained in

proportion to the absolute notch size. Thk subject of stress intensity

factors in stress gradients is exam{ned by Albrecht and Yamada[47]. The

method presented in Reference 47 is used to calculate Mk in the present

study.

The crack shape correction factor, O., is expressed by the

integral

where a is the

major axis.

‘o = J ‘/2 [1-(1-a2/c2)sin2$]1/2 do

o
(15)

ength of minor axis of ellipse and c is the ength of the

6. STRESS FIELDS NEAR INTERNAL CAVITIES

Porosity is defined as cavity type discontinuities (voids) formed

by gas entrapment during solidification. The shape of the void is

18



dependent on the relative rates of solidification of the weld metal and

the nucleation of the entrapped gas. The resultant stress field surround-

ing the pore depends upon the pore shape and the loading.

6.1. Ellipsoidal Cavities

The shape of porosity can be generalized for analytical purposes

as an ellipsoid. The coordinate system defining the cavity is shown in

Figure 2. Pore shapes can range from an oblate ellipsoid (a=b=l) to a

sphere (a=b=c=l) to a prolate ellipsoid (b=c=l) or any shape in between,

as shown in Figure 3. The elastic solution for the stress field around a

triaxial ellipsoidal cavity in an infinite medium has been found by

’48] The stress in the plots in Figure3, Cz, isSadowsky and Sternberg .

the local stress resulting from an applied uniaxial stress, SZ, of unity.

Some general characteristics of the stress fields are worth

noting. Subject to a uniaxially applied stress of SZ, the maximum stress

concentration will always occur at the minor axis of the x-y plane ellipse,

point B. The stress Oz, therefore, is plotted relative to point B along

the y axis. In the limiting cases,,when a=b=l and c approaches O, the

stress Oz tends toward infinity, representing the case of an embedded

penny-shaped crack. As c approaches infinity, uz tends toward the remote

stress, Sz. When b=c=l, and a also equals 1, the solution is that for a

sphere. As a approaches infinity, the solution coincides with that of a

hole in a plate with a stress concentration of3.

These solutions are for cav-itiesin an infinite medium. In

application to weld porosity, they are

small in relation to the dimensions of

valid if the size of the cavity is

the weldment.

6.2. Spherical Cavities in a Semi-Infinite Medium

The elastic solution for the stress field near a spherical cavity

in a semi-infinite medium has been found by Tsuchida and Nakahara[151.

Figure 4 shows the effect of increasing stress concentration as the

distance between the surface and the pore decrease. The plot also shows

that the presence of the surface has little effect on the stress field
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when the ratio of the pore

surface is less than 0.4.

radius to the distance between pore center and

.

6.3. CavitV Interaction

The problem of cavity interaction is complex and correspondingly

there is little information available on the topic. Sadowsky and

Sternberg[48] examined the problem and solved two specific cavity spacings

for triaxial loading. Peterson’49] took these results and made approxi-

mations for the uniaxial case. The results are presented in Figure 5

along with solutions for holes. During the present study, cavity interac-

tion was assumed only for the case of cluster porosity where pores are

expected to be in close proximity to each other. All other pores were

Markarov[16] has demonstrated throughassumed to be non-interacting.

photoelastic techniques that cavities separated by two pore diameters do

not effect the stress distribution of the other.

7. ANALYTICAL PROGRAM
.

.
7.1. Application of Initiation-PropagationModel to Porosity

7.1.1 Initiation Life

Volumetric discontinuities such as pores act as relatively mild

stress concentrations because of their rounded asperities. A spherical

cavity, for instance, has a stress concentration factor of only 2.05 (with

Poisson’s ratio ofO.3). The low stress concentration suggests that a

fatigue crack would take a large number of stress cycles to initiate..
For smaller pores more cycles would be needed because of the fatigue

notch size effect, Kf. Larger pores would be expected to initiate cracks

sooner.

22



7.1.2 Propagation Life

When’s crack does form, it initially has a high stress intensity

factor range, AK, while growing through the pore stress gradient. The

stress gradient, however, decays rapidly as is characteristic of volu-

metric defects. The larger the pore size, the longer the distance that the

crack is subjected to the higher stress because the gradient is sustained

in proportion to the absolute pore size. The crack shape is assumed to

remain circular while it propagates. A circular crack shape is the most

energetically stable planar flaw configuration for Mode I crack growth.

Considering Equation 13, *O for a circular crack is 1.57 whereas 00 for

an elliptical crack with a small a/c aspect ratio is nearly 1.0. This

means that a circular crack will have only 0.6 times the stress intensity

factor range, AK, than an elliptical crack with a small aspect ratio and

an equal crack front (a) dimension.

A plasticity crack length correction factor was not used in the

crack growth calculations. The generally low stresses (nominally elastic)

used in this study results in a small plastic zone size at the crack tip.

The confined yield zone assumption.means that LEFM is valid for most of

the propagation calculation.

7.1.3 Initial Crack Size

The initial crack size used in the propagation estimates was

taken as 0.05 times the pore diameter. This assumption starts the crack

at the same distance relative to the stress gradient in all cases. The
initial crack length is considered to be beyond the region were anomalous

crack rowth behavior when analyzed in terms of LEFM occurs.
! 1

Smith and
Miller 50 found that-the transition length between anomalous behavior

and that governed by LEFM to be 0.065 times the diameter for a circular

hole. This distance would be expected to be somewhat less for a three-

dimensional flow such as a pore.
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7.1.4 Failure Criteria

The failure criteria for all cases is through thickness cracking.

7.2. Viabilitv of the Fatique Life Model

The literature was searched for fatigue tests on

containing porosity with sufficient documentation to apply

weldments

the predictive

model. The most useful type of documentation was fractographs of the

surfaces which clearly showed the sizes, shapes, and positional

relationships of the porosity. Only two test programs[6,51] were found

which included such fractographs. A total of eight fatigue tests were

found to which the model could be applied. Neither of these test

programs, however, included material property data for the weld metal.

Both test series used E70 weld metal in a gas-metal-arc welding process.

The method for introducing porosity into the weld metal was interruption

of the shielding gas flow in both studies.

Because no fatigue material p~~~~rty data was available for E70

weld metal, E60

baseline data.

is shown in Tab”

Leis,

S-3 (2 pass) weld metalLdbJ properties were used as the

The mechanical properties of E6CiS-3 (2 pass) weld meta

e 1 and Figures 6 and 7.

et al.‘6] performed axial fatigue tests on pipe wall

segments with girth welds in A106B steel. The weld reinforcement was

left intact, but the weld toe was ground to a large radius to cause

fatigue crack initiation from the internal flaws. Three tests contained

sufficient porosity that allowed application of the model. The

fractographs of these specimens are shown in Figure 8(a-c). The porosity

clusters are ellipsoidal in shape and include individual pores of

approximately 0.02 inches in diameter. Within the cluster area, the

percent porosity is approximately forty percent by area.

Ekstrom and Munse[51] performed fatigue tests on a double V butt

weld geometry. In this test program, the reinforcement was completely

removed to cause internal crack initiation. Five tests included welds

with severe porosity. The fracture surfaces for these test pieces are

shown in Figure 8(d-h).
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TABLE 1. MECHANICAL PROPERTIES OF E60 S-3(2P) WELD METAL

Monotonic Properties

Young’s Modulus,

Yield Strength (0.2%)

Tensile Strength

Reduction in Area

True Fracture Strength

True Fracture Ductility

Cyclic Properties

Cyclic Yield Strength

Cyclic Strength Coefficient

Cyclic Strain Hardening Exponent

Fatigue Strength Coefficient

Fatigue Strength Exponent

Fatigue Ductility Coefficient

Fatigue Ductility Exponent

Propagation Properties

Crack Growth Coefficient

Crack Growth Exponent

E 27400 ksi 188923 MPa

s 59 ksi 408 MPa
Y

s- 84 ksi 579 MPa

%“RA 60.7 60.7

‘f 126 ksi 869 MPa

Ef 0.933 0 ● 933

v’ 53 ksi
K: 179 ksi

n’ 0.197

u’ 149 ksi

bf -0.09

E; 0.602

c -0.567

373 MPa

1234 MPa

0.197

1027 MPa

-0.09

0.602

-0.567

A 2.69x10-12 3.95X10-14

m 5.8 5.8
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(c) CPN-5 Stress Range 27.5 ksi,
Life - 334,100

FIGURE 8. FRACTURE SURFACES OF WELDS WITH CLUSTERS OF POROSITY
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(d) PS 5-1
Stress Range 34 ksi
Life - 713,300

(e) PS 5-2
Stress Range 34 ksi
Life - 325,500

(f) Ps 5-3
Stress Range 44 ksi
Life - 80,300

(h) PS 5-5
Stress Range 27 ksi
Life - 1,024,900

(g] Ps 5-4
Stress Range 29 ksi
Life - 633,000

1

FIGURE 8. FRACTURE SURFACES OF WELDS WITH CLUSTERS OF POROSITY’
(Continued)
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Fatigue life predictions were made for all eight tests using the

model described in Section 7.3.6. All the individual pores were assumed

to be spherical so an elastic stress concentration factor, ‘t’ ‘f 2“05 ‘as
applied. In those cases were interaction was assumed an additional

factor of 1.12was applied. Table 2

and the fatigue predictions for each

predictions are presented: p(edicted

stress range; predicted stress range

predicted fatigue life for specified

lists the exper4

test. For each

fatigue life at

for the specifi[

mental test results

test, the following

the specified test

d fatigue life;

test stress range treating the

porosity cluster as a gross ellipsoidal cavity with dimensions a, b, and

c; and fatigue life predictions using only the reduced cross sectional

area without assuming a stress concentration. The results show that

treating the pore cluster as a gross ellipsoidal cavity is somewhat

conservative while considering the flaw as merely a reduction in cross

sectional area Is very unconservative. Applying the model for cluster

porosity resulted in good estimate for fatigue life and, when viewed in

terms of stress, even better estimates. The absolute magnitude of the

predictions are not as important as the trends because of the uncertainty

in material properties. Figure 9(,a)shows the comparison between

experimental and predicted fatigue lives and Figure 9(b) shows the

comparison between the experimental and predicted stress ranges for the

test life.

The predicted lives are dominated by the crack initiation

period. This is due mainly to the size of the defects with respect to

the cross sectional area of the specimen. The initiation life is

considered to be the number of cycles until the crack begins growing

radially away from the defect cluster. This includes the period of crack

coalescence between the pores. After the cracks between the pores

coalesce, the material at the outer portion of the periphery pores are

assumed to initiate a crack and grow toward the surface.

the net cross sectional area is greatly decreased and the

stresses propagate the crack rapidly until failure.

These predictions are based on a limited sample

At this point

resultant higher

of weldments and

therefore can not be considered conclusive evidence that the predictive

model is viable or not. It should be noted, however, that assuming an
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TABLE 2. FATIGUE TEST RESULTS AND PREDICTIONS OF WELDS CONTAINING PORO

Speci ■ on Nosi na I St rass Stress Area Percent Gross ktua I Fst i guo
Uumtmr Range, ks i

Prod i cted Fat i gue L i f., eye Ias
Ratio Porosity Flaw Din, Life, cycles Hi Ilp Wt

CPN-4

CPM-2

CPN-6

PM-3

PS6-2

PM-l

PS6-4

PS6-5

32.7

27,2

27.2

44.0

34.0

34.0

29.0

27.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.222

-o, osi7

-0.060

0.196

0.260

6.3

0.3

11.8

8,4

4.8

2.2

3.1

4.6

S=0,67
b=o . 07s
C=ll ,030

S=o. all
b=O.063
c= O.032

s=0,76
b=o. 12
c= O.032

S=O.34
b=0,13
C=ll ,070

s=(I .29
b=O.14
C=O.062

s=0,27
b=O.12
C=D,12

S=O.43
b=O.12
C=O.093

S=0,39

64,600

2,116,000

334,100

80,300

326,600

7)3,300

633,000

1,024,900
b=O.12 “ -
c=0,062

Cluster Method:
Gross F I au:
Percent Area:

Cluster Method:
Gross Flaw:
Percent Ares:

Cluster Wethod:
Gross F I sw:
Percent Area:

Cluster Method:
Gross Flaw:
Percent Area:

Cl usher Unthod:
Gross Flaw:
Percent Area:

Cluster Method:
Gross Flaw:
Percent Area:

Cluster ~ethod:
Gross Flaw:
Percent Area:

Cluster Method:
Gross F I aw:
Percent Area:

136,003
1,271

771,9?3
3,106

483,780
14s

21,640
1,174

670,142
1,634

717,014
30,066

444,026
8,776

2,177,281
2,119

136,161
K 1,339

3, OeB

319 772,292
319 3,426

2. 3eQ

17 463,80s
17 182

6. 7e9

12 21,662
12 1,188

1. 7e7

29 670,171
29 1,683

2. 9e7

394 71 B,200
394 31,269

3. 7e7

119 444,1
119 6,0

7.7e

142 2,177,423
142 2,261

1. 8e9

—- ----
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.

existing crack-like defect equal to the size of the cluster would lead to

grossly conservative life estimates (equal to the propagation lives).

The model seems to reflect the correct trends for the fatigue lives of*

the specimens tested. The results are even more encouraging when

considering percent error in stress range predicted to yield the fatigue

life of the sample. A number of uncertainties such as using approximate

mechanical properties data and estimating the percent area porosity and

pore sizes from photographs will certainly contribute to the scatter in

the-predictions. The small sample size also compounds the problem. The

results are encouraging, but further testing is warranted to validate its

accuracy.

7.3. Parametric Study

From the literature review, the parameters which have been

found to influence the fatigue lives of weldments containing porosity

are: weld type, material, thickness, residual stress, loading, porosity

type, and pore size. In order to explore the effects of these parameters,

four distinct analytical procedures are presented; one each for the four

types of porosity being considered. Because of the limited amount of

actual test data, the procedures rely in large part on assumptions which

are considered to be consistent with the mechanisms of crack initiation and

growth. The assumptions for each procedure are presented in the ap-

propriate sections.

7.3.1. Matrix of Fatique Life Predictions

The matrix of fatigue life predictions is shown in Table 3. For

the constant amplitude loading, there are 144 separate cases to be

examined. Each case requires loading at four stress ranges to generate



TABLE 3. MATRIX OF FATIGUE PREDICTIONS

●

Parameters Options

Weld type

Steel

Thickness

Residual stress

Loading:

Constant amplitude

Variable amplitude

Porosity Type

Transverse butt weld “

EH36

0.5 in., 1.0 in.

+Sy, o

R= -1, 0, 0.5

SL-7 history, O and
6.5 ksi mean stress
bias

Porositv Size, inch

0.5-inch weld l-inch weld

Uniform porosity 0.015 0.030 0.045 0.015 0.045 0.075

Single pore 0.125 0.1875 0.25 0.1875 0.25 0.30

Co-linear porosity 0.125 0.1875 0.25 0.1875 0.25 0.30

Cluster porosity 0.125 0.1875 0.30 0.1875 0.25 0.40



stress ranges; 80, 60, 40, and 20 percent of the yield strength were used

to construct S-N curves.

The geometry and coordinate system used in this study is shown

in Figure 10. Note that no width dimension is included on the plate. The

calculations for all life estimates in the parametric

on the assumption of infinite width. This means that

pore and subsequent crack will not change the nominal

analysis are based

the size of the

applied stress, S.

The results can be applied to a finite geometry correcting for a decrease

in net cross sectional area.

All life predictions aremade for a butt weld with the reinforce-

ment removed to model crack initiation from internal porosity. The size

and number of the porosity was chosen according to Section 2.6.4:

Radiographic Inspection for Porosity in the Rules for Nondestructive

’54] Figures 11 and 12 show the porosityInspection of Hull Welds .

acceptance charts from this code for the thicknesses examined in this

study. The code states that the maximum area percent porosity allowable

in any size weld is 1.5 percent. Three porosity sizes were used. One

was equal to the maximum allowable porosity size as defined in the code.

The other two sizes are chosen larger than the first one.

The S-N curves presented were constructed using a smooth fit to

the total lives. Cases where lives were greater than 108 are not shown on

the plots. The curves terminate at the greatest predicted life less than

10? Those predictions greater than 108 are indicated in the tables.

7.3.2. Material Properties

The material properties for ABS EH36 used in this study are

presented in Table 4 and in Figures 13 and 14. The material is assumed

to be homogeneous and isotropic. In reality, weld metal is seldom

homogeneous, due to

the introduction of

non-equilibrium cooling rates, thermal gradients, and

impurities. Also, the pressure of porosity suggests
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TABLE 4. MECHANICAL PROPERTIES OF ABS EH36 STEEL

Monotonic Properties

Young’s Modulus,

Yield Strength (0.2%)

Tensile Strength

Reduction in Area

True Fracture Strength

True Fracture Ductility

Cyclic Properties

Cyclic Yield Strength

Cyclic Strength Coefficient

Cyclic Strain Hardening Exponent

E

s

Sy

%“RA

‘f
q

Fatigue

Fatigue

Fatigue

Fatigue

Strength Coefficient u’

Strength Exponent bf

Ductility Coefficient E;
Ductility Exponent c

Propagation Properties

Crack Growth Coefficient A

Crack Growth Exponent m

30,700 ksi

61 ksi

75 ksi

77.4

186.3 ksi

1.49

49 ksi

132 ksi

0.162

103 ksi

-0.075

0.227

-0.462

1.76x10-12

4.5

211,677 MPa

421 MPa

518 MPa

77.4

1285 MPa

1.49

338 MPa

912 MPa

0.162

713 MPa

-0.075

0.227

-0.462

2.92X10-14

4.5

40



20

0

r I I

r Cyclic-v --*-.
44

Monotonic

/ /’

ABS EH36

0.005 0.010

True Strain

FIGURE 13. MONOTONIC AND CYCLIC STRESS-STRAIN

0.015

RESPONSE

0.020

EH36

41



10-’

10-2

10-3

-4

X/ Total

ABS EH36

\\Plasticz ,

Elastic

I I I I I I I
) 10’ 102 103 104 105 106 107 108

Reversalsto Failure,2Nf

FIGURE 14. STRAIN-LIFE DATA FORABS EH36



7.3.3. $inqle Pore

The single

shown in Figure 15.

pore geometry and assumed crack growth pattern are

The maximum pore size allowed for an isolated pore in

the Rules for Nondestructive Inspection of Hull Welds[54] is given as

0.25t or 0,1875 inch, whichever is less. The pore sizes chosen represent

the largest allowable pore size and two larger sizes. The pore is assumed

spherical and positioned at the centroid of the cross section. The crack

growth pattern is assumed to remain circular throughout the crack

propagation stage. The finite thickness correction factor, Mt, for a

circular crack is approximated by the polynomial expression

‘t = 1.46 - 1.85(a/(t/2)) + 1.79(a/(t/2))2 . (16)

This expression is the result of a regression of solutions of different

crack depths found on pages 294-295 in Rooke and Cartwright[21] for

elliptical cracks in a semi-infinite medium. The stress intensity

solutions are presented in Figure 16. Note that the initial stress

intensity factor is quite high. As the crack becomes larger and grows

out of the region of influence of the stress gradient, the stress intensity

value decreases.

The results of the fatigue life predictions are presented in

Tables 5 and 6 and plotted as S-N curves in Figures 17-20.

7.3.4. Uniform Porositv

The uniform porosity geometry and assumed crack growth pattern

are shown in Figure 21. The porosity is assumed to be uniformly dis-
. tributed throughout the weld. The Rules for Nondestructive Inspection of

Welds[54] states that no more than 1.5 percent area porosity is allowed.

It also states that pores smaller than 0.015 inch may be disregarded.

The smallest pore size chosen is therefore 0.015 inch. Two other larger

pores are also considered for both thicknesses. The analysis assumes

that the maximum allowable area percent porosity is always present

throughout the weld. This reduction in net cross sectional area has the
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FIGURE 15. GEOMETRY AND ASSUMED CRACK GROWTH PATTERN (DASHED LINE) FOR
SINGLE PORE
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—---- -
SINGLE PORE CONSTANT AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONSTAf3Lt h.
THICKNESS = 0.5 INCH
ABS EH36

Porti=O.125 inch
N-Prq3 H-wlrfm
10709 132-99
39081 ‘f7916

2%2320 322073
5WW3CI0 38t120676

P~re=O.lB75 inch
l+Ir~it t+-PrOp bl-TClrftL

22;62 39B3 63”15
7971 l~53a 22509

68E16e 90120 15EKu3B
25656872 2039600 27696472

Pm-e=O.lB75 inch
N-Ir~it H-Prop H-TOT!3L

22[124 45066 67090
201521 16+t80 366001

105767’66 10 lWIO 11596566
>100000000

Pore=O.1075 inch
N-Init t+PrOp N-TOTRL

2585EAB 509060 3095508
7EWIB952 le60eclo 80579752

>100000000
>100000000

Pm-e=O.1875 inch
N-Init N-Prop N-T’OTFtL

8691 3903 12674
42170 1+538 56708

772719 90120 B62039
>100000000

Pw-e=O.lB75 inch
N-Init N-Prop N-~OWIL
10 1&35 %5066 1+670 1

1~69932 16+leo 1634~ 12
>1OOIIOCIOOO
>lonoaclooo

Pore=O.18i’5 inch
N-Init t4-PrOp ti-ToTftL

17001351 50’3360 17511211
>100000000
>100000000
>1OOOUOOCIO

PoreaO.250 inch
H-Prop N-TOTflL

1362 3613
4968 12522

30800 94621
696900 23349779

Stress Ratic,=-1
Resldu#l Sir’ess=51 ksi H-[nit

2590
0835

79753
32537876

N-Init
2251
7554

63821
22652079

Pot_e=D.250 inch
N-Prop M-TOT!W

15405 35722
562CJ0 238069

3’W5D0 963365H
>100000000

Stress Ratic~=O
Residual Stttiss=51 ksi

Pore=O. 125 inch
N-Prop l+TOTfIL
121167 146892
+12 150 687501

2741500 16273927
>100000000

SirQss Rang@ <ksi)
40.80
3CI.60
20.40
10.20

N-Init
257’25

2’+5351
13532427

H-Init
20317
181869

9285158

Pore=O.250 inch

N-Pr~p H-TIJTRL

174200 2433052
635000 6056208~

>100000000

>100000000

Pm-&=O.125 inch
H-Prop I+TOTRL
1370S60 4717097

>lotJoonooD
>100000000
>1OCIOOOOOO

Stress Range <ksi>
20.40
15.30
10.20
5.10

N-lnit
3346237

N-init
2258772

679270e4

Pore=O.250 inch
H-Prop N-TOTFIL

1362 9537
4968 +123B

30800 727753
>100000000

PoreaO.125 inch
N-Prop . N-TOT13L
10709 20475
39081 87426

2%?320 l195r.171
>lopom!oocl

N-It,it
‘3766

4H345
942751

tl-Init
8175

39270
696953

PorrGO.250 inch
tt-Prop N-TOTI?L

15405 107675
562CI0 1353797

>1O(IOOOCIOO
>100000000

Por*=O.125 inch
N-Pt-ofl N-TOTRL
121167 2136 lil
442150 2309760

>100000000
:>IOOOOOCIOO

Strw~s Rang@ (ksi>
40.80
30.60
m .w
10.20

N-Init
122+13

IMJ7E41O

H-Init
92270

1297597

Stt-059R.5tic,=iJ.5
Re%idud Strwfs=O ksi

Pot-e=tl.125 inch
t+PrOp N-TOTHL
13708E.(1 24187265

>100000000
~loooooooo
:..100000000

Pore=O.250 inch
N-Prop N-ToTfiL
17+2E!0 147Ji7919

>1OOI)OOOOO
>100000000
:Jloooooooo

F1-Init
14573639



TABLE 6. SINGLE PORE CONSTANT AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS

Stress Ratic\=-1
Residual Stress=51 ksi

5tr*ss Ratio=U
Residual S+.r@ss=51 ksi

5tress Ratia=O.5
Residual Strqss=51 ksi

-P
m

5tress Ratio=-l
Residual 5tress=0 Lwi

ksi

ksi

Stress Rang@ (ksi>
01.60
61.20
qo.eo
20.W

Stress Rang@ (ksi)
W3.m
30.60
20.w
10.20

5tress Rang= Wsij
20.+0
15.30
10.20
5. w

Stress Rmg~ Cksi>
01.60
61.20
40.BO
20.+0

St.r-ess Rang@ Cksi>
WJ.80
30.60
20.40
10.20

THICKNESS = 1.0 INCH
ABS EH36

PorezO.1875 inch
t4-Init N+rop N-TOTfiL

23E12 7323 96B5
7971 26722 ZM693

68i3GH 165677 23q545
25656072 37=19 NW 2’3405972

Pore=O.1075 inch
tbInit N-1%-Op M-roT’flL
22024 ~~~ql 10q8b5

201521 302333 503854
1D576?66 1874qoo 12451166

>Iocrooililncl

Pm-~=O. 1875 inch
M-Init H-Prop H-TOTflL

25135&lB 937230 3522B76
78718952 3~20520 B21.39472

>lDI)OOOOOO
>100000000

PorezO.lB?5 inch
t+-Inii I+-Prop t4-TOTRL

8691 7323 160 1~
421?0 26722 E@1392

772719 1656?7 ‘338396
>Ku3000000

FOre=O.lH75 inch
N-Irrit If-Prop N-TOTfiL
101635 82841 1S+76

1%’3?32 302533 1772265
>1!:10000000
llmmliluilclo

Pmw=o.1875 inch
N-1nit ti-Prop H-TOTUL

17001.351 E137230 179385al
>lcl1301Xmclo
>1OCNIUUOOI)
>1OUOOOIIOO

Pore=O.250 inch
M-[nit t+Prop t+TOTFIL

2251 4503 6?54
7554 16%29 23983

63~21 101B711 165691
22652879 2305130 2+158CI09

Pm-eeO.250 inch
tl-lnit N-PrOp ti-TOTRL

203 1? 50936 71253
181669 185B77 367?~6

92B515H 1152510 1043766B
>1OOOOOOOCI

P*re=O.250 inch
N-Init N-Prop t+T13TFIL

2258772 5?6270 2035042
679270&l 2103050 7o03013~

>100000000
>100000000

Pore=O.25D inch
N-Init M-Prop tt-TOrf3L

0175 q503 1267B
39270 16q29 55699

696953 10 lW’O 79EIB23
>100000000

Fow=O.250 inch
M-Init H-PrOp tETOT!4L

9227Ci 50936 143206
129759i’ t05a77 l%33q7-1

>Mloooo1300
>loooomJKlo

Pm_e=O.250 inch
N-I ni k tbPrOp N-TOTRL

145?3639 576270 15149909
>1000000130
>1OOODOOOO
>100000000

Pcme=O.300 inch
N-Irtit ‘“N-Prop H-TJ3TFIL

2196 3051 52q7
7350 11131 18481

61393 69020 130q 13
21253360 1561690 22815050

PoreEO.300 inch
. 14-lnit H-Prop H-TOTRL

1949e 3q511 5’WI0
172584 125930 29B522

8700163 7aoe70 9481033
>UM30ttouoo

Pore=O.300 inch
t4-Init t+Prop t+T’OTftL

2107?11 390-150 249B161
62977515 lq2~820 64q02335

>100000000
>KMlouoooll

Pore=O.3110 inch
t+-Init M-Prop ff-TOWiL

7923 3051 10974
37867 11131 4899B

661249 69020 730269
>100000000

Pore=13.30D inch
t4-Init H-Prop t+TOTfIL

87B33 3=15 11 122344
1217575 12593EI 13~3513

>100000000
>100000000

Pm-e=O.300 inch
tbIniL N~Prop tkTOTfiL

13468239 39cl~50 13858689
>100000000
>100000000
>Icrooooooo
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effect of raising the net section stress. (This assumption is not made

for the other three geometries where the area reduction caused by the

porosity is considered as negligible.)

The critical pore in this particular analysis is located in close

proximity to the surface of theweldment. The elasticity result of

Tsuchida and Nakahara’15] for a pore located 0.125 times the pore size

(diameter) from the surface (a = 0.8 in Figure 4) is used to calculate

the stress gradient to the surface. Since the pores relation to the

surface causes an ‘increasein the stress concentration, it is assumed

that this pore will initiate a fatigue crack first. As th,iscrack becomes

the dominant singularity, no other cracks initiate. The stress intensity

solution for the gradient near the surface is shown in the inset in

Figure 22. The stress intensity steadily decreases until the crack

breaks the surface. This near surface crack growth is assumed remain

circular. When the crack intersects the near surface, the stress intensity

solution is approximated as that of a semicircular crack In a slab. The

stress intensity solution for this crack geometry is also found in[21]

(page 298) and is represented by the expression

‘t
= 0.70 -

where a is the crack radius and

0.34(a/t) + 0.47( a/t)2 (17)

t is the plate thickness. The stress

intensity solution for this geometry is shown in Figure 22.

The results of th,efatigue life calculations are presented in

Tables 7 and 8 and as S-N curves in Figures 23-26. Many of the cases which

were analyzed proved to be non-propagating cracks, especially the small

pores and high stress ratios.

7.3.5. Co-linear Poiositv

The pore geometry and assumed crack growth pattern for the co-linear

Lundin[17] indicates 1inear or alignedpores are shown in Figure 27.

porosity is usually associated with a root or interpass and found in

concert with lack of penetration or fusion. Caution should therefore be

exercised when trying to ascertain the structural integrity of a weldment

50



TABLE 7. UNIFORM POROSITY CONSTANT AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE P
THICKNESS = 0.5 INCH
ABS EH36

m

Stress Ratio=-l
R@sidual Stress=51 ksi

‘Stress Ratin=fJ
R@sictual !3tr@ss=51 ksi

Str*ss Ratio=13.5
Residual 5tress=51 ksi

Str@ss Ratio=-l
ResidwJ Str@ss=Cl ksi

>tress ftatic~=ll
R@sidual Stress=O ksi

Stress Ratiu=H.5
f+asiduel StrG5s=0 ksi

Stress Range Cksi>
40.0
30.6
20.4
10.2

Stress flange (ksi)
20.4
15.3
10.2
5.1

Stress Range Cksil
al.~
61.2
W1.a
20.4

Stress Range ~ksi~
40.s
30.6
20.=1
10-2

..- ---
Pmw=L1.Ll15 inch

N-[nit Ii-Prop N-T’orflL
2750 318171 320921

>100000000
>lUOJIOOIIOII
>Illollooooo

Pcwe=O.015 inch
N-Init t+-Prq3 ti-TOTfIL
2E1519 3590119 361B636

>100000000
>100000000
>lCIOOOOOOO

Pm-e=O.015 inch
H-Init M-PriJp N-TOTflL

39642+2 40632010 W5962S2
>100000000
>100000000
:Jiooooooot)

Pm-e=O.0i5 inch
M-Ir,it H-Prop H-TOTRL
lo54q 31131?1 328715

>1OCIOOOOOO
>100000000
>Klooooooo

Pwe=O.015 inch
N-I~]it H-Prop H-TOTFiL
138567 359i3119 3728W6

. :+1000000[10
>100000000
>100000000

Por@zO.015 inch
N--Ir*i+- N-Prop N-W.JTWL

20.4 - 276QF35F 4063201iJ M131W166
15.3 >1OUI3OOOOO
11-1-~ :100000000
5.1 >100000000

Pore=CJ.11311inch
N-Init H-Prop H-TOTRL

1397 143530 144927
4-197 525029 529526

>100000000
>100000000

PoreaO.030 inch
tl-Init H-Prop H-~OTf!L

9512 1626020 1635532
68592 5932650 6001242

>10000000
>10000000

Pore=O.030 inch
N-lnit N-Prop FI-TOTFIL
609110 1B395V0 1900458B

15936323 67131600 83067923
>10000000
>10000000

Pore=O.030 inch
N-Init N-Prop ti-TOTflL
4500 143530 lq8030
19869 525029 5+la9a

>10000000
>10000000

Pore=D.030 inrh
N-Init N-Prop ti-TOWtL
372q3 1626020 1663263

398qq3 5932650 6331093
>100000000
>100000000

Pore=C1.030 inch
N-Init Ii-Prop N-TOTFIL

5293535 1H395W0 21679105
136329370 67131600 2034609?0

>1OUOOOOOO
>,100000000

... . . . ...... .~.—..—.. . ,.
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TABLE 8. UNIFORM POROSITy CONsTANT AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PrediCtiOnS
THICKNESS = 1,0 INCH
ABS EH36

Str@ss Ratio=-1
Residual 5trws=51 ksi

Stress F!atiO=fJ
Residual Stress=51 ksi

Stress Ratio=C1.5
Residual Stress=51 ksi

Stress Ratio=-l
Residual Stress=O k.si

Str@ss !%kio=(l
Residual Stress=O ksi

5tr*s3 l?.3ti0=D.5
Residual Stress=fl Lsi

Stress Range Cksi)
B1.6
61.2
-10.e
X1.q

Strws Range Cksi>
4C1.e
30.6
20.4
10.2

Stress RarIgQ <ksi)
20.4
15.3
10.2
5.1

Strsss Range (ksi>
t31.6
61.2
41).13
20.4

S+.rmss R.mge [ksi)
40.e
30.6
20.4
Ml.2

str-~ssRange (Dksi)
20.4
15.3
10.2
5.1

Pm-Q=Il.U15 inch
N-inlt N-Prup H-TI)TFIL

2?50 301776 304526
>Itloooflooll
>1000110000
>11)WOO1300

Pow=O.015 inch
N-Ini+. H-Prop N-TOIWL
20519 340q936 :3433455

>100000000
>100000000
>100000000

Por@=O.015 inch
ti-Init N-l%op H-~OT13L

3964242 38535230 42499~72
>Mrooooooo
>100000000
>100000000

Pore=O.015 inch
N-Init &Prup N-TOTFIL
10544 301776 312320

>113UOO(IOO0
>1OIIOOOUOO
>100000000

Pore=O.015 inch
H-Init N-i%op tl-TOTfIL
13B5137 3’104936 3!5q3503

>1OUOOOOOO
>100000000
>100000000

Pore=O.015 inch
N- Init N-PrOp N-TOTW

276H7’9S6 3S535230 6E~2231B6
:~lowlooooo
>1OMHIOOOO
>Mmxroooo

Pmw=O.045 inch
H-Init H-Prop t+-TOTFIL

1017 e3Ei52 B4G69
3217 305i%ll 306977

>100000000
>100000000

POre=O.O-15 inch
F1-Init H-Pr’op N-TOTfiL

5960 94W197 951457
37q713 3458163 34959~1

>iooooClor30
>100000000

Pore=O.0~5 inch
N-Init N-Pr’op N-TOTRL
26333fl 10725259 lCJ9ee597

617256B 39141260 45313828
>100000000
>100000000

Pm-e=O.0q5 inch
t+lnit H-Prop N-TOTI?L

30-16 03E152 8609@
12885 3f1576U 31B6q5

>100!300000
>Ioooooollo

f’ore=O.045 inch
H-Irtit t+Prop H-TOTF!L

21349 94W197 969B-46
192393 3q5B~63 3650B5b

>Krclolloooo
>100000000

Pare=O.045 inch
ti-Init N-Prop N-TOTRL
1269566 i072525’3 119W1325

45936044 39141260 a5077304
>1OOCK!OOOO

Pore=O.0?5 inch
t+Ir,it tl-Pri3p H-TOTFIL

74a 46906 4765q
2339 171234 173573
13677 1061765 1075442

>100000000

Pore=O.075 inch
tl-lnit H-Prop N-TOTflL

3a90 530838 534726
21668 1936353 195HD21

566259 12007410 12573669
>iOOOOOOOD

Pm-e=O.075 inch
H-I nit tl-Prop N-TOTRL
120732 6003703 6124q35

2516148 21910630 24426778
>100000000
>100000000

Pnre=O.075 inch
H-Init N-Prop N-TOTftL

2090 46906 q9004
8584 i7123+ 179B18

06719 1061765 11W48’I
>100000000

Pore=O.075 inch
N-Init N-Prop N-TOTFIL
12860 53083e 543706
99670 1936353 2036023

5185915 12007410 17193325
>100000000

Pore=O.075 inch
t+-Irtit t+-Prop N-TOTFIL
525?45 6003703 6529WB

16481270 21910630 38391SOII
>100000000

>1OUOOCIOOO >100000000
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FIGURE 27. GEOMETRY AND ASSUMED CRACK GROWTH PATTERN (DASHED LINE) FOR CO-
LINEAR PORES
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PORES APPROACH EACH OTHER

55



containing co-linear porosity based upon the pores alone. Assuming that

the weld may have a significant crack initiation period may be highly

unconservative if a planar defect such as lack of penetration is present.

The analysis technique presented here does not account for any planar

defects and should be considered in the light of the foregoing comments.

The pores are initially spaced two pore diameters apart so no

stress gradient interaction is assumed. The cracks initiating from the

pores are assumed to occur at nearly the same time and grow simultaneously.

Before the individual circular cracks join, there will be interaction

between the approaching crack tips resulting in an increased stress

intensity factor and accelerated crack growth. No stress intensity

solution was available for two co-planar cracks in a three dimensional

medium so this interaction was approximated by the solution two dimensional

’21] The solution is represented by the polynomialsheet solution .

expression

M = 1 + (j.8$(a/d)- 6.6(a/d)2 + 23.3(a/d)3co - 32.9( a/d)4 + 16.6( a/d)5 (18)

where a is the crack radius and d is the distance between pore centers.

The stress intensity solution is shown in the inset in Figure 28. This

assumption is conservative although somewhat tempered by the crack shape

factor 00 in Equation (13). For a circular crack, 00 is 1.57 which

reduces the stress intensity by about 0.6.

After the individual circular cracks join, the crack shape

becomes elliptical (a/c equals approximately 0.4) and growth continues.

As with the circular cracks, the elliptical crack is assumed to undergo

self-similar growth. This assumption is less accurate since elliptical

cracks actually tend to grow into the more energetically stable circular

shape. The Mt correction factor for the elliptical crack is again found

in[21] (pages 294-295) and is approximated by

Mt = 1.22 - 1.10( a/(t/2)) + 1.40( a/(t/2))2 . (19)
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The stress intensity solution is plotted in Figure 28. The results of

the fatigue predictions are

Figures 29-32.

7.3.6. Cluster Porositv

The pore geometry

given in Tables 9 and 10 and as S-N curves in

and assumed crack ’growthpattern for the

cluster porosity analysis is shown in Figure 33. The cluster porosity is

the most difficult to model analytically because of the infinite variety

of pore sizes and configurations which clusters can assume. This variety

is apparent from the fracture surface photographs in Figure 8. The

geometry for the analysis presented here was chosen to model the three

dimensional nature of clusters (not all pores on the same plane) and the

possibility of interaction between individual clusters. The individual

pores are all equal size and are assumed to initiate a crack at the same

time. They are spaced a distance of 0.25 times the individual pore size

so the stress gradients will interact (see Figure 5). The interaction

results in an increased stress concentration factor and, therefore,

fatigue notch factor.
.

The initiation life for the clusters consists of two stages:

individual”pore cracking coalescence; and initiation of a crack around

the periphery of the cluster. Because the stress concentration factor is

higher for the material toward the center of the cluster due to interac-

tion, that material is more severely damaged compared to the material on

the periphery of the cluster. The cycles to coalescence is calculated

using the higher, interaction-influenced,fatigue notch factor. Meanwhile

the periphery material has accumulated a lesser amount of fatigue damage

although not enough to have initiated cracking. Using the Palmgren-Miner

linear damage rule,

~ ‘(at stress level x) = 1 at failure (20)
‘(failure at stress level x)
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TABLE 9. CO-LINEAR POROSITY CONSTANT AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTION’W

Stress Ratio=-l
Residual Stress=51 ksi

Stress R,atio=l).5
Rasidqal Stress=51 ksi

u-t
m

Stress Ratio=-1
!?asidual Struss=O ksi

5tress Ratio=O
Residual Stt@ss=Cl ksi

Stress Rang@ <ksi>
01.60
61.20
40.00
20.40

Stress Range Eksi>
4tl.eo
3CI.60
20.40
10.2II

Stress Range Cksi)
Zo.qo
15.30
10.2U
5.111

Strvss Range (ksi)
01.60
61.20
-10.so
20.+0

5+.ress Range (ksi)
w.lao
30.60
20.40
10.20

Stress Rang~ Cksi>
2LI.40
15.30
10.20

THICKNESS = 0.5 INCH
NUMBER OF PORES = 3
ABS EH36

Pore=O. 125 inch
N-Init N-Frop N-rorfw

2590 5052 e442
8635 21359 30 19-I

79753 132q36 212D39
32537EWb 299b330 3553q206

Pore=O. 125 inch
H-Init N-PrOp N-TOTFIL

25725 66159 91924
245351 2416q5 Wb996

13532-127 1-W3360 150307B7
>1OOOUOOOO

Pm-R=O .125 inch
N-Init N-PrOp t4-rorftL

3316237 7qa950 qo95 ie7
>100000000
>1OOOOOCIOO
>100000000

Pore=O.125 inch
N-Init N-PrOp N-lWrRL

9766 5a52 156 IS
W3-15 21359 697(I-I

9q2751 13M36 1075 le7
>100000000

Poria=O.125 inch
N-Ini+_ N-PrOp N-ToTflL
lzzqqa 66199 laa6q2

1S67610 2qlE445 210!J255
>1OOOOOOW3
>100000000

PorQ=O.i25 inch
N-Init N-%up H-TOTFIL

221316405 WIS?50 ?:3565355
>Ioooooooo
:100000000

5.10 >1OI-IOOOOOO

Pwe=Q.1875 inch
N-Init t4-PrOp H-TOTRL

2362 3307 5669
7’371 1207iI 2130q 1

6W360 7qB20 IW36B8
25656H72 1693qoo 27350272

Pm-e=O.1875 inch
N-Init M-Prop N-T13TRL
2202q 3W 16 5Y’140

201521 136560 3300B i
10576766 W6500 llq23266

>1OOOOODOO

Pcre=O.1075 inch
tt-lnit N-Prop N-T13TRL

2585698 423310 3fJ09008
7B71t3952 15q50qo 80263952

>100000000
>100000000

Pcre=C1.1875 inch
N-lnit tl-Prop WTOIHL

B691 3:307 11990
q2 170 121170 542-ID

772719 W320 047539
>1000013000

Por~=O.1875 inch
N-lnit N-Prop N-roTFIL
101635 3?416 13’3051

1469’332 136560 16UE#32
>100000000
>100000000

Pot-e=O.lt3?5inch
N-Init N-Prop ti-rom

17001:151 -123310 17q2q661
>100000000
:*lCJOIIC!OOOO
>100000000

Pore=O.250 inch
N-Ini* N-Prop N-rOTFiL

2251 16q8 3099
7554 6016 13570

63B21 37300 101121
22652B?9 W41OO 23q969?9

Pore=O.2S0 inch
N-Init H-Prop N-TOl13L
20317 18650 38967
101S69 68070 249939

92B515B q22000 9707 lse
>100000000

Pora=O.250 inch
N-Init H-Prop N-TOTfIL

2258772 211000 2q69772
679270Sq 770100 6B69718q

>100000000
>100000000

Fore=O.250 inch
N-Init t+PrOp t+TOTFiL

8175 16W 9823
39270 6016 q5266

696953 37300 73q253
>100000000

Pore=O.250 inch
H-init N-Prop N-TOTRL

92270 1B650 110920
1297597 6H070 1365667

>1OOOOOI)OO
, >~o~l)ooooo

Pore=O.250 inch
H-Init H-PrOp t+-rorRL

lq573G39 211000 l’q7&1639
>100000000
>100000000
>lUOOOOOOO

.Z.—..-,... - —-..-,---



TABLE 10. CO-LINEAR POROSITY CONSTANT AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS

Stress Ratio=-l
Residual 5tress=51 ksi

Stress Rati~=O
Residual Stt-Qss=51 ksi

%-es? Ratio=O.5
Residual Stress=51 ksi

Stress Ratio=-l
Rasidual Str@ss=O

Stress Uatio=O
Residual Skr@ss=O

Ltt-ess Ra+.io=O.5
Residual 5+.ress=O

ksi

ksi

ksi

THICKNESS = 1.0 INCH
NUMBER OF PORES = 3 ‘
ABS EH36

PorecO.lB75 imch
Siress Range Wsi> M-Itlit H+rop H-TOWiL

81.6 2362 3?BA 6146
61.2 ?9-?1 13806 21777
qo.e 6Be68 85595 15W63
20.4 25656872 1937150 27594022

Pore=O.1875 it]ch
Stress Rang* Cksi> bl-IniL N-Prop N-TOWiL

40.s 22024 42001 6qWS
30.6 2015’21 156215 357736
20.-1 10576766 ‘36B396 l15q5162
10.2 >100000000

Pmva=O.lB75 inch
5tr*ss Range Wsi] H-lnit H-PrOp H-ToWIL

20.4 2585648 q8q2 19’ 3069867
15.3 7B?1B952 1767380 BOW6332
10.2 >1OIIOOCII3OO
5.1 >Iolloooooo

Pore=O.lEi75 inch
5triw.sRange [ksi> N-[nit t+PrOp WroTfiL

8i.6 8691 37W 12~75
61.2 42170 13906 55976
qo.0 772719 05595 S58314
20.4 >100000000

Pore=O.lB75 itqch
Str~ss Rat]ge (ksi) tt-Init M-Prop N-TOTflL

flo.c 101635 W801 IW436
30.6 lq69932 156215 16261’17
20.4 >100000000
10.2 >100000000

Pore=O. lS75 inch
Stress Range [ksi> N-Init I+-Prop N-TOTf7L

w.~ 17001351 -laq219 1W185570
15.3 :,100000000
10.2 >100000000
5.1 > 100000000

Pore=O.25U inch
N-Ini t N-Prop N-TOTRL

2251 2q62 q713
755+ B97El i6532

63H21 55665 1194e6
22652B79 125’3450 23912329

Pore=CI.250 inch
N-Init N-Prop M-TOTFU.
20317 2iw3q 4e151
181e69 101566 2e3q35

9285 15e 629779 991’1937
>1OOOOOI3UO

Pore=O.250 inch
N-lnit N-Prop N-TOTRL

22se772 314913 25736e5
679270e-1 11490B0 69076164

>Iooooaoclo
>MJlxloool)o

F’or~=O.250 inch
N-Init H-Prop H-TOTRL

8175 2q62 10637
39270 e97e w2qe

696953 55665 7526 le
>1000000!)0

Pcwe=O.250 inch
t+-Init N-Pt-op N-TOTRL
92270 278W 120104

1297597 1015L6 1399163
>Iooooocllxl
>100000000

Por@=O.250 inch
N-Init H-Prap H-TOTRL

lJi5i’3639 314913 1WW552
>100000000
>100000000
>1OCHJOOOOO

Pore=O.300 inch
M-Init N-Pt-op N-~OT13L

2196 1903 4099
7350 69q3 14293

61393 q3048 lo~4ql
21253360 973990 22227350

PwG=13.300 inch
N-[nit H-Prop H-T’OTRL
19q9e 2152q q 1022

172584 785q5 251129
8700 S63 407030 91e7193

>100000000

Pare=O.300 inch
N-Init N-Prop N-TOTHL

2107711 243524 2351235
62977515 e88630 63e66145

>MHJOIIOOUO
>100000000

Pore=O.300 inch
N-lnit N-Prop N-TOT13L

?923 1903 9826
37e67 6W13 q4810

661249 430qB 7oq297
>100000000

Pare=C1.30tiinch
14-Init N-PrOp N-TOTRL
87833 21524 109357

1217575 78545 1296120
>1OCIOOOOOO
>100000000

Pore=O.3J30 inch
N-Ittit N-Prop N-TOTRL

1346B239 243524 13711763
>100000000
>100000000
>lmxlooono

.
—.. . .
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FIGURE 29. S-N CURVES FOR CO-LINEAR POROSITY GEOMETRY IN A 0.5-INCH THICK
PLATE AND 51 KSI RESIDUAL STRESS
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where N denotes cycles, the outer material has been damaged an amount

‘(coalescence)
●

‘(failure a periphery stress level)

Before initiating a fatigue crack, the outer material must satisfy Miner’s

criteria (Equation 20). After the inner region of the pores coalesce,

the load path around the cluster will change because load can no longer

be carried between the pore ligaments. Although the stress field around

the cluster will admittedly be very complex, it is assumed for our purposes

to approximate the stress field around an ellipsoid of comparable dimen-

sions. Observing Figure 33, the ellipsoid will be an oblate spheroid,

half as high as it is wide. In reference to Figure 3, it would be of the

shape a=b=l and c=O.5. The remaining initiation life of the cluster

(before a crack begins growing radially) at this new higher stress

concentration level is calculated from Equation 20. The total initiation

life is taken as the cycles to cause coalescence and the cycles remaining

before the periphery initiates a crack. The crack growth stress intensity

solution is shown in Figure 34. Note the high initial stress intensity

factor. This is due to the high stresses resulting from the assumed

ellipsoid shape of the coalesced cavity. The stress intensity factor

decays rapidly and the solution becomes dominated by the Mt factor. This

is the same as the single pore Mt solution, Equation 16, because both are

circular cracks.

The fatigue life predictions for the cluster geometry are

presented in Tables 11 and 12 and as S-N curves in Figures 35-38.

8. VARIABLE AMPLITUDE LOADING

8.1. SL-7 ContainershiP Instrumentation Proqram
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FIGURE 33. GEOMETRY AND ASSUMED CRACK GROWTH PATTERN (DASHED LINE) FOR
CLUSTER POROSITY
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TABLE 11. CLUSTER POROSITY CONSTANT AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS

StrQss FhtiO=-1
Residual ‘5trFss51 ksi

!Stres5RatiO=O
Residual Str~ss=51 ksi

Str-e5s F.aticd=O.5
Residual !3tt-&ssClksi

Stress Range Cksi3
81.60
61.20
40.s0
20.40

Stress Range Cksi>
40.80
30.60
20.40
10.20

Str@ss Rauge (ksi>
20.4!3
15.30
10.20
5.10

5f.t-ess Rangv LIA)
U1.60
61.20
40.80
20.qo

THICKNESS = 0.5 INCH
ABS EH36

3001 26+ 3265
10339 26403 36742
94945 lw39b 2793q 1

395q9543 q2069clo %3756443

Pore=O. 125 inch
H-Init H-PrOp N-TIITRL
30602 96121 126723

29q409 3116q10 600819
1652q596 2011560 iE535956

>1013000000

Pore=O.125 “inch
N-Init tl-Pt”op ti-TOWtL

4112120 1045220 !5157340
>100000000
>1OOUOOOOJ)
>100000000

Pmw=O.125 inch
tl-Init M-Prop t+TOTI?L

11398 264 11662
5S98@ 26403 83391

1136570 lr34396 1.320966
>100000000

Pm-@=tl.125 inch
N-Init tl-Prop N-TOTFIL
1HW64 96121 242985

2284339 3oLq 10 2590?49
>100000000
>100000000

POre=ll.125 irlch
N-Init N-FrOp N-TOTfIL

?%h7557d 1045220 2’372C1794
>lDOOOOOOII
>1OOOOOOCJO
)1013000000

Pm-e=J3.1875 inch ‘ Pore=O.3011 inch
N-Init I+-Prop N-TOTRL

2416 146 2562
8113 2455 1056B

67455 66133 1335f38
22645488 1420820 2q066308

i%-e=O.1875 inch
ti-Init N-Prop t+TOTRL
21297 32096 53393
185885 128011 313B96

3265536 739750 10005286
>1OOCJIIODOII

Por@=O.18?5 inch
N-]nit tl-PrOp Fi-TDrfiL

2244159 365790 2609949
66980861 1318920 68299781

>100000000
>1OOOODOOCI

Pore=il.lB75 inch
H-Init N-l%op M-TOTRL

B664 146 8e 10
q 1356 2455 q3811

71~279 66133 700412
>1OCIOOOOOO

Por-e=O.1875 inch
H-Irtit H-Prop N-TOTFIL
95CM3 32096 127139

13036S6 128011 lq31697
>lctooooooo
>100000000

Pore=O. 1875 inch
N-Init N-Prop N-UWFIL

lq362233 365790 1’172B023
>100000000
>1OCIOOI3OCIO
>1OOOOOOCIO

M-Init N-Prop t&VJTRL
1993 39 2032
6567 140 6707

50364 7379 57743
131354792 171500 1W26292

Pore=O.300 ~nch
H-[nit H-Prop t+TOTRL
15603 -133 16036

124795 12936 137731
5563810 85760 5649570

>100000000

Pm_e=O.300 inch
bl-lnit N-Prop t4-TOTRL
46141 1315703 1361W4
15381CI 37222982 37376792

>100000000
>100000000

Pore=O.300 inch
li-Init H-Prop N-T’OWIL

6804 6843
31318 1;; 31458

480025 7379 487’10q
>1OOI)UOOOO

POre=O.300 inch
N-Init N-Prop N-TO~RL
65q59 q33 65892

802714 12936 015650
855E12B13 85?60 D56685i’3

>100000000

Pore=O.300 inch
t&Irrit N-Prop N-TOTFIL

7814651 1315703 9130354
>1OOOOOOOJI
>100000000
>100000000



TABLE 12. CLUSTER PORE CONSTANT AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS

Stress Range f.ksi>
-m.eo
3D.60
20.40
10.20

Stress Range (ksil
20.40
15.30
10.20
5.10

!5+.r~ssRang@ Cksil
81.50
61.20
40.811
2cl.Jlo

Stress Range [ksi>
=40.80
30.60
20.40
10.20

Strwss Range [ksi)
20.40
15.30
10.2LI
5.10

THICKNESS = 1.0 INCH
ABS EH36

?orG=IJ.ls75inch
H-Init N-F’rOp N-ToiWL

2416 151 2567
8113 4762 12S75

67455 130s 13 198260
226d5q@8 2707320 25’432HCIB

POre=O. 11375 inch
N-Init t+-PrOp H-TOTRL

21297 6q36B 85665
le58B5 251111 ‘436996

9265536 1+1 1270 10706M36
>1OOIJOOOOO

Pore=O.1875 inch
Ii-[nit t+PrOp H-TOTRL

22+1 159 675320 2919479
66980B61 2791330 69772191

>100000000
>1OOOOOOO!I

Poro=U.lF175 inch
i+Init Ii-Prop t+TorRL

8664 151 0815
~ 1356 ~?62 46118

714279 130s13 845092
>Iooo[loollo

Pore=O. lr3?5inch
N-lnit t+-PrOp t4-TOTt3L

95043 6q368 159=111
13C136E$6’ 251111 155479?

>Illlouooocl
>100000000

Pm-e=O.lt375 inch
N-Init I+-Prop N-TOTHL

2FW75574 675320 29350894
:Jluooctoooo
>Il)olloolxjo
>100000000

Pore=O.25Ll inch
N-lnit N-?r-q N-TOTRL

2132 112 2244
7068 4oq 7472

55727 82902 130629
16450388 1~85270 1H335658

Pore=O.250 inch
&Init tbPrOp H-TOTftL
17380 38B24 56204

iq3330 151976 295306
66q9569 925680 7575249

>100000000

Pore=O.250 inch
H-[nit t+-Prop H-TOTFiL
15E!5675 4’1205B 2027733

45742008 l?3q370 q7q76370
>lo131300Cloo
>100000000

Pore=O.250 inch
N-Inii H-Prop t+ToTRL

?-loq 112 7516
3-i501 Jloq 3W05

550137S 92902 633777
>1OOOI3OOIIO

Pore=O.25Jl inch
WInit t+PrOp N-roTIW.

74=?90 3e@24 113314
950036 151976 I102U12

>1OCJOOOOOI)
>100000000

Pore=O.250 inch
N-Irtit N-Prop WTOTRL

‘3b6&lqi W205B 101JI8199
>100000000
>100000000
>100000000

Pore=O.qOO inch
N-Init t&Prop N-TOWIL

1023 55 le?a
595a 196 6 lW

44122 23137 67259
11041311 557720 11599031

Pore=O.qOO inch
N-Init H-Prop N-TOTRL
13546 5640 19186

lWio37 43B62 147899
q3955e 1 261050 q656631

>100000000

Pore=O.400 inch
H-Init H-Prop N-TOTfiL
1027960 13866”! 1166624

2B30953B q95850 28805388
>100000000
>100000000

Pore=O.qOO inch
N-Init H-Prop H-TOTFIL

60H4 55 6139
27571 196 27767

400954 23 13? 42409 i
>100000000

Pore=O.qOll inch
N-Init N-Prop H-TOTRL
55270 56q0 6CI91O

6-13493 q3062 6B7355
63B51693 261050 64112743

>100000000

Pore=O.-100 inch
N-Init I{-Prop t+-TOl’flL

5900201 13866’1 603B9q5
>100000000
>100000000
.~looooourlo
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35. S-N CIJRVESFOR CLUSTER POROSITY IN A 0.5-INCH THICK PLATE AND
51 KSI RESIDUAL STRESS
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FIGURE 36. S-N CURVES FOR CLUSTER POROSITY IN A 0.5-INCH THICK PLATE AND
ZERO RESIDUAL STRESS
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transatlantic and transpacific

gene~ate a stress history to

8.1.1. Data Characteristics

c routes. A sample of this data was used to

be used in the predictive model.

Stresses induced in a shi~ structural element have components

from a number of sources. These in~lude[12] local residual stress from

fabrication or welding, initial still water bending stress, varying mean

stress due to fuel burn off, the ships own wave system, diurnal thermal

stresses, low frequency wave-induced stress, and high frequency wave

induced stress. Of these only the wave induced stresses, both low and

high frequency will be used in constructing a stress history for the

model. The other sources will be considered as quasi-static, contributing

to the instantaneous mean stress rather being than a source of cyclic

loading.

High frequency wave induced stresses are caused by dynamic wave

loading against the ship structure. These can consist of bottom slamming,

shipping of water on deck, and flare impact. Dynamic loads produce

whipping and springing elastic motions of the hull, typically at higher

than the frequency of wave encounter. Low frequency wave-induced stresses

occur at the same frequency as wave encounter. These are caused by the

wave forces on the hull. The level of stress is directly related (although

not directly proportional to) the significant wave height of the en-

countered seaway.

The stresses recorded during the SL-7 instrumentation program are

the maximum peak stress and the maximum trough stress which occur during

a four hour recording interval. These maximum stresses do not necessarily

occur during the same,cycle. In general, the maximum peak and trough

stress recorded will be produced by a dynamic, high frequency load.

Therefore, the majority of the reported data is high frequency data. A

limited amount of low frequency data, however,,has been reported[121. ~

representative history can be constructed from the available low and high

frequency data.

The low frequency are directly related to the significant wave

height encountered by the ship. The significant wave height is the
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average height of the highest one third portion of the waves. Figure 39

illustrates the relation between the observed wave height and the root

mean square (RMS) stress value. This data was collected on board the SL-

7 SEA-LAND McLEAN during 1974; the first date year of the data collection

program. The frequency of occurrence for each wave height is reported

in[52] and presented in Table 13. From the loading summary sheets .

presented in Reference

minute interval is 176

the cycle rate and the

group, a low frequency

stresses.

12, the”average number of wave cycles during a20-

cycles, or 385,440 cycles per month at sea. Using

reported probability of occurrence for each wave

loading spectrum can be calculated based on RMS

The histogram’53] of maximum peak to trough stress recorded

during date year one aboard the SL-7 SEA-LAND McLEAN (port) is shown

Figure 40. Recall that each reported cycle is the maximum value, peak

and trough, recorded during a 4-hour interval. The average rate of

occurrence for high frequency or burst data is reported in Reference 12

as 18 bursts per 20-minute interval. This converts to 216 bursts for

every one burst recorded. In constructing the high frequency portion of

the loading spectrum, the conservative assumptioriwill be made that 216

bursts occurred at the same ~alue as the reported maximum. The number of

cycles from the high and low frequency loadings are then combined on a

per month basis as shown in Table 14. Any overlap of the high and low

frequencies were assumed to be additive, i.e., an element of material

will be damaged equally by a dynamic load and a low frequency load of

equal magnitude.

8.2. Fatique Predictions

Fatigue predictions were made using the same material properties

and pore geometries as in the constant amplitude program. Reference 12

reported an average mean stress of 6.5 ksi. In service, the mean stress

actually varies as fuel is spent and from ballast changes. Predictions

were made at mean stress biases of 6.5 and O. The stress history was

scaled from 1 to 1.75 to provide a wide range of predicted service lives.
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TABLE 13. AVERAGE RMS STRESS BASED ON PROBABILITY OF
OCCURRENCE FOR EACH WAVE GROUP

Average
RMS

Wave Probability of Occurrence Stress
Group of Wave Group ksi

I 0.6294 2.037

II 0.3133 4.320

III 0.039 6.325

IV 0.0167 7.249

v 0.0012 11.093

VI 0.0004 10.694
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TABLE 14. VARIABLE AMPLITUDE LOADING
SL-7 McLEAN
YEAR ONE DATA
ATLANTIC ROUTE

Stress Range (ksi) Cycles/Month Relative Frequency

2 261604

4.3 120758

6 23024

7.2 6437

10.2 3208

14 1296

18 864

22 432

0.626

0.289

0.055

0.015

0.007

0 ● 003

0.002

0.001
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The results are reported as blocks with each block representing 1 month

of service at sea.

No attempt was made to,employ a crack growth retardation model

because the reported stress data consisted of either maximums recorded

over a long time period (high frequency) or an averaged stress (low

frequency). “As such, no effect of the loading sequence can be accounted

for.

8.2.1. Results

The results of the variable amplitude fatigue life predictions

are presented in Tables 15-22 and Figures 41-46. In general, the results

for the history without being scaled (scale = 1) represent lives many

times longer than any design lives, some on the order of thousands of

years. For the uniform porosity case where the smallest pores were

considered, some cracks were predicted to arrest after growing outside of

the pore stress field. As the scale was increased, lives on the order of

tens or hundreds of years were predicted.

9. PARAMETRIC DISCUSSION

The model used to predict the fatigue life of weldments contain-

ing porosity has been formulated to account for parameters which have

been demonstrated to affect fatigue life. Some aspects of the model

have been included based upon findings in the literature search dealing

specifically with porosity, such as the need for pore interaction in pore

clusters. The majority of the model’s features are based upon historical

precedent of linear elastic fracture mechanics and life predictions in

notched specimens. In this section, the model’s dependence upon the

various parameters is examined. Referring to Table 3, the following

parameters were varied in this study: thickness, residual stress, stress

ratio, pore size, and porosity type. The features of the model which are

influenced by these parameters will be highlighted with examples.
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TABLE 15. SINGLE PORE
VARIABLE AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS
THICKNESS = 0.5 INCH
ABS EH36

F’nr~=ll.i25inch Pwe=D.1875 inch
1+-If,ltH-Pi-clp t4-TWRL H-Init H-Prop H-TOTRL

07 IW 211 70 q6 116
307 2=19 556 242 92 33+

1613 571 21%~ 12+0 210 l=150
154q3 16’57 17300 11526 580 12106

Pcwe=ll.125 inch PoresO.lB75 inch
N-1 nit tEPrup WTOTRL H-lni t tt-PrOp tl-roTfW

1B8 322 502 1~6 111
607

25?
a5i’ lq64 qB3 23? 720

3[132 1755 ~7e? 23q9 555 2904
27331 7EW? 352113 2055~ 1809 22367

Pore=O.2SD inch
H-[nit H-Prop H-TOTRL

61 15 76
206 31 237

IOW 1109
9+i7 11; 96q3

Pora=O.250 inch
N-Init M-Prop t+-TOTRL

120 37 165
qlq q90
1975 1:: 2158

16936 520 17+56

TABLE 16. SINGLE PORE—
VARIABLE AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS
THICKNESS = 1.0 INCH
ABS EH36

liean~t.r~ss Bias !%ale [.wltiplied
Wsi:1 bg base histnry)

E!.5 1.75
1.50
l.~~

1.00

Pm-e=O.1875 inch Pm-e=O.250 inch Pore=O.30Cl inch
t+[nit H-l+cip tl-lXll-RL 11-Init t4-PrOp t4-TCITRL H-Irtit t+-PrOp H-TOTFIL

73 B5 l!5# 6Jl 52 116 60 35 95
252 170 W2 221 toq 325 2oq 71 275
1295 3B? 1682 1119 23? 1356 1022 161 1193

1WW4 1066 13160 lL127~ 6q9 109213 9289 439 972B

F’m-@=U.1875 inch Pare=O.250 inch
tl-Init.

Pore=O.300 inch
H-Prc~p tl-rorf=m t+-Init H-PrOp M-TorflL t+-[nit H-Prop t+TOTFiL

151 203 354 135 12’1 25’3 126 209
501 ~27 928 +t2 250 692 ’409 1X 5 ?8

24q9 1016 W165 2126 615 27q 1 19q7 =10’1 2351
215+ 32+3 24792 1s389 18W 20233 16661 1160 17B21



TABLE 17. UNIFORM POROSITY

u
m

1.50
1.25
1.DU

1.50
1.25
1.00

VARIABLE AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS
THICKNESS = 0.5 INCH
ABS”EH36

Pm_w=U.D15 inch
N-]nit N+t-op M-TOTFIL

Hon-pt-opacjatlngcrack
Non-propagating crack
Hon-propacjating crack
tlon-propagating crack

M-
F’or@=O.015 inch

nit t4-Prop N-TOTHL
Non-propagating crack
km-propagating crack
tion-propagating crack
Non-propagating crack

TABLE 18. UNIFORM POROSITY
VARIABLE AMPLITUDE

1.50
1.25
1.011

PorQ=O.030 inch
F1-[nit N-Prop H-TOTRL

2B 2459 24e7
Non-propagating crack
Non-propagating crack
Non-propagating crack

FmwzO.1130 inch
N-Init H-PrOp t+-TOTRL

Non-propagating crack
Htin-propagating crack
Non-propagating crack
Hen-propagating crack

FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS
THICKNESS = 1.0 INCH
ABS EH36

Pore=O.015 inch Pore=O.045 inch
N-[nit t+-Prop N-TOTRL t+-lnit tl-Prop

Non-propagating crack 16 1109
t+on-propagat~ng crack 47 271EI
Nun-propagating crack 1’37 0987
Non-propagating crack Non-propagating

t4-TOTRL
1205
2?65
9ie4

crack

Pm-Q=O.015 inch Pore=O.0~!5 inch
t+-Init Id-Prop N-TOTFIL N-Init H-Prop N-TOTRL

Non-propagating crack Non-propagating crack
Non-propqating cr-ack Non-propagating crack
Non-propagating crack Non-propagating crack
Non-propagating crack Him-propagating crack

Pore=O.045 inch
N-Init tl-Prop N-rOTRL

16 1315 1331
47 3040 3007

Non-propagating crack
Non-propagating crack

Pore=O.0~5 inch
H-Init N-Prop N-TOTRL

Hen-propagating crack
tfon-propagating crack
Him-propagating crack
Non-propagating crack

Pore=D.0?5 inch
H-Init H-Prop N-TOTRL

10 575 585
2? 1256 12B3
10’I 3265 3369
698 13~26 14124

Pore=O.075 inch
tl-Init t+-PrOp N-TOTRL

22 1072 1894
Non-propagating crack
Hen-propagating crack
Mm-propagating crack

— ,. . .,—.——-.— —.-——,,..



Hem !3trms Bias Scale Cnultiplid
<k~i> bq base history)

6.5 1.75
1.50
1.25
1.00

Hean Stress Bias ScalG [multiplied
Cksi1 by base history>

O.cl 1.75
1.50
1.25
1.00

TABLE 19. CO-LINEAR POROSITY
VARIABLE AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS
NUMBER OF PORES = 3
THICKNESS = 1,0 INCH
ABS Eli36

Pore=O.1875 ittch Pm_e=O.250 inch Pm-e=O.300 inch
N-Irlit H-Prop N-rowiL H-Init N-Prop M-TOTRL H-[nit t+F’rOp H-TOTRL

73 % 119 66 20 9q 63
253 WI

22
3W

85
22B 5e 266

1300 215
217 +

1515 1161
261

131
121’17

1292 1096
5’30

100 1196
12737 10710 359 11069 lcfoq2 27q 10316

Pm_e=O.lH75 inch PQr-e=O.250 inch Pore=O.300 inch
N-Init N-f%mp N-T’OTFIL N-Init N-Prop N-TDTt3L H-lnit WPrOp N-T’OTHL

152 111 263 139
503

207
225

133 51
720 456

184
1:;

2q59
59q

557
434 105

3iI16 2203 333
539

2536 20B3 241 2324
21637 1760 23397 191’10 9q6 20086 179?5 ?22 la697

TABLE 20. CO-LINEAR POROSITY
VARIABLE AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS
NUM8EROF PORES = 3
THICKNESS = 0.5 INCH
ABS EH36

HQWI ~tr~ss Eias %al~ [.rnultiplied
Wsi 1 bg base history]

0.0 1.75
1.50
1-25
1.00

Pmr@=O. W!5 inch Pm-e=0.1875 inch Pore=O.250 inch
N-Init Ii-Prop N-TOTIW N-lnit N-Prop N-~OTRL N-Init H-Prop N-TOTRL

e7 Ei8 155 73 38 111 66 19 as
307 13a W5 253 77 330 228 3a 266

1613 313 1926 1300 17~ 1=474 1161 07 1243
l!W+ 956 164[10 12147 4i30 12627 10710 237 10947

Pm-e=O. 125 inch PorezO.li375 inch Pore=O.250 inch
N-lnit N-Prop N-TolF/L N.-Ir,it H-Prop H-TOTRL H-Init

180 17JI
N-Prop N-TWTIL

S?id 152 244 139 18+
607 361 YW 503 t% 690 456 :: 54a

3033 948 39E1 2q5’3 q61 2920 2203 227 2W0
27334 3232 312LG ~ 1637 1486 23123 19140 631 19771

—.—. ,-..



TABLE 21. CLUSTER POROSITY
VARIABLE AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS
THICKNESS = 0.5 INCH
ABS EH36

km St,rQss.Bias Scale <tiultipli~d Pm-e=O. 125 inch Por-e=O.18?5 inch Pore=O.30D inch
Wsi ) by basn histary~ t+-Init I+-Prop N-TC)TRL t+-Init N-Prop N-TLITRL

6.!5 1.75
t4-Init N-Prop N-TIITRL

101 291 392 66
1.50

151
360

217 43
E&l

26
964

69

1.25
223 303

1’301
526 141 70

15s5 3-le6
211

1.00
11s5 i%s

10327
1H60 666

5527
159 825

23054 10119 2~B5 126fM 5660 461 6129

tieanStress Bias Seal* Gultiplid Pwe=O. 125 inch Pore=O. 1875 inch Pm-e=O.30CJ inch
Wsi ) bg base history> N-Ini t N-Prop N-TWRL N-Init H-Prop N-Ti31TlL

0.0 1.75
M-Init

2 Ill 95El 116~
N-Prop M-T13TRL

1.50
139 487

711
626 94

2403
120

311-1
2 1=1

1.25
q48 1083 1s31 288 246 53q

Non-propagating crack
1.00

2126 3658 5784 12B9 639 1928
Non-propagating crack Non-propagating crack 10324 2625 12949

TABLE 22. CLUSTER POROSITY
VARIABLE AMPLITUDE FATIGUE LIFE PREDICTIONS
THICKNESS = 1.0 INCH
ABS EH36

tlean Stress Bias 5cde hWltipli@d Pm_e=O. lB75 inch Pore=O.250 inch

(ksi) bg base history] ti-lnit. N-Prap t4-ToTfW t4-Init N-Prop N-TOWIL’

6.5 1.?5 ~~ IE,O 227 113 165

1.50 223 338 566 1% 229 ~02

1.25 11+3 770 1913 EM 1 557 1398

1.00 10402 23s9 12791 7374 1639 9013

Iiean Str-5 Bias Scale Irnultipli*d Por~=O. lE175 inch PorezU.250 ir,ch
[ksi~J b,jbase histor!j) tl-Ini+_ ti-Pr13p t+TOWiL H-Init N-Prop N-TOTRL

0.0 1.75 1=+2 qi’u 612 112 3%? 454

1.50 =lSa 9’34 lq52 352 709 1061

1.25 217H ~~~~ 4705 16 Ii’ 1820 3q37
1.00 l&lL43 lo75a 29qo 1 13336” 726? 20603

Poredl.400 inch
M-Init N-Prop Ft-ToTRL

46 83
1:: 91 210
551 251 802

45ao 688 5260

PoreaO.400 inch
tkInit H-Prop t+-TOTRL

01 157 23B
2q5 336 5s 1
1074 7B8 1862
0390 2518 109!38
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FIGURE 41. ENDURANCE CURVES FOR SINGLE PORES IN A 0.5-INCH THICK PLATE FOR
SL-7 VARIABLE AMPLITUDE HISTORY CURVES CONNECTED BY CIRCLES
REPRESENT A MEAN STRESS BIAS OF ZERO

1

In

-E
(I1
m

1

i

.75- \ “.
\ “..
\ “. -* *mm

% “*.
% “.

% “..
% “.

% “*.

.50-

% “..
% -.

% . . .
% . .

.25,“

ParsS1-.=. 0.260. 0.187S 1*

.00
iEl IE2 IQ IE4

Biocks to i%i]U~

FIGURE 42. ENDURANCE CURVES FOR SINGLE PORES IN A 1.0 INCH THICK PLATE FOR
SL-7 VARIABLE AMPLITUDE HISTORY. CURVES CONNECTED BY CIRCLES
REPRESENT A MEAN STRESS BIAS OF ZERO
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FIGURE 43. ENDURANCE CURVES FOR CO-LINEAR POROSITY IN A O.5-INCH THICK
PLATE FOR SL-7 VARIABLE AMPLITUDE HISTORY, CURVES CONNECTED BY
CIRCLES REPRESENT A MEAN STRESS BIAS OF ZERO
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FIGURE 44. ENDURANCE CURVES FOR CO-LINEAR POROSITY IN A 1. O-INCH THICK
PLATE FOR SL-7 VARIABLE AMPLITUDE HISTORY, CURVES CONNECTED BY
CIRCLES REPRESENT A MEAN STRESS BIAS OF ZERO
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FIGURE 45. ENDURANCE CURVES FOR CLUSTER POROSITY IN A 0.5-INCH THICK PLATE
FOR SL-7 VARIABLE AMPLITUDE HISTORY, CURVES CONNECTED BY
CIRCLES REPRESENT A MEAN STRESS .BIASOF ZERO
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FIGURE 46. ENDURANCE CURVES FOR CLUSTER POROSITY IN A 1.O-INCH THICK PLATE
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9.1. Thickness

Two plate thicknesses were investigated in this study.

important to note that since a specific width was not specified,

It is

the

width of the plate is assumed to many times that of the plate thickness.

The infinite width assumption means that the size of the porosity and

subsequent crack are small in comparison to the plate and therefore the

reduction in cross sectional area does not affect the nominal stress.

The-thickness of the plate, therefore, has no affect on the initiation

life of the crack, all other parameters being equal. The difference in

life between plate thicknesses is due to the propagation life. For equal

pore sizes, it will simply take longer for a crack to grow toward the

surface in a thicker plate. There is also a longer region where the

stress intensity is not increased by the pore stress gradient or the back

wall effect.

The fatigue life predictions proved to be relatively insensitive

to the plate thickness. The larger thicknesses resulted in only slightly

longer lives. This is due to the fact that life predictions are not

greatly dependent upon the final crack length at failure (i.e., failure

criterion and back surfac’eeffects). When the crack becomes large in

size, the increased stress intensity drives the crack growth at an

increasingly h“

tions are very

length discuss4

gher rate until failure occurs. Conversely, life predic-

sensitive to initial crack lengths. See the initial crack

on in Section 7.1.

9.2. Residual Stress

As was notedin the literature survey, local residual stresses

Masubuchi’221 indicated thatat the surface of pores is not reported.

tensile residual stress& as high as the yield strength of the base metal

was measured near the centerline in butt welds. Two residual stress

levels were used in the present study: the stress relieved condition

(residual stress equals zero) and a residual stress equivalent to the

yield stress in EH36 (51 ksi). The effect of residual stress is only

accounted for in the initiation life calculations. Since the residual
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stress field is thought to vary throughout the weld, accounting for the

changing stress field in crack growth calculations would prove to be very

complex. Therefore, the residual stress is ~aken as zero for all the

propagation calculations.

For the initiation life calculations, a residual stress dictates

the starting point for the loading. Figure 17 from Reference 10 il-

lustrates the effect of the residual stress upon the stress-strain response

of the material near the notch root of a weldment with reinforcement. An

analogy can be drawn between the notch root material and the material

near the surface of a pore since both act as geometrical stress concentra-

tions or notches. The plot shows the stress-strain response for three

materials; one strong, one tough, and one ductile; and the effect the

residual stress, Ur, has on the set-up cycle. The result is a higher

local mean stress than would be realized in the stress-free condition.

The increase in mean stress is detrimental to fatigue life (see Section 9.3

Stress Ratio). Figure 48 shows the influence of residual stress on the

fatigue life for a single pore as predicted by the model. Note the

increase in life as residual stress is decreased.

9.3. Stress Ratio

The stress ratio, defined as

R=Smin / $max ,

is incorporated into the model for both the initiation and propagation

calculations. The stress ratio is directly related to the mean stress,

smean’ by

s
smean ‘rn~(l+R) .

(20)

As the stress ratio increases, the tensile mean stress also increases. A

tensile mean stress is generally observed to be detrimental for fatigue
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life, provided that the strains are not

mean stress relaxation. It can be seen

I
AE I . us-

great enough to cause complete

from Equation 9,

am
+ = Ef(2Nf)L +

[)
& (2Nf)b

that a tensile mean stress decreases the effective fatigue strength

coefficient which is a measure of high cycle fatigue resistance. The

strain-life equation is used to predict the initiation life at the pore

surface, so a tensile mean stress will predict lesser initiation lives

than zero or compressive mean stresses.

A high tensile mean stress is also found to increase crack growth

rates. The crack growth rate relation,

da = AAKm

z (l-R)

was developed to account for the higher observed crack growth rates at

higher stress ratios (and therefore higher mean stresses). Because both

Equations 9 and 10 are used in the predictions, the trend on all of the

S-N plotsshow a decreasing fatigue resistance with increased stress

ratio.

The S-N plots show that none of the R = 0.5 predictions result

in low lives (e 105). This seems to contradict the assertion that the high

stress ratio loading is the most damaging. Actually this is the result

of the method of choosing the stress levels for the predictions. Since

the maximum stress for the predictions are chosen as 0.8, 0.6, 0.4, and

0.2 times the yield stress of the material, the stress ranges for the R =

0.5 are smaller than the other stress ratios. Stress range is the most

influential parameter in the life prediction model.- The small stress

ranges in the R = 0.5 predictions therefore result in long lives.
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9.4. Pore Size

The influence of pore size affects both the crack initiation and

propagation estimates. The fatigue notch factor, Kf, was developed to

account for the observation that smaller notches were found to be less

detrimental in fatigue than larger notches of similar geometry. The

relation used in the model to account for this phenomenon (Equation 7),

‘t-l

‘1+- ,‘f

was introduced by Peterson. It models the tendency of larger pores to

have lesser initiation lives.

The propagation lives are also affected by the pore size. The

effective flaw size, once the crack initiates or sharpens, is defined as

the sum of the pore radius and the emerging crack. The larger the pore

size, therefore, the larger the initial crack size and shorter growth

period required to reach the surface. The effect of decreasing pore size

on fatigue life is noted on all of the S-N plots,

9.5. Porosity Type

The effect of the type of porosity on fatigue life as predicted

by the model can be inferred somewhat from Figure 49. The plot shows the

stress ranges at total fatigue lives, Nt of 10,000 for the four porosity

types. This plot illustrates that the geometry or porosity type influences

fatigue. In view of the assumptions made for each of the pore geometries,

the uniform porosity geometry would be expected to have the greatest

fatigue resistance, and the cluster geometry the least for equal pore

sizes. For the larger pore sizes, the single pores would be expected to

have only sl”ightlymore fatigue resistance than a co-linear arrangement

of non-interacting pores of equal size. The infinite width assumption,

where area percent porosity is not accounted for, is important to consider

when making comparisons between the porosity types. For instance, the

reduction in cross sectional area for the co-linear pores would result in
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a higher nominal stress, and the single and co-linear curves would be

spread farther apart. If trends observed in this figure were extrapolated

over the range of pore sizes, it is reasonable to assume that the single

pore would show the greatest fatigue resistance, followed by the co-

linear porosity, the uniform porosity, and the cluster porosity.

9.6. Relation to the Rules for Nondestructive
Inspection of Hull Welds

The pore sizes chosen for the parametric study were based upon

the Rules for Nondestructive Inspection of Hull Welds, 1986, prepared by

[541. For unifo~ porosity, called “finethe American Bureau of Shipping

porosity” in the code, pore sizes less than 0.015 inch in diameter are

not considered to be detrimental. This 0.015 inch pore was the smallest

size examined in this study. For all the uniform porosity cases, the

maximum allowed area percent porosity, 1.5 percent, was assumed. This

pore size was generally found to have lives greater than 108 except at

the highest stresses. The lowest predicted life for this pore size was

320,921 for fully reversed loading at a stress range of81.6 ksi. Larger

pore sizes were predicted to have decreasing fatigue resistance as seen

in the S-N plots. These predictions indicate that the 0.015 inch pore

size is a conservative value from a fatigue standpoint, for the minimum

pore to be considered in design.

The largest isolated or single pore allowed in the code is 0.25

times the thickness of the plate, or 0,1875 inch, whichever is less. For

the 0.5 inch-thick plate, the largest allowed pore is 0.125 inch. For

the 1.0 inch-thick plate, the largest allowed pore is 0.1875 inch. Both

of these maximum allowed pore sizes were predicted to have fatigue lives

of about 105 for fully reversed loading at a stress range of 81.6 ksi,

the worst case considered. Larger pores are predicted to have correspond-

ingly lesser lives. The predictions indicate that these minimum values

are again somewhat conservative and would not prove to be fatigue critical,

at least for the material being considered.

The code also indicates that the concentration of porosity is not

to exceed that shown in the charts in Figures 11 and 12. The fatigue
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life predictions for clusters do indicate decreased fatigue life with

increased pore concentration because of interaction. However, as discussed

in Section 6.3, pores separated by a distance of two pore diameters do

not affect the others stress field. The charts shown in Figures 11 and

12 would disallow pore separated by any less than five pore diameters.

Again, this aspect of the code is conservative.

The assertion that the AB$ code is conservative in its porosity

allowable from a fatigue standpoint is not to be construed as an endorse-

ment for its abandonment of even amendment. The presence of porosity,

especially cluster porosity, in weld metal suggests improper welding

practice and often masks other irregularities such as material degradation.

10. SUMMARY

The aim of this study was to examine the effect of porosity upon

the structural integrity of marine weldments. The parameters which

influence the fatigue life of weldments with porosity were found from

literature related specifically to porosity as well as traditional linear

elastic fracture mechanics and low cycle fatigue concepts. Using this

data, a model was developed to predict the fatigue lives ofweldments

with porosity and with reinforcement removed. Specific analysis routines

were developed for life prediction of single pores, uniform porosity, co-

linear porosity, and cluster porosity. The model was used to predict the

lives of a limited number of actual fatigue tests of welds containing

severe clusters of porosity. The predictions agreed with the test results

nearly within a factor of two. The model was used to examine the depend-

ence of fatigue life on a number of parameters found to be influential.

A variable amplitude loading history was developed using SL-7 stress

history data. This history was used to generate variable amplitude life

predictions for the four types of porosity being considered.



(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

11. CONCLUSIONS

Porosity is not fatigue critical in butt weldments which have

reinforcement intact. The stress concentration at the toe of the

reinforcement is much more severe than internal porosity so fatigue

cracks will initiate at the toe rather than a pore.

For butt welds with reinforcement removed, the following parameters

have been found to influence fatigue life: material, thickness,

residual stress, stress ratio, stress range, pore size and type of

porosity.

In view of the assumptions made regarding pore geometry, for equal

pore sizes, the single pore would be least detrimental in fatigue

followed by co-linear porosity, and uniform porosity. Cluster

porosity is predicted to be most detrimental.

For the SL-7 variable amplitude stress history, all pore geometries

were predicted to last indefinitely. For members subjected to

stresses 1.75 times that of the base history, lives on the order of

tens of years were predicted.,

In relation to the findings of this study, the Nondestructive

Inspection of Hull Welds, 1986, prepared by the American Bureau of

Shipping, was found to be conservative from a fatigue standpoint.

However, since the presence of porosity suggests improper welding

procedure, other problems may with the weld may be present. The

finding that the code is conservative from a fatigue standpoint is

not sufficient reason for amendment of the porosity allowable.

12. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE WORK

To further substantiate the methodology presentated in this

report, there is a need for more fatigue test data of weldment porosity.

The authors were able to uncover only eight fatigue tests with sufficient

documentation to which to apply the model. This sample is far from being

statistically significant. It is recommended that a laboratory program

be initiated investigate the models sensitivity to its various parameters.
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A test program including a number of different ship steels and weld

metals would prove insightful.

A method for predicting the three dimensional pore geomerty

would greatly improve the usefulness of the proposed methodology. These

life estimates were made with fracture surfaces showing the positional

relationship of the pores. It would presently be difficult to determine

the geometry from radiographs to predict fatigue lives of components prior

to failure.

The problem of cavity interaction is not covered in any great

depth in the literature. Interaction is a complex stress analysis problem

perhaps best approached using photoelastic techniques. The availability

of solutions to this problem would enhance the physical soundness of the

methodology.
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APPENDIX

Step-bv-Step Example of the Predictive Model

$inqle Pore

Parameters:
Stress range: 61.2 ksi

Stress ratio: -1

Residual stress: 51 ksi

Pore diameter: 0.1875 inch

Pore Kt: 2.054

Weld thickness: 1.0 inch

Step 1. Notch analysis

The notch analysis determines the strains expected at the

material adjacent to the pore surface. As discussed in Section 5.1.2,

the fatigue notch factor is often used in place of the stress

concentration factor when analysing fatigue loading. Solving for the

material constant ‘a’ in Equation (8),

a . * 1*8X 10-3 in

()

.
u

using the ultimate strength of the ABS EH36 steel in Table 4 as 75 ksi, a

= 0.01 inch. Using Equation (7),

( )‘t-l

‘f=l+ ~~r , (7)

i

(8)

and the values above, the fatigue notch factor, Kf, is 1.95.

To determine the maximum and minimum strains at the pore surface

due to cyclic loading, Nueber’s rule is used. Because the loading is

cyclic, the cyclic strength coefficient, K’, and the cyclic strain

hardening exponent, n’, can be used in the final form of Equation (3),



AS* 2

T ‘t= ‘w+ (w”) “

The residual stress of 51 ksi is added to the left hand term giving,

(ASKt + ~r)2
E ‘t= ‘o (-+ E)””) ●

Solving forAo, the result isAcr= 56.51 ksi andAE =0.00716. The

reversal switches the coordinate axes of stress and strain, and the

equation is solved again, this time without the added residual stress.

This and all subsequent reversals use a value of the cyclic strength
equal to 2(1-n’ )*K’ This is necessary because K’ iscoefficient, Kiev, .

used to define the cyclic stress-strain curve which is constructed of the

tensile hysteresis loop tips. The actual material stress-strain response

during revesals follows a larger path when going into compression. The

results for the reversal local stress range and strain range are 89.08

ksi and 0.00534. The minimum local stress is the;efore -32.56 ksi and

the minimum local strain is 0.0018. The local mean stress, Cm, is 11.97

ksi. Figure Al shows the hysteresis loop for the material at the pore

surface for this loading case. Note that the residual stress state

initially includes a large plastic strain value. In reality, the residual

stress is generally below yield because at this stage the material stress-

strain response follows the monotonic stress-strain curve. The fatigue

life prediction model makes the assumption that the notch material assumes

cyclic behavior relatively early in the loading history, so it is used

throughout the analysis. The presence of the initial plastic strain does

not affect the numerical computations in estimating the crack initiation

life.

Step 2. Estimate cycles to initiation using low-cycle fatigue properties.

Equation (9), the Coffin-Manson equation with Morrow’s mean stress

correction,
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T = +ff)c+ ‘f- ‘m

( )
~ @Nf)b (9)

is used to solve for the estimated cycles to failure, Nf. This again is

an iterative procedure. For this example, the cycles to crack initation

is 7971 cycles. The resulting Nf is actually the number of cycles

required to initiate a fatigue crack at the pore surface since the

calculated strains are local to this region. The remaining weldment is

still intact at this cycle count. The rest of the analysis estimates the

number of cycles to failure by crack propagation through the weldment.

Step 3. Estimate cycles required to propagate crack to failure.

The crack propagation model is outlined in section 5.2. The

initial crack size assumption used throughout this study was 0.05 times

the pore diameter. The initial crack size for this case is 0.0094 inch.

To determine the stress intensity range for a given crack size and loading,

the geometry correction factor from Equation (13)

“MsMt Mk
Y=

‘o
(13)

is calculated. When the crack is in the region of the stress

concentration due to the pore, the stress intensity range solution is

dominated by the stress gradient term, Mk. Calculating theMk term

’47] taking into account the stress gradientrequires a numerical procedure

away from the pore. The Mk term is calculated by superposition of the

notch stress gradient upon the crack. The expression is

2 : ‘bi

(

b i+l bi

‘k= ;= arcsin — -a arcsin —a )

where bi is the position b along the crack, ~bi is the stress at position

bi due to the notch (assuming no crack), and a is the crack length. In

A-4



this example, at the initial crack length of 0.0094 inch, the value of Mk

is 2.11. The finite thickness correction factor, Mt is negligible (equal

to one) at this small crack length. Also, the front surface term, M~, is

equal to unity for an internal crack. The crack Shape factor, O., for a

circular crack is 1.57. The geometry correction factor, Y, is therefore

1.34 at the initial crack length. This value decreases rapidly with

increasing crack length as shown in Figure 16. As the crack grows near

to the surface, the value of Y begins to increase. For comparison, apply

Equation 16 at a = t/2, the position of the crack front just before

breaking the surface. Mt is 1.4, and Mk becomes near unity. The final

value of Y is therefore 0.89.

Estimating the number of cycles to failure by crack propagation

is accomplished by calculating the stress intensity factor range, AK, at

every cycle and incrementing the crack length according to the material

crack growth rate. The estimated propagation cycles to failure for this

example is 26722 cycles. The total estimated fatigue life is therefore

34693 cycles.
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