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Comparative study of multiaxial highrcycle
fatigue prediction criteria

SHI Xirhong, BAO Rui, ZHAN G- Jiarr yu, FEI'Birjun

{Institute-of Solid-M echanics,

Beijing U niversity of A-eronauties_and Astrenautics, Beijing 100191, China)

Abstract:~Six common fatigue prediction criteria-for-multiaxial higlr cycle fatigue analy-
sis were\analyzed with several materials and loading data. T he selected criteria cover: equiva-
lent stress criteria, stress mvariantcriteria and critical plane stress criteria in current investi-
gations. The experimental data covered 10 kinds of metal materials, including alloy steel,
low-carbon steel and aluminum alloy and cast iron, under proportional and norr proportional
loading conditions respectively. The analytical results show that, the predicted results for
low-carbon steel and alloy steel are better than that for other materials, and the predicted re-
sult for proportional loading is better than that for norrproportional loading. Papadopoulos
criterion, Susmel criterion and Liu criterion show better prediction capability than the other
three criteria. However, the prediction results of all six criteria for castiron materials are

dissatisfactory.

Key words: compressor blade; multiaxial fatigue; highrcycle fatigue; equivalent stress

criteria; stress invariant criteria; critical-plane stress criteria
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1
1 s Table 1 Mechanical property of materials
’ i1 / MPa
[12]
> S b O
10 6 1 0.1%C 239.9 135.1 379.2
) Gough and
, 10 2 3.5% NiCr 482.6 314.4 799.8
Pollard!®!
1. 3 Silal 215.1 195.8 205.5
4 765 T61 170.3 109.6 499. Fi syl Bl
10 .6 2 65 T6 0.3 109.6 499.9 indley
5 0.51%C 313.9 196.2 680
11. 7o Nishihara and
6 0.15%C 235.4 137.3 518.8
I 5 Kawamotol !
7  3.87% 96.1 91.2 230
> 8 42CrM o4 398 260 1025 Papadopoulos
0.1%C , , Crossland 9 34Cr4 410 256 795 et al.l¥
an - : . F t d
Papadopoulos Liu 5 10 30NCDI6 660 410 1sso o M
9% 3.5% NiCr Lasserre
2 0.1%C
Table 2 Comparison of criteria for 0. 1% C steel under proportional leading
11 %
n 0,/MPa 0,/MPa T,/MPa T,/MPa % (°) Lee Crossland Mcdiarmid\ Papadopoules” Susmel Liu
1 239.9 0 0 0 0 0.00 (0.00) 4,60 (0.00) 0.00 (0.00)
2 234. 4 31.7 0 0.97. (0.42) 5.32 (0.42) 0.69 (0.49
3 216. 5 0 62. 1 0 0 2.57-.(1.04) 6.65 (1.04) 2.10 (1.28)
4 183. 4 0 92. 4 0 0 5.22-.(2.09) 8.45 (2.09) 4.26 (2.59)
5 131 0 113.1 0 0 - 0. 10°¢~= 0. 67) 5.38 (- 0.67) 2.36 (- 0.05)
6 70. 3 0 131 0~ 2.61 (0.77) 5.03 (0.77)  3.30 (1.30)
7 0 0 13501 0  0.00 (0.00) 0.00 (0.00)  0.00 (0.00)
()
3 3. 5%NiCx
Table 3 Comparison of criteria for 3.5 % NiCr steel under proportional loading
I/ %
n 0,/MPa 0,/MPa T,/MPa T,/MPa & (°) Lee Crossland Mcdiarmid Papadopoulos Susmel Liu
8 482. 6 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 - 817 0.00 0.00 0.00
9 481. 3 0 63. 4 0 0 3.53 2.00 - 5.80 2.00 1.64 1.75
10 438. 5 0 126.9 0 0 - 1.15 0.41 - 572 0.41 0.70 - 0.58
11 366. 8 0 183.4 0 0 - 820 -12.25 - 6.4 - 2.25 -1.06 -4.19
12 293.7 0 253.7 0 0 2.15 3.98 2.42 3.98 4.88 1.07
13 160 0 297.9 0 0 0.77 2.97 3.11 2.97 4.14 0.38
14 0 0 314.4 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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4 Silal

Table 4 Comparison of criteria for Silal cast iron under proportional loading

1/ %

n 0,/MPa 0,/MPa T,/MPa T,/MPa & (°) Lee  Crossland Mecdiarmid Papadopoulos Susmel Liu

15 215. 1 0 0 0 0 0.00 0. 00 - 18.90 0. 00 0.00 0.00
16 209. 6 0 27.6 0 -3.0 -0.97 - 19. 15 - 0.97 - 1.07 - 1.54
17 187.5 0 53.8 0 0 - 16.47 - 6.38 - 21.99 - 6.38 -5.70 - 8.60
18 173.7 0 86.9 0 0 - 15.09 -2.69 - 16. 12 - 2.69 -5.39 - 7.85
19 136. 5 0 118.6 0 0 -23.04 -4.07 - 13.51 - 4.07 - 7.63-12.27
20 80 0 148.9 0 0 - 28.34 -6.78 - 11.52 - 6.78 -9.56- 15.35
21 0 0 195.8 0 0 0.00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0.00 0.00
, 9% . Silal . 0.1%C 3..5% NiCr

s , , Silal R

, 29% , , ,6

, 6 76S-T61, , 6
, 6
5 76S T6l

Table 5 Comparison of-criteria for-76S T61 aluminium under) proportional loading

1'%

n 0,/MPa 0,/MPa T,/MPa T,/MPa &) Lee ~-Crossland Mcdiarmid Papadopoulos Susmel Liu

22 170. 3 0 0 0 0 0.00 0. 00 - 13.79 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00
23 157.9 82. 7 0 0 0 -14.03 -2.28 - 15.93 - 2.28 6. 03 6. 95
24 143.4  206.8 0 0 0 -29.10 -3.30 - 17.07 - 3.30 19.90 26. 05
25 161. 3 0 33. 4 0 0 - 1.00 0. 01 -12.29 0. 01 0.26 - 0.50
26 124. 8 0 62. 4 0 0 - 13.88 -5.49 - 13.24 - 5.49 -3.71 - 7.20
27 102. 7 0 75.2 0 0 - 16.56 - 6.42 - 11.78 - 6.42 - 4.34 - 8.65
28 79. 4 0 95. 8 0 0 - 1. 86 1. 70 - 1.41 1. 70 3.16 -0.93
29 124. 1 82.7 62. 1 41.4 0 -14.79 -0.99 - 9.56 -0.99 6. 37 4. 31
30 115. 1 206.8 57. 6 103.4 0 -26.70 -0.31 -9.61 -0.31 18.39 22.96
31 0 0 109.6 0 0 0.00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00
6~ 11
, 0.51%C 0.15%C ,
0.51%C 0.15%C . 3.87%C : :
5% . 3.87%C 6 L
, , 37%, : ,

” ” 6 ’
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: 30NCD16 , 6
42CrM o4 34Cr4
6 0.51%C
Table 6 Comparison of criteria for 0.51% C steel under nonr proportional loading
1/ %

n 0,/MPa 0,/MPa T,/MPa T,/MPa & (°) Lee Crossland Mecdiarmid Papadopoulos Susmel — Liu
32 0 0 196.2 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  0.00
33 138. 1 0 166.8 0 0 - 837 -241 - 3.08 - 2.41 -0.34 -4.28
34 245.3 0 122.6 0 0 0.11 1.44 - 2.9 1.44 2.54  0.06
35 299. 1 0 61.9 0 0 0.75 0.77 - 6.8 0.77 0.98 0.37
36 313.9 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  0.00
37 140. 4 0 169.5 0 30 -9.25 -2.73 - 1.51 -0.83 .16 -272
38 249.7 0 124.9 0 30 -0.99 0.05 - 112 3.29 4515 1.88
39 145.7 0 176.7 0 60 -3.42 -3.41 2.59 3.29 5.04 1.32
40 252. 4 0 126.3 0 60 - 1.95 - 832 -0.04 4.42 5.14 3.00
41 150. 2 0 181.3 0 90 1.74 / - 3794 5.35 6.08 7.68 4.06
42 258.0 0 129.0 0 90 1.81 - 17781 2.14 6.70 7.13 5.25
43 304.5 0 63. 1 0 90 0.61 =299 -5 19 2760 2.48 2.20

7 0.15%C

Table 7 Comparison of criteria for 0. 15% C steel under nomr proportional loading
I %

n 0,/MPa 0,/MPa T/MPa T,/MPa & (°) Lee Crossland Mecdiarmid Papadopoulos Susmel — Liu
4 0 0 137.3 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
45 99.9 0 120.6 0 0 -4.84 -2.2 - 0.11 -2.20 0.54 -2.45
46 180. 3 0 90.2 0 0 1.82 1.10 1.57 1.10 2.97 0.91
47 223 0 46.2 0 0 1.06 0.59 - 1.35 0.59 1.09 0.53
48 235.4 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 -2.93 0.00 0.00 0.00
49 103. 6 0 125.1 0 60 -8.26 -5.39 3.61 1.44 4.08 1.19
50 191. 4 0 95. 8 0 60 -0.25 - 6.47 7.85 7.34 8.71 7.14
51 108. 9 0 131.5 0 90 2.86 -3.76 8.91 6.63 9.12 6.36
52 201. 1 100.6 90 10.95 - 14.57 13.28 12.76 13.69 12.55
53 230. 2 0 47.7 0 90 0.76 -12.21 1.84 3.84 3.93 3.78




2012 23
8 3.87%C
Table 8 Comparison of criteria for 3.87% C cast iron under nom proportional loading
1/ %
n 0,/MPa 0,/MPa T,/MPa T,/MPa & (°) Lee Crossland Mediarmid Papadopoulos Susmel — Liu
54 0 0 91.2 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
55 52.6 0 63.5 0 0 - 1.4 -1.38 - 18.92 - 1.38 -6.53 - 11.43
56 79. 8 0 39.8 0 0 4.50 -0.72 - 29.53 -0.72 -4.71 -6.19
57 90. 6 0 18.7 0 0 0.82 -217 - 36.42 -2.17 - 253 -3.5
58 96. 1 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 - 36.87 0.00 0.00 0.00
59 63.8 0 77 0 60 0.41 13.26 - 1.68 19.59 9.50 7.41
60 90. 3 0 45. 1 0 60 2.11 2.59 -20.21 12.39 3.45 6.18
61 67.6 0 81.6 0 90 12.74  17.02 4.19 26.73 14.95 13.81
62 93.7 0 46. 8 0 90 9.91 -2.50 - 17.20 16.62 6.08 10.18
63 95.2 0 19.7 0 90 -0.91 -0.9% - 33.17 2.82 0.20 1.39
9 42CrMo4
Table 9 Comparison of criteria for 42CrMo4 steel under non— proportional loading
I %
n O0,/MPa 0,/MPa T,/MPa T,/MPa ¢ (°) Lee  Crossland ~M-cdiarmid \Papadopoulos ~Susmel Liu
64 328 0 157 0 0 4.38 4. 19 - 4.68 4. 19 4.27 2.17
65 286 0 137 0 90 - 547 - 2814 - 16.86 - 9.13 - 6.89 - 10.89
66 233 0 224 0 0 8.50 7. 30 279 7. 30 7.93 4.16
67 213 0 205 0 90 4.89-_ - 14.93 - 595 -1.84 -0.33 -47
68 266 0 128 128 0 -31.10 - 15734 - 22.52 -15.34  -12.10 - 16.99
69 283 0 136 136 90 =6.88 —28.89—=17.61 -9.97 -7.60 - 11.73
70 333 0 160 160 180~ 2.35 5.93 - 3.06 5.93 5.73 3.86
71 280 280 134 0 0 -23.94 -2.89 - 11.81 -2.89 8.43 6.38
72 271 271 130 0 90 - 13.23 -24.00 - 14.56 -5.94 6. 08 3.02
10 34Crd
Table 10 Comparison of criteria for 34Cr4 steel under non proportional loading
I/ %
n 0,/MPa 0,/MPa T,/MPa T,/MPa & (°) Lee  Crossland Mecdiarmid Papadopoulos Susmel Liu
73 314 0 157 0 0 -3.74 -0.55 -3.39 - 0.55 0.82 -1.89
74 315 0 158 0 60 -2.8 -12.32 -12.95 -0.11 .21 -1.45
75 316 0 158 0 90 -2.51 -122.93 - 2.78 0. 08 .37 - 1.26
76 315 0 158 0 120 -2.8 -12.32 -2.95 -0.11 .21 - 1.45
77 224 0 24 0 90 6.41 - 8.38 4. 87 5.15 6.74 3.16
78 380 0 95 0 90 -0.33 -7.32 -5.07 0. 37 0.80 - 0.16
79 316 0 158 158 0 - 2.51 0. 08 - 2.78 0. 08 .37 - 1.26
80 314 0 157 157 60 -374 -12.69 -3.39 - 0.55 0.8 -1.89
81 315 0 158 158 90 -2.8 -123.17 -2.95 -0.11 1.21 - 1.45
82 279 279 140 0 0 -23.79 -6.38 -5.25 - 6.38 5.33 533
83 284 284 142 0 90 - 21.25 - 25.51 - 3.69 - 4.83 6.62 7.11
84 355 0 89 178 0 -12.94 -6.19 -11.27 -6.19 -4.63 -6.70
85 212 212 212 0 90 -4.68 -9.40 5.92 3. 41 10.41  7.41
86 129 0 258 0 90 11. 47 3.15 7. 94 7.27 871 5.58
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30NCD16
Table 11 Comparison of criteria for 30N (D sted under nomr proportional loading

, Lee

, Crossland

I/ %
n 0,/MPa 0,/MPa T,/MPa T,/MPa % (°) Lee Crossland Mcdiarmid Papadopoulos Susmel Liu
87 485 0 280 0 0 0.64 1.77 -3.21 1.77 3.12 0.32
88 480 0 277 0 90 - 1.46 - 27.27 - 4.22 0.70 2.17 -0.73
89 0 300 395 0 - 7.18 - 0.45 0.33 - 0.45 3.7 - 1.01
90 480 300 277 0 - 146 3.91 -0.24 3.91 10.16  9.65
91 480 300 277 0 45 -1.46 -3.36 -0.24 3.91 10.16  9.65
92 470 300 271 0 60 -560 - 10.76 -2.27 1.77 8.43 7.59
93 473 300 273 0 90 -4.30 - 25.12 - 1.62 2.45 8.98 8.24
6 1~ 6 30
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; 20
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