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(a) Analysis model for mode I
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(b)Analysis model for mode III

Fig.1 Analysis model for mode 1 and mode III

Fig.2 Finite element mesh division
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Fig.3 Investigation of crack extension length for mode I model
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Fig.4 Analysis result for mode I model

E— R [ 7 /VOMHTHE R % Fig.d (T3, BiEhiTt
TIVIEZ 10 & L7z & & O & RSEMRITIR o 7o IER
FREL DO FEAM A CHERNIE Fig.3 R, 2 oo TRtk
L7 DR RAR B DR R T 5. & R D o
TIE 2 RITTONTEE 02T%D %% H > Th< —%L
TW5 A, dHlE2AEHmEICESIZOoNT, TOE
NS <720, 2T L 1T E 0D . Z OBA I
EERER R IR o D S RHOMEREE A 5 R
LTn5%.

F— FILE 7V OMENTHRE R % Fig.s 1IR3, I IHEKR
BREIT R Ry CTIRRMEZ R L, E— FIFEE, BHA
AT S <IEENS< 8D, LiL, ZOMHEIE 1.916 »»
5 2.488 DHIFANIZ & U 2 IR TTIS JIHERAREL O k8 it 70
DIE LIS IR R I RE S BAeo TS, 2
D Z LIEZ DET VO R A T CREEIEE &

2.6f

2.4r

2.2¢

2.0 N

Normalized stress intensity factor

1'80 5 10

Position for x direction
Fig.5 Analysis result for mode III model
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Fig.6 Change of SIF due to specimen thickness
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