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Fatigue Crack Growth in Residual Stress Field and
Net Crack Driving Force Evaluated by ESPI Method
Yukimichi KIMURA and Takeshi OGAWA
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Fig.1 Residual Stress comparison of FEM analysis
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Fig.2 Crack growth characteristics for
F =3.92kN(a) and 7.85kN(b)
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Fig.3 Variations of crack opening point.
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Fig.4 Variations of Ky due to residual stress.
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Fig.5 Comparison of Kg and AK ¢ value
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