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Challenge to Establish a Fracture Toughness
Prediction Model based on Micromechanics

Sid— 1!

WHORY: KPP L2 R 2e it
AT LRI I

Kazuki Shibanuma il

15 BUSIC

Sl (RO & U TR 77 MG 4 2 &8 T0
20 [ 7 = 54 b s R g € 7L O
SV IZB L CRCTIRIGR X s 5 2 EHDITE Y — F
RINE RN B A N7 X F U7z, A & LTk
W CEEERAD S 42 SR s p#E 2R L ET,

KREWSE, M T d 2 [EERRBIEWME PR E T LIk B
DM ERER D FEBURMTY | & D 238 & U T8k & 8 Vol.99,
No.1 (2013) IZHEHcc /-8 D TH b, MiHEEEDES &
2EIEZT20HICR RV, T LERNT &ETIRAWA, #&
L 4% ISIJ International & % W MIfhORR L2 B O iR
IR EN T EHIRT LD ED R ) 2 —2DH 5
L& T 5 TN B, MRl CETRERM Tld b 508, K
T [ PR D < SREPRL O BT E 7L BISE DR
A LU MESCOBE, IR EIRD T - T, ZD%ORE
. DIEIZRRX BTN EE 20 e,

B> HXDHE

Hil DEFHHBEE L. BRI LRI LIRS & 1358 7 O iRy S
BIOBRRETH DI RSN, KEMITED2E%EMES . it
Kk, 7z 74 MMOMPEIASSER ORMIZ X D m R 572
FThEL, AV AL P EEDKEVEHDOTEICE>TE
WPEAZALT 5 2 LB OIGE L LA AIS

T3, L Lads, ZOFBIIRE T A < . M
fitk & BE GBI DO BIR 2 R4 % L S, WA Z DI 5
DEEED TERMNGE L HEET 2 Z &I3FEM FEEL
T H 5o @A, i ® Bl eiiiiE a3 280
VEDTHB T34 b - wxV 24 MlilEIRELT, %
D X 7 MRS A% TR 2 B Tl 5 720
DETNERELI2EDTH S,

HMFRCTIRET 2 EF LTI, BEEORIRY &% £ T,
TxI4 b A a4 MO ED YA s u T e
2% Fig IR T LI, (D A 24 MU k2 &%
ORARKR, M) vx v 24 VMWD T 274 -2 ) w2

—_— =

(I) Cementite cracking

(I1I) Propagation across
grain boundary

(II) Propagation into ferrite matrix

BN T

Fig.1 Cleavage fracture initiation process of ferrite-cementite
steel"?
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Fig.2 Active zone and volume element'?
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Fig.3 Notched three-point bend specimen'?
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Fig.4 Comparison between experimental and prediction results of
fracture toughness tests'?
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