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Effect of specimen thickness on the Number of Delay Cycles after an Overload
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Fig.1 Effective range of the stress intensity factor versus
Crack growth rate under constant amplitude loading
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Fig.2 Effective range of the stress intensity factor versus
Crack growth rate following an Overload
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Fig.3 Finite element mesh of the investigated CT specimen
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Fig.4 Number of delay cycles versus Stress ratio
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Fig.5 Mean compressive residual stress versus
effective range of residual stress
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Fig.6 Figure of residual stress condition
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