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Abstract

Purpose – The purpose of this paper is to apply the concept of equivalent initial flaw size (EIFS) to the
anisotropic nickel-based single crystal (SX) material, and to predict the fatigue life on this basis. The crack
propagation law of SX material at different temperatures and the weak correlation of EIFS values verification
under different loading conditions are also investigated.
Design/methodology/approach – A three-parameter time to crack initial (TTCI) method with multiple
reference crack lengths under different loading conditions is established, which include the TTCI backstepping
method and EIFS fitting method. Subsequently, the optimized EIFS distribution is obtained based on the
random crack propagation rate and maximum likelihood estimation of median fatigue life. Then, an effective
driving force based on anisotropic and mixed crack propagation mode is proposed to describe the crack
propagation rate in the small crack stage. Finally, the fatigue life of three different temperature ESE(T)
standard specimens is predicted based on the EIFS values under different survival rates.
Findings – The optimized EIFS distribution based on EIFS fitting - maximum likelihood estimation (MLE)
method has the highest accuracy in predicting the total fatigue life, with the range of EIFS values being about
[0.0028, 0.0875] (mm), and themean value of EIFS being 0.0506mm. The error between the predicted fatigue life
based on the crack propagation rate and EIFS distribution for survival rates ranges from 5% to 95% and the
experimental life is within two times dispersion band.
Originality/value – This paper systematically proposes a new anisotropic material EIFS prediction method,
establishing a framework for predicting the fatigue life of SX material at different temperatures using fracture
mechanics to avoid inaccurate anisotropic constitutive models and fatigue damage accumulation theory.

Keywords Equivalent initial flaw size, Nickel-based single crystal superalloy, Fatigue life prediction,

Crack growth rate, ESE(T) specimen
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Nomenclature
a crack length, mm
aIFS initial crack length, mm
aave average initial crack

length, mm
ab detectable crack

length, mm
ac critical crack length, mm
ar reference crack length, mm

að0Þ5=95 the value of 5% probability of
transcending number and 95%
confidencelevel, mm

C, m Paris formula fitting
coefficient

Cov noise value
Di the data set D between the cycle

number of the ith observation Ni and
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the crack length ai seen
through experiments

E error factors
faðxÞ, faðajtÞ
probability density
function of the initial crack
length
Fðv; aiÞ the formula for calculating fatigue life
Fða=W Þ geometric correction factor for stress

intensity factor
gðμ; σ2; vÞ
EIFS probability density function
gupdateðμ; σ2; vÞ
update EIFS probability density function
H undetermined coefficient in crack

length expression
Kmax maximum stress intensity

factor, MPa
ffiffiffiffi
m

p
KI, KII, KIII

three stress intensity

factors, MPa
ffiffiffiffi
m

p
KIC fracture toughness of type I

crack, MPa
ffiffiffiffi
m

p
Keff effective stress intensity

factor, MPa
ffiffiffiffi
m

p
mEIFS the mean value of EIFS probability

density
function

N number of cycles (or
fatigue life)

Ni number of cycles under the upper and
lower limits of the integral are the vi
and ac, respectively

Nm the median number of cycles
Q, b fitting coefficient between the crack

length growth rate ðda=dtÞ and the
crack length

Qi fitting coefficient for type ith stress
level (or condition)

PðDÞ the probability of detected crack
length

V equivalent variable of
EIFS valueeV equivalent variable of EIFS value
with error

X random crack propagation parameter
xu upper limit for EIFSD
Y ðρÞ anisotropy correction factor
σmax maximum stress, MPa
σ2, μ variance and mean of

variable V
ðα; β; γÞ TTCI or EIFS distribution function

parameters
∃ total number of test

samples
ω measurement error caused by

temperature

1. Introduction
The nickel-based single crystal superalloys (SX) are remarkable for their resistance to
mechanical and chemical degradation at temperatures up to 1000 8C and beyond, which find
application in a range of jet engines and land-based turbines. As a crucial component of
engines, the research onmaterial properties, the study of material properties and strength life
of single crystal turbine blades is very important. In terms of simple fatigue loads, extensive
research has been conducted on material failure mechanisms, deformation mechanisms and
life models construction etc. (Naz�e et al., 2022; Le Graverend et al., 2014;Wang et al., 2023), but
the analysis results are often far from the test data and lack repeatability. The reason is that
the fatigue life is controlled by three coupling factors of material, environment and
manufacture, and it is very complicated to describe it accurately.

At present, a lot of research has been conducted on the mechanism of the influence of
microstructure on strength of SX materials. During the in situ tension process, microcracks
often generate between the carbide and the matrix, and the carbide itself also cracks to
accelerate the propagation of the main crack (Ma et al., 2010). In the process of high
temperature creep, microcracks usually occur at the interface between the TCP phase and the
γmatrix phase or in the stress concentrated interaction region (Liu et al., 2017; Tan et al., 2013;
Tian et al., 2014). Compared with tensile and creep conditions, fatigue crack initiation and
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propagation are more complicated. The discontinuous or non-uniform microstructure (such
as porosity, carbide or eutectic) on the surface or subsurface of single crystal materials can
easily induce irreversible cyclic dislocation slip during cyclic loading, resulting in local plastic
strain accumulation and crack initiation (Cervellon et al., 2020). The specific cracking location
mainly depends on the applied stress, temperature, frequency, as well as the size, shape and
position of the defect (Ormastroni et al., 2020; Cervellon et al., 2017, 2018; Lamm and Singer,
2007; Jiang et al., 2018). In general, crack initiation occurs in the largest pores in the alloy
(Ormastroni et al., 2020; Cervellon et al., 2018; Lamm and Singer, 2007; Jiang et al., 2018). In
addition, the decrease of the distance between the pore and the surface or the increase of pore
irregularity will also promote the initiation of cracks (Lamm and Singer, 2007; Jiang et al.,
2018).When the pores in the alloy are eliminated by hot isostatic pressing, fatigue cracksmay
also be generated at the carbide (Cervellon et al., 2018; Yi et al., 2007), which was observed by
Lu et al. (2013) and (Cervellon et al., 2017) through in situ tensile at high temperature and low-
cycle fatigue response. For longer duration tests (with low stress or frequency), the oxide
layer may be the main crack initiation site (Cervellon et al., 2018; R�emy et al., 2013). Similarly,
the initial defects can significantly affect the very-high cycle fatigue (VHCF) behavior of SX
materials (Cervellon et al., 2018, 2020). In general, there are defects in microstructure of
monocrystalline materials and crystal anisotropy of the materials, resulting in more errors in
the damage accumulation description model. It cannot be ignored that cracks or crack-type
defects may occur during the processing of mechanical structures, and these damages will
gradually form cracks during the test.

The definition of crack initiation in structural components is currently uncertain. Some
scholars suggested that the crack initiation length should be 0.1 mm, but in most cases, when
microcracks reach this scale, it will steadily propagate along the material cross-section
(Claude et al., 2013). The boundary between crack initiation and propagation is not clear, and
there is no precise description method for the life of the initiation stage. Therefore, fracture
mechanics often encounters bottlenecks in predicting the full fatigue life. The concept of
equivalent initial flaw size (EIFS) is introduced to quantify the initial defects caused by
materials, structures andmanufacturing processes. As a starting point for life calculation, the
whole fatigue life of a structure is only expressed as the crack growth stage (Rice and Broek,
1978). The EIFS theory was first proposed by Yang and Manning (1980), Rudd and Gray
(1976), and thenWang (1982) applied it to the structural durability analysis, considering that
the initial damage of the structure cannot be directly measured and assuming it as an
imaginary crack (a0). Various methods for predicting fatigue life derived from this method
have been adopted by many researchers, such as Correia et al. (2016), who completed EIFS
calculations based on double plate fatigue tests and obtained the maximum total fatigue life
from the approximate initial defect size. According to a comparative study conducted by
Al-Mukhtar et al. (2010), the inverse theory was optimized, and the calculated accuracy of the
probabilistic total fatigue life obtained seems to be acceptable. Liang et al. (2019) and Liu and
Mahadevan (2009) proposed a method for determining EIFS based on the Kitagawa-
Takahashi diagram to avoid the dependence of equivalent crack size on stress level.
Statistical methods such as maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) (Zhuang et al., 2023;
Makeev et al., 2007) or Bayesian update (Torregosa and Hu, 2013; Morse, 2020) take into
account the source of uncertainty in the backward inference process, and obtain the
probability description of EIFS to effectively improve the prediction accuracy.

The crack propagation behavior of SX materials is significantly different from that of
commonmetals. Previous studies (Sakaguchi et al., 2019; Reed, 2008) have reported that crack
initiation and propagation are closely related to crystal orientation, load and temperature, and
depend on the strength of the strengthening phase (γ’ phase) and matrix phase (γ phase).
Traditional linear elastic fracture mechanics (LEFM) cannot simply determine the driving
force of crack growth based on the stress intensity determined by ΔK, although the crack
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growth life can be combined with Paris’ law to establish the crack growth rate based on ΔK
(Zhang et al., 2019; Musinski and McDowell, 2012; Paris, 1963). These models are often
described in terms of damage parameters such as maximum plastic strain and maximum
decomposing shear stress (Zhang et al., 2019; Hong et al., 2011). In addition, SX materials
exhibit different fracturemodes at different temperatures and crystal direction, usually type I
fracture perpendicular to the loading axis and mixed crack propagation along the crystal
surface (Li et al., 2023), which further increases the difficulty of description.

To sum up, the application of EIFS mainly focuses on isotropic materials, and the inferred
EIFS values are closely related to the structure and experimental environment. Therefore,
this article applies the principle of probabilistic fracture mechanics to derive the EIFS theory
and establishes a new universal EIFS distribution (EIFSD) that can describe the initial fatigue
quality of the structure to reduce the dependence of the experimental environment. The
rationality of EIFS theory is verified through SX material fatigue crack propagation
experiments, and the fatigue life is predicted using fracture mechanics to avoid inaccurate
anisotropic constitutive models and fatigue damage accumulation theory. This method can
quantitatively evaluate the initial damage state of the material, provide a reference for
guiding themanufacture of single crystal blades and provide a new idea for further analyzing
the fatigue life of stress concentrated parts of blades.

2. Theoretical formulation
2.1 Initial flaw size
After the actual structure is manufactured, there are often defects, inclusions, micropores,
notches, steps and other materials or geometric discontinuities. Suppose that the probability
of a crack with equivalent crack size a being detected in a single inspection is denoted as
PðDjaÞ. To derive the distribution of PðaÞ from PðDjaÞ, it can be assumed that the probability
density function of the original crack length in the component is faðxÞ, where x is the existing
crack length, then

PðxÞ ¼ faðxÞdx (1)

Therefore, the probability that a defect of size x exists and is detected is PðDjaÞ$faðxÞ$dx, and
the probability that crack lengths of various sizes in the structure are detected is:

PðDÞ ¼
Z

∞

0

PðDjaÞ$faðxÞ$dx (2)

where fDðxÞ represents the probability density function of the detected crack size, and PðxjDÞ
represents the probability of detecting the crack length x. According to Bayes’ formula:

PðxjDÞ ¼ PðDjxÞPðxÞ
PðDÞ ¼ PðDjxÞfaðxÞdxR

∞

0
PðDjaÞ$faðxÞ$dx

(3)

If PðxjDÞ is approximated as fDðxÞdx, then there is

fDðxÞ ¼ PðDjxÞfaðxÞR
∞

0
PðDjaÞ$faðxÞ$dx

(4)

In the above equation, PðDjxÞ can be fitted usingWeibull distribution (Wang et al., 1996), and
fDðxÞ is obtained from non-destructive testing analysis. Therefore, the probability density
function of the initial length is:
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faðxÞ ¼ fDðxÞ
PðDjxÞ

Z
∞

0

PðDjxÞ$faðxÞ$dx (5)

Furthermore, crack length values that meet different confidence levels and survival rates can
be determined based on faðxÞ, such as the average initial crack length aave and the average
fatigue life Nave, which can be expressed as Eq. (6). Based on experience, initial crack
distribution law, crack propagation rate and experimental fatigue life, faðxÞ is iteratively
obtained. 8>>><>>>:

Nave ¼
Z ac

aave

dN

da
da

aave ¼
Z þ∞

−∞

xfaðxÞdx
(6)

2.2 EIFS probability distribution
Considering that the artificial determination of crack length during non-destructive testing
cannot comprehensively consider the original state of materials and structures, the EIFSD is
used instead. This method equivalently represents the entire life of the structure as crack
propagation life, as shown in Figure 1. The damage before the small crack is regarded as
EIFS, and the fatigue life prediction is carried out in combination with the crack growth rate
at the small crack stage. The function expression is as follows:

N ¼ SI þ SIII ¼
Z ac

aIFS

�
1

da=dN

�
Ture

da ¼
Z ab

aIFS

�
1

da=dN

�
I

daþ
Z ac

ab

�
1

da=dN

�
III

da

¼
Z ac

EIFS

�
1

da=dN

�
IIþIII

da ¼ SII þ SIII

(7)

It is often very difficult to obtain the EIFSD by obtaining PðDjxÞ according to Section 2.1,
which is computationally complex and requires a prior distribution. The time to crack initial
detectable reference crack length is defined as the TTCI, and the entire reverse inference
process is shown in Figure 2.Within the range of approximate small cracks, the crack growth
function expression used by Gallaher in the study of small cracks in aircraft structures
(Gallagher and Molent, 2015), where Q and b are constants.

Figure 1.
Fatigue life predicted

by EIFS method
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daðtÞ
dt

¼ C
�
Δσ$c1$aðtÞb1

�m
¼ QaðtÞb (8)

The solution ofQi under a stress level often requires multiple fractures (k) to achieve fracture
inversion, and each fracture has aQk value. Assuming there arem ðda=dt; aÞdata points on a
fracture surface, that is, obtaining a set of ðda=dt; aÞ or ðt; aÞ data requires a specific crack
length aj (time tj) and its fatigue band spacing of the specimen. By fitting, it can be obtained:

Qk ¼
m
Pm
j¼1

tj ln aj �
Pm
j¼1

ln aj
Pm
j¼1

tj

m
Pm
j¼1

tj
2 �

 Pm
j¼1

tj

!2
¼ exp

" 
m
Xm
j¼1

ln

�
daðtÞ
dt

�
j

�
Xm
j¼1

ln aj

!,
m

#
(9)

Fit all fracture observation points under the same stress to obtain Q1;Q2:::Qk and b1; b2:::bk
respectively, specify several crack lengths (a1; a2:::aq) to be fitted and interpolate the fitting
curves at these lengths to obtain data points,. ðt1; a1Þ, ðt2; a2Þ. . . ðtq; aqÞ and then obtain Qi

according to Eq. (9).
Perform indefinite integration on Eq. (8), and when bi > 1, the relationship between crack

size and time can be obtained as:

aðtÞ ¼ ½ð1� biÞðQit þ HÞ� 1
1−bi (10)

Assuming that at time t0, aðt0Þ ¼ ar (ar is the reference crack length), then the undetermined

coefficient H ¼ ar
ð1−bi Þ
1− bi

−Qt0. Therefore, when t 5 0,

EIFS ¼ að0Þ ¼ �arð1�biÞ � Qiarð1� biÞ
� 1
1−bi (11)

Set the upper limit for EIFSD to xu, and according to the above equation, the lower bound of
the TTCI distribution (TTCID) can be obtained as:

tN
Source(s): Authors own work

Figure 2.
Schematic
representation of TTCI
theory in order to
obtain the EIFSD
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εi ¼ 1

ðbi � 1ÞQi

�
xu

−ð1−biÞ � ar
−ð1−biÞ� ; ar ≥ xu (12)

Specifying bi as a fixed constant (such as bi ¼ 1) will simplify the problem, and of course,Qi will
also change, but it will try to fit Eq. (8) to the fracture data asmuch as possible. Therefore, at this
point bi and Qi are no longer "material constants", but rather artificially specified constants for
the convenience of EIFS solution. Based on this assumption, Eqs. (10) - (12) can be written as:8><>:

EIFS ¼ ar expð�QitÞ

εi ¼ 1

Qi

�
ar

xu

�
(13)

Assuming that TTCID follows the Weibull distribution and EIFS is treated as a random
variable x, from a statistical perspective, the EIFSD and TTCID are compatible. The
probability density and cumulative probability distribution functions of EIFS can be
obtained as shown in Eq. (14), where αi,βi and εi are the shape parameter, scale parameter and
lower bound of the TTCID function under the i-th stress, respectively.8>>>><>>>>:

fxðxÞ ¼ αi

βix

�
lnðxu=xÞ
Qiβi

�αi−1

exp

	
�
�
lnðxu=xÞ
Qiβi

�αi

; 0 < x < xu

FxðxÞ ¼ exp

	
�
�
lnðxu=xÞ
Qiβi

�αi

; 0 < x < xu

(14)

(1) TTCI backstepping method

To determine αi,βi and εi and crack propagation parameters (Qi and βi), assuming that under a
given reference crack length, the time corresponding to the e-th fracture among all k fractures
is te, are arranged in ascending order as t1 < t2 < ::: < te < ::: < tk, and the average rank
estimation of the cumulative probability distribution corresponding to is:

FTðteÞ ¼ r

kþ 1
(15)

Among them, r is the te rearranged position, and k is still the total number of fractures under
the i-th stress. The parameterQβ in the EIFSD under the same reference crack are considered
as the mean of Qiβi in each stress level (Eq. (16)) to eliminate the effects of temperature, and
further nominal crack propagation parameters at any stress level can be obtained.8>><>>:

Qβ ¼ 1

L

XL
i¼1

Qiβi

bQ ¼ Qβ=βi

(16)

In order to determine the parameter α, considering the dimension of the cumulative TTCID as
1, and the random variable W is constructed:

W ¼ bQte � ln

�
ar

xu

�
(17)

And Eq. (14) can be rewritten as:
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FW ðwÞ ¼ 1� exp

	
−

�
w� lnðar=xuÞ

Qβ

�αi

(18)

In this case, FW ðwÞsatisfies the two-parameterWeibull distribution of αi andQβ. Although αi

and Qβ are independent of stress, in order to improve the reliability of backstepping results,
all fracture data are collected, with a total of n ¼ L$k values forW. ArrangeW in ascending
order to obtain the average rank estimate of the cumulative distribution probability
corresponding to FW ðwlÞ as follows:

FW ðwlÞ ¼ l

nþ 1
; l ¼ 1; 2; ::::; n (19)

Taking the quadratic logarithm on both sides of Eq. (18) can be simplified to the least squares
form (Z ¼ αX þ B). Changing ðar; xuÞwill result in different ðα;QβÞ, and in order to obtain
the best ðxu; α;QβÞ, the sum of squares (SSE) of the deviations between the theoretical and
experimental values of the cumulative distribution function and the corresponding statistical
values at each stress level is minimized. Substitute wl into the theoretical value of FW ðwlÞ
calculated by Eq. (18), and use Eq. (19) to calculate its experimental value FW

0ðwlÞ, then

min SSE ¼
XN
l¼1

FW ðwlÞ � FW
0ðwlÞ½ �

2

s:t:

8>>>>>>>>>>>><>>>>>>>>>>>>:

Z ¼ lnf−ln½1� FTðtÞ�g

X ¼ lnW ¼ ln

	bQte � ln

�
ar

xu

�

B ¼ −α lnQβ

α ¼
P

ZP
X � N lnðQβÞ

(20)

(2) EIFS fitting method

Under the specified (or optimal) reference crack length ar, all specimen values xie of each i-th
stress (or other variable) level constitute the EIFS variable sample. From Eq. (14), it can be
seen that the EIFS distribution follows a three parameter Weibull compatible distribution.
This equation is transformed twice by natural logarithms (Z ¼ αY þ b), and8<: Z ¼ lnf � lnFX ðxÞg

Y ¼ lnlnðxu=xÞ
b ¼ −α lnQβ

(21)

Arrange xm in ascending order, with Z being the corresponding ordinal number. The FX ðxmÞ
corresponding to xm can be estimated from the average rank distribution.

Qβ ¼ expð−b=αÞ (22)

Changing ðar; xuÞ to obtain different ðα;QβÞ, in order to obtain the best ðxu; α;QβÞ, there are:
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min SSE ¼
XN
m¼1

�
m

N þ 1
� exp

	
−

�
lnðxu=xmÞ

Qβ

�α
�2

(23)

2.3 Random crack propagation probability and EIFSD updating
2.3.1 Description of random crack growth rate. From the above description, it can be
concluded that the power exponential expression of crack propagation rate concentrates on
the dispersion of the fitted data on the Q value after a fixed index b. Therefore, Eq. (8) can be
further rewritten as:

Q ¼ daðtÞ=dt
aðtÞb (24)

Undimensionalise a(t) and take the logarithm:

daðtÞ
dt

¼ Q

�
aðtÞ
V

�b

0ln
daðtÞ
dt

¼ lnQþ b ln aðtÞ � b lnV (25)

There are many parameters to be considered in the three-parameter Weibull distribution. In
order to achieve roughly the same accuracy and reduce parameter estimation, the EIFS value
changing over time is further transformed into a lognormal distribution to facilitate the
derivation of the safety crack length under different failure rates. Moreover, the lognormal
distribution can predict the lower average failure rate faster than the two-parameter Weibull
distribution (Tuegel et al., 2018). Assuming lnV follows a normal distribution (V follows a
normal distribution), its mean μ and variance σ2, that is lnV ∼Nðμ; σ2Þ. If a ¼ lnQ,
xi ¼ ln aðtÞ and yi ¼ ln½daðtÞ=dt�, the above equation can be rewritten as:

yi ¼ a� bμþ bxi � N


0; b2σ2

�
(26)

Thus, yi follows a normal distribution yi ∼Nða− bμþ bxi; b
2σ2Þ, and its probability density

function is:

f


yi; a; b; μ; σ2

� ¼ 1ffiffiffiffiffi
2π

p
bσ

exp

"
−
ðyi � aþ bμ� bxiÞ2

2b2σ2

#
(27)

If μ ¼ 0, the MLEmethod is used to estimate unknown parameters a, b and σ (Pieracci, 1995):8>>>>>><>>>>>>:
b2σ2 ¼

Pn
i¼1

ðyi � a� bxiÞ2

n

a ¼ 1

n

Xn
i¼1

yi � b

n

Xn
i¼1

xi

(28)

daðtÞ
dt

¼ exp½lnQþ b ln aðtÞ � b lnV � ¼ QaðtÞb$exp�N
0; b2σ2�� (29)

Since exp½Nð0; b2σ2Þ� follows the lognormal distribution, assuming parameters

X ¼ exp½Nð0; b2σ2Þ� and qðaÞ ¼ QaðtÞb, the above equations can be randomized to
daðtÞ=dt ¼ qðaÞ$X, and integrated it to obtain:
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Z a

a0

1

qðvÞ dv ¼
Z t

t0

Xdt ¼ Xðt � t0Þ (30)

When t0 ¼ 0, the parameter X and its differentiation over a can be written as Eqs (31) - (32).

X ¼ 1

t

Z a

a0

1

QaðtÞb dv ¼
a0

1−b � a1−b

tQðb� 1Þ (31)

dX

da
¼ a−b

tQ
(32)

The probability density function of crack length a can be expressed as:

faðaÞ ¼ fX

�
a0

1−b � a1−b

tQðb� 1Þ
�
$

1

tQaðtÞb

¼ 1ffiffiffiffiffi
2π

p
σX$

a0
1−b � a1−b

tQðb� 1Þ
$
dX

da
$exp

8>>><>>>:� 1

2

2664�
ln
�
a0

1�b�a1�b

ðb�1Þ

�
� lnðtQÞ

σX

3775
2
9>>>=>>>;

¼ a−bðb� 1Þffiffiffiffiffi
2π

p
σX$


a0

1−b � a1−b
�$exp

8>>><>>>:� 1

2

2664�
ln
�
a0

1�b�a1�b

ðb�1Þ

�
� lnðtQÞ

σX

3775
29>>>=>>>;

(33)

Similarly, when b 5 1, Eqs (31) and (33) can be written as:

X ¼ lnða=a0Þ
tQ

(34)

faðaja0; tÞ ¼ 1ffiffiffiffiffi
2π

p
σXa lnða=a0Þ

$exp

(
−
1

2

	
−
lnðlnða=a0ÞÞ � lnðtQÞ

σX


2)
(35)

From the above equations, it can be seen that when the initial crack length a0 (or EIFS) and life
t (or critical crack length ac) are given, the crack length follows a lognormal distribution with
mean and variance value are lnðtQÞand σX , respectively. Since the crack length a is a random
variable, the full probability formula is used to rewrite Eq. (35) as:

faðajtÞ ¼
Z

faðaja0; tÞ$fa0ða0Þda0 (36)

2.3.2 EIFS maximum likelihood updating. In order to further improve the accuracy of EIFS
and apply its inferred fatigue life in engineering, the update process of the original EIFS
distribution form is shown in Figure 3. According to the joint optimization criteria of TTCID
and EIFSD, fitting can obtain parameters (α,Q,β,ε, ar and xu). The above solving process
provides a general solution. However, relevant studies have shown that the obtained ’general
solution’ is still closely related to the experimental conditions (Shahani and Kashani, 2013;
Moreira et al., 2005). Taking the obtained EIFS distribution as an important reference,
assuming that the actual EIFS distribution is unknown and there is a prior distribution (TTCI
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general solution), the optimized TTCI distribution is further interpolated to obtain theNi and
life median Nm data under optimal ar. The random crack growth rates under different
survival rates were considered Nm, and the EIFS scatter and distribution were derived by
inverse derivation according to Eq. (36).

Let the EIFS variable be v1; v2; :::; vn, and the sample values in the experiment are
independent of each other and follow the lognormal distribution, so all likelihood functions
alsomeet the lognormal distribution. There are two factors in this process: 1) the sample setV
and the lifetime Ni satisfy the lognormal distribution; 2) consider data acquisition error
factors E. In theory, given the number of cycles and the corresponding crack length,
lognormal approximation fitting is used to get Eq. (37).

f ðNijV ; ac;EÞ ¼ 1ffiffiffiffiffi
2π

p
NiσN

exp

(
−
½lgðNiÞ � lgðFðv; acÞÞ�2

2σN
2

)
(37)

Among the research methods of EIFS obtained by many scholars, the MLE method is often
used to obtain the distribution parameters of the Weibull distribution. Thus, the likelihood
function LðV jD;EÞ of variable V can be obtained as:

LðV jD;EÞ ¼
Yn
i¼1

f ðV jDi;EÞ ¼ f ðNijV ; ac;EÞ (38)

In Eqs (37)-(38), Di ¼ ðai;NiÞ is the dataset between the number of cycles observed through
experiments and the crack length, Fðv; acÞ is the crack propagation formula obtained by
fitting the known data sample points, with the upper and lower limits of integration being ac
and vi. The variance σN of life N can be obtained through Monte Carlo simulation or directly
fitted from the sample life values.

In the process of experiment, real-timemonitoring of crack length is obtained, and then the
lognormal distribution of parameter X is obtained according to the above function formula.
The estimation of its lifetime N was as follows:

N

a

Q ux

KIC 

Nm

ba t Qa t N b
t

Source(s): Authors own work

Figure 3.
EIFS distribution
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N ¼
Z ac

vi

1

da=dN
dN ¼

Z ac

vi

1

hda=dNiexpð±EÞ dN

¼ hNi þ expð7EÞ
(39)

Assuming the mean and variance of variables EIFS for μ and σ2, respectively, then,

L


μ; σ2

��D;E� ¼Y∃
i¼1

Z
L
�eV ���D;E�f�eV ���E�deV (40)

where ∃ is the total number of specimens and eV is the EIFS obtained with errors.

The measurement error caused by temperature change is denoted as ω, the measured
experimental data (including the real results of various error effects) are introduced with the
noise value of 0.1, and the sample value of the updated variableV is obtained by selecting the
optimal TTCID parameters (α, β, ε) and the median life Nm corresponding to the reference
crack length a, combined with the probability reliability formula. And then μ and σ2

distributions are calculated:8>>>>>>>>><>>>>>>>>>:

L


μ; σ2

��D;w;Cov� ¼Y∃
i¼1

f


μ; σ2; μV

�
f ðμjD;w;CovÞ ¼

R
Lðμ; σ2

��D;w;Cov�dσRR
Lðμ; σ2��D;w;Cov�dσdμ

f ðσjD;w;CovÞ ¼
R
Lðμ; σ2

��D;w;Cov�dμRR
Lðμ; σ2

��D;w;Cov�dμdσ
(41)

mEIFS ¼
Z

vg


μ; σ2; v

�
dv (42)

Among them, gðμ; σ2; vÞ and mEIFS are the probability density and mean of the lognormal
distribution of EIFS, respectively.

2.3.3 Critical crack length distribution. According to linear elastic fracture mechanics, the
maximum stress intensity factorKmax of the crack tip can be expressed as a function between
the maximum stress σmax and the crack length yðaÞ:

Kmax ¼ σmax$yðaÞ0a ¼ gðKmaxÞ=σmax (43)

fKðKÞ ¼ faðaÞ$a0 ¼ fa½gðKmaxÞ=σmax�g0ðKmaxÞ=σmax (44)

Considering the geometric correction parameters of a finite plate, the crack length can be
expressed as:

a ¼ 1

π

�
Kmax

YSmax

�2

(45)

From Eqs (44)-(45), it can be seen that when fracture toughness KIc satisfies the lognormal
distribution, the limit crack length ac also satisfies the lognormal distribution. Suppose that
the corresponding safety reliability of the structure after reaching the critical crack size is p,
that is, PðKIc > KIc;pÞ ¼ p, when the confidence is γ, there is
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lgKIc;p ¼ lgKIc þ μp$s10KIc;p;γ ¼ 10lgKIcþμp;γ$s1 (46)

where KIc is related to the sample number m, and μp;γ is the p component point on the
confidence level, which can be obtained by checking the statistical quantile table. Other
parameter values can be obtained by the following formula:8>>>>>><>>>>>>:

lgKIc ¼ 1

m

Xm
i¼1

lgKIc;i

s1 ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

1

m� 1

Xm
i¼1

�
lgKIc;i � lgKIc

�2

vuut (47)

From a statistical perspective, the unbiased estimation of the KIc;i variable in the normal
distribution can be tested using t-distribution, and then the upper integral limit ac and
average ac are obtained according to the random crack growth rate.

The above derivation process is sorted into a flowchart, as shown in Figure 4.

3. Materials and experiment
Since turbine blades often work at different temperatures, the SX material was used in this
test, and its elastic properties at different temperatures are shown in Appendix. ASTME647-
15 (ASTM, 2015) mainly recommends three types of specimens, namely, compact tension
[C(T)] specimens, middle tension [M(T)] specimens and eccentrically-loaded single edge
tension [ESE(T)] specimens for crack growth studies of materials. ESE(T) samples were used
in this study, which has the main advantage of providing additional workspace while
reducing the amount of processed material. The design reduces the T-stress (the stress
parallel to the crack surface) that affects the crack propagation angle, making the
crack fracture path more self-similar than other specimens. The size of the specimen is

Initial flaw size according Bayesian method (Eqs. (1)-(6))

TTCI inverse theory
(Eqs. (7)-(14))

Avoid 
TTCI backstepping method (Eqs. (15)-(20))

EIFS fitting method (Eqs. (21)-(23))

Random crack propagation probability
(Eqs. (24)-(47))

random crack growth rate (Eqs. (24)-(36))

maximum likelihood updating (Eqs. (37)-(42))

critical crack length (Eqs. (43)-(47))

SX material crack propagation
(Eqs. (48)-(58))

(0)5/95 (Eqs. (59))
EIFSD (Eqs. (60)-(61))

Fatigue life N

Section 3 and 4

Source(s): Authors own work

Figure 4.
The flowchart for the

equations
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92.53 25 3 2 mm, and the geometric length (tensile) direction is cut along the single crystal
blank [001] orientation. A small notch was created on the ESE(T) specimens to induce crack
initiation, and the notch was made by EDM. The length and width of the notch were 7.5 and
1.5mm respectively, and the sharp angle is 308. Prior to the experiment, themachining caused
obvious residual stress and rough surface on the surface of the specimens, which had a large
impact on the crack propagation behavior. Therefore, this experimental piece was ground
with low stress and matched with manual polishing. The tensile strength, yield strength,
elongation of the material, as well as the geometry and physical objects of the ESE(T)
specimen are shown in Figure 5.

It can be seen from Figure 5(a) that the tensile properties of the material vary greatly at
different temperatures (Committee for Compilation of Materials, 2010). In order to explore the
applicability of the EIFS theory of SX materials at different temperatures, and minimize the
influence caused by the difference in mechanical properties of materials, while taking into
account the accuracy of crack observation and test efficiency, crack propagation tests were
carried out at three low-medium temperatures. The maximum test stress σmax remains
unchanged at 50 MPa (approximately 5% of the tensile strength), with a stress ratio of 5 Hz
and a sine wave load. The test matrix is shown in Table 1.
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Source(s): Authors own work

Figure 5.
(a) Mechanical
properties of materials
and (b)–(c) Specimen
drawings and objects
(unit: mm)
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4. Results and discussion
4.1 Crack propagation path and effective driving force
Subcritical crack propagation behavior is studied by using fracture mechanics under
different isothermal cyclic loading conditions. Unlike traditional cast polycrystalline
materials, the fatigue crack propagation of nickel-based monocrystalline superalloys is
along the strong slip band. The crack plane is crystal plane and inclined to the stress axis.
Therefore, its cracking patterns are mixed, consisting of modes I, II and III. Typical
crystallographic mixed mode cracks at these three different temperatures are shown in
Figures 6 and 7 (only several typical fracture modes are shown in the figures). The results
indicate that the SXmaterial exhibits fatigue failure at room temperature on the {111} crystal
plane, which is inclined to the width and thickness of ESE(T) specimen by about 458. As the
temperature increases, type I cracks perpendicular to the loading axis appear, and the
proportion of 650 8C exceeds 450 8C.

Due to the complex geometric shape of cracks, the stress intensity factor solution for type I
cracks based on isotropic materials in the ASTM standards does not meet the limited crack
inclination angle and material property range. It is clearly necessary to conduct stress
intensity factor analysis and calculation for anisotropic SX materials, and provide the stress
intensity factor solution for anisotropic ESE (T) specimens with inclined cracks. The
expression for the type I stress intensity factor of isotropic ESE(T) specimen provided
according to ASTM E647-15 standard (ASTM, 2015):

KI ¼ L

BW 1=2
Fða=W Þ (48)

25℃

450℃

650℃

Source(s): Authors own work

Temperature Maximum stress σmax Stress ratio Frequency Design number Valid number

25 8C
50 MPa 0.1 5 Hz

7 6
450 8C 7 6
650 8C 7 6

Source(s): Authors own work

Figure 6.
Crack propagation
forms at different

temperatures

Table 1.
Testmatrix for ESE (T)
specimens at different

temperatures
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Fða=W Þ ¼ α1=2 1:4þ α

ð1� αÞ3=2


3:97� 10:88αþ 26:25α2 � 38:9α3 þ 30:15α4 � 9:27α5

�
(49)

In Eq. (48),L is the applied load (unit: N); α is the ratio of crack propagation length to specimen
width, equal to a/W and 0< α <1. In the study of evaluating the effect of material
orthogonality on the SIF solution of ESE(T) specimens through numerical research, Sih et al.
(1965) used the complex variablemethod to derive a general equation for the stress field at the
crack tip of anisotropic bodies. For cracks in the x1 direction under plane stress state, Suo et al.
(1991) and Bao et al. (1992) proposed parameter ρ to improve the crack correction coefficient to
measure material orthogonality, resulting in an error of less than 1%. To consider the
influence of local crystal orientation of the material, the same method was used in Eqs
(50)-(52).

F1ða=W Þ ¼ Y ðρÞFða=W Þ (50)

Y ðρÞ ¼
h
1þ 0:1ðρ� 1Þ � 0:016ðρ� 1Þ2 þ 0:002ðρ� 1Þ3

i.
½ð1þ ρÞ=2�1=4 (51)

ρ ¼ 2S12 þ S66

2
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
S11S22

p (52)

By analyzing the fracture morphology, cracks often exhibit two mutually perpendicular
slip systems (such as SS1 and SS4 in Figures 7(a)–(b)). When considering three-

(a) (b)

(c) (d) (e) (f)

Source(s): Authors own work

Figure 7.
Fracture schematic
diagram of ESE(T)
specimen with crack
inclination angle: (a)
different slip planes
and slip directions; (b)
two typical slip
directions for crack
propagation; (c) mixed
crack propagation
mode; (d) different
orientations of
material; (e) The
inclination angle of the
crack along the
thickness direction; (f)
load and moment
balance diagram at
crack tip
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dimensional octahedral crystal oblique cracks and type I cracks comprehensively
(Figure 7(c)), based on the analytical SX material stress field expression (Chan et al., 1987)
combined with Eq. (52), the KI, KII, KIII and effective stress intensity factor ΔKeff can be
obtained in Eqs (53)-(54). 8>>>>>>>>>>>><>>>>>>>>>>>>:

KI ¼ Lcos2 γ

B
ffiffiffiffiffi
W

p F1ða0=W Þ

KII ¼ Lcos2 γ

B
ffiffiffiffiffi
W

p F2ða0=W Þ

KIII ¼ L cos γ sin γ

B
ffiffiffiffiffi
W

p F3ða0=W Þ

a0 ¼ 7:5þ a cos β

(53)

ΔKeff ¼
�
ΔK2

I þ
C2

C1

ΔK2
II þ

C3

C1

ΔK2
III

�1=2

(54)

Among them, 8>>>>>>>>><>>>>>>>>>:

C1 ¼ �S22

2
Im

	
μ1 þ μ2
μ1μ2



C2 ¼ S11

2
Im½μ1 þ μ2�

C3 ¼ 1

2

S44S55ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
S44S55 � S2

45

q
(55)

The μ1 and μ2 in above equation satisfy Eq. (56) and Sij is the flexibilitymatrix parameter. The
specific parameters are shown in the Appendix.

S11μ4 � 2S16μ3 þ ð2S12 þ S66Þμ2 � 2S26μþ S22 ¼ 0 (56)

The expression of the equivalent stress intensity factor shown in Table 2 can be obtained by
combining the flexibility matrix parameters with Eqs (53)-(56).

The discussion of crystal orientation and declination in combination Eq. (53) and
Appendix can be concluded that the crack inclination angle has little effect on polycrystalline
materials within 308, but the critical point is not given. Furthermore, the two-dimensional
moment balance equation for crack tip load is obtained as follows:

Temperature μ1 and μ2 C2=C1 C3=C1 Function expression of ΔKeff

25 8C conjugate complex 4.10 1.94 ðΔK2
I þ 4:10$ΔK2

II þ 1:94$ΔK2
III Þ1=2

450 8C 4.10 2.02 ðΔK2
I þ 4:10$ΔK2

II þ 2:02$ΔK2
III Þ1=2

650 8C 4.10 2.07 ðΔK2
I þ 4:10$ΔK2

II þ 2:07$ΔK2
III Þ1=2

Source(s): Authors own work

Table 2.
Equivalent stress

intensity factors for
ESE(T) specimens at

different temperatures
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8><>:
P ¼ B

Z r

0

ðσyyðrÞcos β þ τxyðrÞsin βÞdr

Pl ¼ B

Z r

0

σyyðrÞrdr
(57)

As the crack length a and inclination angle(β > 308) becomes larger, σyyðrÞ in equation (65) it
rapidly increases. As the result, it necessary for τxyðrÞbecomes a negative in order tomaintain
the equation. In this case, the point where the gradient of σyyðrÞ or F1ða0=W Þ undergoes
significant changes can be regarded as the critical value for the positive and negative
conversion of τxyðrÞ. According to Eq. (57), the maximum value of tanβ/cosβ is obtained at
(0.3, 0.217) (Figure 8), the maximum F2ða0=W Þvalue is 3.24 and themaximum β angle is 32.28.
For SX material, a large number of studies have also shown that the crack propagation
direction will reach 458 or even higher (Zhang et al., 2020), which will result in a single direct
projection method not being applicable. Therefore, Sakaguchi et al. (2012) considered KIII as
part of the crack propagation driving force, and the actual crack propagation length is
expressed as a, thus, KIII in Eq (53) can be rewritten as:8>>><>>>:

KIII ¼ P cos γ sin γ

b
ffiffiffiffiffi
W

p F3ða0=W Þ ¼ 6Pa

BW 2
cos γ sin γ

ffiffiffiffiffi
πa

p
F3ða=W Þ

F3ða=W Þ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2W

πa
tan
� πa
2W

�r (58)

4.2 Solution of EIFSD
In the solution results, KI is often relatively small compared to either KI and KIII , and its
function expression is relatively complex, so it can be ignored. That is,ΔKeff only retains the
ΔKI and ΔKIII terms, and the expression of ΔKeff in Eq. (54) and Table 2 is changed.
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According to Eq. (25), the da=dt − a and da=dt − ðΔKeffÞ functions are fitted respectively to
verify the goodness of fit and the basic hypothesis of TTCI theory (Figure 9). It should be
noted that before the transition from a straight crack to a grain surface crack, it is assumed
thatΔKeff ¼ ΔKI. Subsequently, the crack propagation datawas substituted into the formula

Source(s): Authors own work

Figure 9.
Crack propagation

fitting lines at different
temperatures: (a)–(b)

R.T.; (c)–(d) 450 8C; (e)–
(f) 650 8C
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in Section 2.2, and the iteration sequence was edited based on the MATLAB 2014 platform.
The corresponding SSEs for the number of iterations are shown in Figure 10, respectively.

The TTCI backstepping method and EIFS fitting method take the minimum values after
393 iterations and 465 iterations, respectively, and the probability density and distribution
function of EIFS can be obtained according to the solving parameters, as shown in Figure 11.
It can be concluded from the figure that the average rank distribution can functionalize EIFS
and exhibit a probability distribution. Compared to the TTCI backstepping method, the EIFS
fitting method yields a data point fitting function that is relatively close to the average rank
distribution value, which indirectly indicates that the SEE value in Eqs (20) and (23) is more
inclined for the EIFS fitting method. According to the distribution functions, the "double 95"
equivalent initial crack size að0Þ5=95 thatmeets the 5% failure probability and 95%confidence

level requirements can be obtained, which satisfies the formulation:
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að0Þ5=95 ¼ xu exp
h
−Qβð−ln 0:95Þ1=α

i
(59)

Substitute the parameter values into the above equation, and the calculated values for the
TTCI backstepping method and EIFS fitting method are 0.1389 mm and 0.1279 mm,
respectively. Similarly, the EIFS values are mainly concentrated within the average rank
probability range of 20–80%, with distribution intervals of [0.0072, 0.0399] and [0.0114,
0.0803] (mm), respectively.

By dispersing the EIFSD, the median life (ar,Nm) can be used as the starting point for the
inverse derivation, then the EIFS values at the same temperature can be solved separately. It
should be noted that the crack length when the crack extends to the mean life is determined
by interpolation. That is, the upper limit of the life integral is derived from the known data
combined with the random crack growth rate and predicted life distribution in Section 2.3.
Then the lower integral limit is determined according to the average life, that is, the EIFS
value. Due to the wider coverage of MLE method scatter, reflecting the actual dispersion, at
the same time, the EIFSD solved by EIFS fitting distribution is relatively dense compared
with TTCI backsteppingmethod, basically within 0.2mm.WhenEIFSD satisfies a lognormal
distribution, its probability density is expressed as a function:

g


μ; σ2; v

� ¼ 1

0:8876v
ffiffiffiffiffi
2π

p exp

"
−
ðln vþ 2:8683Þ2

1:5757

#
(60)

It can be concluded that the average EIFS value is 0.0842 mm in Eq.(60), and the data are
mainly concentrated in the average rank probability of 20%–80%, and the interval of
distribution in the data set can be solved as [0.0212, 0.0736] (mm). It should be noted that,
when EIFS≈0.25 mm, the distribution function value is close to 1 in the TTCI backstepping
method. In other words, the probability expression of the TTCI backstepping method cannot
cover the range of EIFS values predicted by the MLE method. In the MLE method, the
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calculation interval [0.0316, 0.1128] (mm) contains most of the results of TTCI backstepping
calculation. Therefore, an improved TTCI backstepping method is proposed in this paper,
which is mainly used to determine the initial EIFS distribution, and the EIFS distribution in
the EIFS fitting - MLE method is more suitable, with wider range and higher precision.
Similarly, the EIFS values calculated by EIFS fitting method can be fitted and updated with
the EIFS distribution of specific specimens. The updated probability density expression is:

gupdate


μ; σ2; v

� ¼ 1

0:9164v
ffiffiffiffiffi
2π

p exp

"
−
ðln vþ 3:4039Þ2

1:6796

#
(61)

The schematic diagram of its probability density and cumulative distribution function is
shown in Figure 12, andmEIFS can be calculated as 0.0506 mm. In the figure, it is obvious that
the EIFS scatter points distributed according to the average rank with MLE method can be
well matched with the fitted probability density.

4.3 Fatigue life prediction
Determine the probability distribution of the critical crack length ac using the KIC that
satisfies the probability distribution (Eq. (47)), and only the average value of the same
temperature is considered to simplify the analysis process. According to the test results, the ac
values of room temperature, 450 and 650 8C can be 7.2112 , 7.1183 and 6.7359 mm
respectively. Numerous studies have shown that the upper limit of integration, ac, has only
slight differences in the integration results, especially in the logarithmic normal distribution.
Compare the various EIFS evaluation methods mentioned above, select crack propagation
functions for different survival rates (5%, 50%and 95%), and predict the total fatigue life and
experimental life through Eq. (7) as shown in Figure 13. The upper and lower limits of the
error bars correspond to the upper and lower limits of the data survival rate.

It can be clearly seen from the figure that the error between the predicted life of the EIFS
fittingmethod and the test life is very small. The EIFS fitting -MLEmethod prediction results
are better, and the corresponding lives between different temperatures are very close, with
the vast majority of results within the double error band range. This is mainly because, on the
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one hand, the function expression of crack propagation with high reliability of standard parts
is adopted, and repeated experiments are combined to avoid accidental errors and large
backstepping errors, resulting in better prediction performance than ordinary test pieces. On
the other hand, considering that the EIFS values at different temperatures are the same and
meet different guarantee rates, the use of universal EIFS is repeatedly optimized, which can
better match the experimental data, and the predicted life of EIFS can be evenly distributed
on both sides of the test life.

Undoubtedly, the twomethods based on TTCI theory can effectively avoid the problem of
EIFS values changing with temperature. It fits the EIFS values obtained under various
conditions into a specific Weibull distribution or lognormal distribution. Noted that the
fatigue life prediction data not only relies on the average EIFS value, but also satisfies the
EIFS survival rate of 5–95% in the data. The TTCI backstepping method error bar is longer
than that of the EIFS fitting method. In the prediction results at room temperature, the vast
majority results for TTCI backstepping method are within double error band range, but it
exceeds double error band at 450 and 650 8C.Although theMLEmethod has a relatively large
deviation compared to other methods in the absence of a prior distribution, most of it is also
within a 3-fold error band, but it is clearly temperature related, especially the error between
room temperature and high temperature, which is better than TTCI backstepping method at
room temperature. Therefore, the advantages of MLE method and EIFS fitting method can
better reflect the overall distribution of EIFS, making it more widely applicable.

Fortunately, the range of predicted total fatigue EIFS values based on MLE method and
EIFS fitting optimization is approximately [0.0028, 0.0875] (mm), which has little impact on
life prediction. Further, although the conventional TTCI backstepping method has a larger
error than the optimized EIFS fitting-MLEmethod, it is better than its simplicity and can still
be used in engineering, but the life prediction is generally more aggressive.

5. Conclusion
Based on the background of EIFS quantitative characterization of initial defects, the fatigue
life of ESE(T) specimens made of anisotropic SX material at three different temperatures is
predicted in this paper. The conclusions are as follows:
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(1) TTCI method considering different reference crack lengths and test environments
can effectively solve the chronic disease of temperature-related EIFS value. To
simplify the analysis process and ensure that b 5 1, randomness is imposed on the
coefficient Q. According to TTCI backstepping method, the optimal Q, reference
crack ar and approximate EIFS values are obtained, and then the random crack
growth coefficient is derived, which is more reasonable than the deterministic crack
propagation rate to describe crack behavior.

(2) The crack growth path of SX material at different temperatures presents a mixed
form of straight crack and crystal plane crack. Based on the anisotropic correction
and the effective driving forceΔKeff coupled by two crack growthmodes (KI andKIII),
the crack growth rate at the near-small crack stage can be effectively described, which
verifies the basic hypothesis of TTCI backstepping theory.

(3) The optimized EFSD based on MLEmethod and EIFS fitting method has the highest
accuracy in predicting the total fatigue life, with the range of EIFS values being about
[0.0028, 0.0875] (mm), and the mean value of EIFS being 0.0506 mm. The fatigue life
calculated by combining the EIFSD with the crack propagation rate under 5–95%
survival rates is within a twice dispersion band of the experimental error. The TTCI
backstepping method is not excluded in practical engineering application, because it
can effectively avoid the problem of large life prediction deviation, and it is more
convenient to operate.

(4) The total fatigue life is derived from the effective EIFS values, which are derived from
fatigue crack growth data at different temperatures. From this perspective, the
results of this paper also provide a reference value for the theory in the quantitative
evaluation of the initial fatigue quality of aero engine materials. They are more prone
to fatigue cracks when used in high-temperature environments, and the combination
of EIFS evaluation at room temperature and fracture mechanics can effectively
evaluate the high-temperature fatigue life.
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Appendix
Table A1 shows the elastic constants of SX material at different temperatures.

Verify the influence of crack propagation formula under the coupling of crack inclination angle and
crystal orientation (Pieracci, 1995), and select two types of crack inclination angles (β 5 0 and 308) and
two crystal orientations (α5 0 and 458) were combined in pairs, and the crack length l was projected in
the perpendicular tensile direction of the crack geometry.Within the range of the crack length occupying
the total width of the specimen [0.2, 0.8], the isotropic empirical formula for CT specimens in ASTME466
was used to obtain the conclusion that the quintic function of the empirical formula can be fitted to
obtain that different crystal orientation angles have no effect on the propagation behavior of type I
cracks (Figure A1). Subsequently, the interference of crystal orientation deflection angle α on type I and
II cracks is excluded, and the functional relationship between fI ðl=W Þ and fII ðl=W Þ with ðl=W Þ are
calculated respectively, as shown in Figure A2. When the crack inclination angle changes from 0 to 308,
fI ðl=W Þhas no effect, but when β reaches 458, fI ðl=W Þwill change greatly. For fII ðl=W Þ, when the crack
inclination α is equal to 308, fII ðl=W Þ is only about 1/15 of fI ðl=W Þ under the same ðl=W Þ. When β
reaches 458, the initial ðl=W Þ crack length is small (≤0.4), the fII ðl=W Þ is positive and approximately
independent of the inclination angle, and then turns negative.

Temperature/8C Elasticity modulus/GPa Poisson’s ratio Shear modulus/GPa

25 131.5 0.344 137.0
700 107.0 0.374 100.2
760 105.5 0.377 105.0
850 98.0 0.383 60.6
980 80.5 0.390 80.4
1070 69.5 0.399 74.2
1100 67.5 0.413 63.8

Source(s): Authors own work
Table A1.

Elastic constants
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