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On the Scatter in Yield Strength and Residual Stresses in Steel Members
Sur la dispersion de la {imite d'élasticité et des tensions résiduelles dans les profiles d’acier

Uber die Streuung der Streckgrenze und der Eigenspannungen in Stahlprofilen

LAMBERT TALL GORAN A. ALPSTEN
U.S.A. Sweden

INTRODUCTION

In determining the structural behavior of steel members subjected to com-
pressive loads, the algebraic difference between the actual yield strength of
each longitudinal fiber of the cross section and the residual stress existing
in those fibers is of the utmost significance. Thus, it is important to know
the magnitude and distribution of these characteristics as well as their varia-
tion inside a member and between different members.

This discussion summarizes some results cobtained in various phases of a
continuing study of residual stresses and column strength of rolled and welded
steel shapes carried out at Lehigh University during the past twenty years.

The different aspects covered in the paper include: (1) statistical variation

of yield strength as obtained in routine mill tests; (2) comparison between re-
sults for yield strength obtained by various testing techniques; (3) variation
of longitudinal fiber yield strength over the cross section of plates and shapes;
(4) influence of strain rate upon the yield strength obtained in tension speci-
men tests; (5) variation or scatter of residual stress distributions as measured
in members of same size and manufacturing conditions; and (6) scatter of resid-
ual stress distributions measured at various sections along a particular member.

MECHANICAL PROPERTIES

A graphical representation of the typical stress-strain curve for struc-
tural carbon steel, and the definitions used, are given in Fig. 1. The region
corresponding to small strains is of primary interest here, that is, the elas-
tic region and the yield plateau. In particular, the various yield strength
levels as defined in different ways will be discussed in some detail.

Mill test results

The tensicn specimen test normally applied as a routine acceptance test
for structural steels in U.S. mills is based upon the upper yield strength
level, or, where an upper yield does not exist, upon the stress corresponding
to a particular strain offset. The testing is performed in accordance with the
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techniques specified by the ASTM Standards. [1] The speed of testing is
specified for the range from half the nominal yield strength through yield
strength not to exceed 1/16 inch per minute per inch of gage length or, alter-
natively, not to exceed a stress rate of 100 ksi per minute. [1]

Figure 2 summarizes the results of routine mill tests carried out on 3,124
specimens of low-carbon steel (ASTM A7). [2] The average yield strength is
39.4 ksi for the whole sample, as compared to the minimum specified value
of 33 ksi. The distribution is skew since material that does not fulfill the
specified strength of 33 ksi generally is detected in routine control tests
and not included in the sample. The yield strength of all specimens varied
from a low of 31.1 ksi up to a highest value of 56.6 ksi. The shape of the
distribution curve in Fig. 2 is similar to those of frequency distribution
curves obtained in other investigations of structural steel. [2, 3, 4]

While the upper yield strength is used in specifying the strength of the
steel in the U.S., the upper yield strength is of small or no significance in
determining the yield behavior of a structural steel member. To use a statis-
tical term, the validity of the upper yield strength concept with reference to
structural behavior is small. This is well-known for members that are strained
in a non-homogeneous manner (for instance, bending), but the upper yield
strength is insignificant also for most homogeneously strained structural mem-
bers. This is because practical members contain residual stresses which cause
non-homogeneous deformations for homogeneous extermal loading conditions. Thus,
the upper yield point is normally found only in a coupon as used in a tension
or compression specimen test, that is, in a test essentially on a fiber of the
material. The principal difference between the load-deformation relationships
of a member loaded in pure tension or compression, and stress-strain curves
with or without an upper yield level, is shown in Fig. 3. While the upper
yield strength for a fiber is assumed 10 per cent higher than the lower yield
strength level, the two locad-deformation curves for the cross section differ
only by the order of one per cent.

In characterizing a steel and for material standards, the present mill
testing procedures based upon the upper yield strength concept appears satis-
factory, since in this connection the strength value is relative. For dis-
cussions of the safety of structures, however, the difference between various
testing techniques, and the manner in which a reported yield strength value has
been obtained, may be extremely important and must be considered in the deter-
mination of the real safety of structures.

Effect of strain rate on yield strength

A second factor which influences the results obtained in a tension test is
the strain rate. Investigations have shown that even a "very slow" laboratory
strain rate used in testing tension specimens (a strain rate of 1 microinch per
inch per inch second) may raise the apparent yield strength level by as much as
5 per cent. [5]

The effect of strain rate on the yield strength level in a typical tension
specimen test is shown in Fig. 4. [6] The results are given in terms of the
dynamic yield strength corresponding to a certain strain rate divided by the
static yield strength. Tests were made for three groups of structural steel:
ASTM A36 (Fig. 4a), Auul (Fig. 4b), and A514 steel (Fig. Uc), with specified
yield strengths of 36, 50, and 100 ksi, respectively. Generally, the greater
the strain rate, the higher is the apparent (dynamic) yield strength. The
curves of best fit to the data points in Fig. 4 were obtained by regression
analysis. The boundary curves on each side of the central curves represent
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the 95 per cent confidence limits of o d/c s+ The range of variation between
these two limits decreases with increasgng %ominal strength; for instance, the
variation at a strain rate of 1,000 pin/in-sec is 9.0 per cent for A36, 7.0
per cent for A44l, and 2.5 per cent for AS514 steel. For strain rates normally
used in the plastic range of a routine mill test, that is, of the order of
1,000 pin/in-sec, the apparent (dynamic) yield strength may be as much as 15

per cent above the "statice" value.

Obtaining the static yield strength

The variation in the apparent yield strength as cbtained by various test-
ing procedures, and influenced by the different interpretation of results
(upper or lower yield strength) and varying testing rate has led to the sugges-
tion of a "static yield strength" testing procedure. The procedure simply pre-
scribes one or more "stops" of the testing machine in the plastic range, and
the stress level is recorded at the resulting zero strain. The static value
at a strain of 0.5 per cent is usually recorded as the "static yield strength".
See Fig. 1. The duration of the "stop" normally is from 3 to 4 minutes; during
this time, the stress decreases gradually to the static value. ("Stops" in
the elastic range normally give no appreciable decrease in load, which indicates
that the static level is not seriously affected by inevitable mechanical in-
accuracies in the testing machine.) Precautions must be taken so that unload-
ing does not occur during testing, in particular, for hydraulic machines.

This procedure gives results which are independent of testing machine
strain rate, and the "human factor". In addition, the results are relatively
insensitive to inaccuracies in the alignment of the test specimen and to the
effect of residual stresses which may remain in the test specimen. The method
is applicable to materials with a definite yield plateau, such as structural
carbon steel, as well as materials with a gradual transition from the elastic
to the plastic range. Experience at Lehigh University over several years of
testing has shown that this test method gives consistent and reliable results,
applicable to the true yielding behavior of statically loaded structures.

Comparison between various testing techniques

A comparison between the results obtained in mill tests and in "static"
tests is given in Fig, 5. [7] The different tests were performed on material
from the same sample, representing steel supplied by two different companies in
the form of hot-rolled H-shapes of 24 various sizes ranging from a BWF15.5 to
a 14WF426, The mill tests and the simulated mill test made on specimens from
the web give average yield strength values of 42.3 and 40.6 ksi, respectively.
The "static" values are 33.5 ksi for the weighted average of flange and web
specimens (weighted with respect to sectional area of flange and web to furnish
a yield strength value representative of the cross section of the shape) and
33.9 ksi for the stub column tests (compression test of complete cross section,
tested for a member sufficiently long to retain the original residual stresses
in the central porticn of the member, but short enough to prevent column buck-
ling). [2] It is of interest to note that the average mill test value for
yield strength is almost 25 per cent higher than the average static yield
strength obtained on the full-size member (stub column). On the other hand,
the average static yield strength obtained from temsion tests on flange and
web specimens is very close to that of the stub column tests. The results
seem to indicate that the geometrical influence of the specimen size on the
static yield strength is small; also, from these results there is no apparent
difference between the static yield strength in tension and compression.
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Variation of yield strength over cross section

It was noted in the discussion above that representative yield strength
characteristics were obtained when averaging the results of specimens from
flange and web of H-shapes according to their respective areas in the cross
section. The longitudinal fiber strength differs quite substantially between
the flange and web elements, both with respect to yield strength (static as
well as dynamic) and ultimate strength. Figure 6 gives a summary derived from
previous results for flange and web specimens cut from a sample of 34 H-shapes
of various sizes. [7] The average static yield strength is 33.0 ksi for the
flange and 34.8 ksi for the web material, that is, a difference of 5 per cent.
The difference in individual shapes is as high as 30 per cent. Only in two out
of the total 3u4 shapes was the recorded yield strength of the flange higher
than that of the web of the same shape. The difference in strength may be
attributed partly to the position of the flange and web components with respect
to the cross section of the ingot and the heat in the rolling process, and to
the cooling behavior of the rolled member. The thinner web normally will cocl
faster than the flanges, resulting in a finer grain size and a higher yield
strength of the web material.

The strength varies also within the individual components of the cross sec-
tion. Figure 7 gives the variation recorded for yield strength obtained for
20 specimens taken from various positions in the flange of an H-shape type
HE 200 B of a steel related to St 37. [8] The recorded yield strength varies
between 32.8 and 41.9 ksi within the flange, that is, a variation of almost 30
per cent. Although the thickness of the flange is only 0.59 in (15 mm), the
variation across it is quite significant.

Somewhat similar results were obtained in an investigation of the yield
strength of tension test specimens cut from two heavy plates of ASTM A36
steel. [9] The plates studied were of dimensions 16x2 in and 24x3 1/2 in.
Specimens were cut from two positions across the width of the plates, and five
or seven specimens (for the 16x2 and 24x3 1/2 plates, respectively) were taken
across the thickness of the plate at each position. Results for static yield
strength of these tests are summarized in Fig. 8. The recorded yield strength
varies between 30.7 and 34.8 ksi, for the 16x2 in plate, and between 29.5 and
33.7 ksi for the 2ux3 1/2 in plate. The highest values were obtained in sur-
face specimens, the lowest in interior specimens. This fact is consistent
with the cooling conditions in the rolling process. The average static yleld
strength is 32.5 and 31.0 ksi for the 16x2 and 2ux3 1/2 plates, respectively.
These values may be compared to the reported mill test values for yield strength,
48.0 and 43.0 ksi, which are 48 and 39 per cent higher, respectively, than the
average static values. The behavior of surface and interior specimens differed
also in a more important manner in that the surface specimens showed a marked
yield plateau and onset of strain hardening, while all the interior specimens
had a gradual transition from the elastic to the strain hardening range. [9]

In conclusion, several tests indicate that the yield strength may vary
over the cross section of a structural member. The variation may be quite
significant, also when compared to the total variation between several differ-
ent structural members manufactured from separate heats and at different mills.
However, the variation is not solely statistical in nature, but to a certain
extent predictable from the manufacturing conditions. The variation is of con-
siderable importance in determining the strength of structural members; in
particular, the variation must be considered when a small number of representa-
tive specimens are to be taken from the cross section of a member.
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RESIDUAL STRESSES

Residual stresses exist in all practical structural members. While it
would be possible theoretically to remove residual stresses from a member, for
instance, by stress relieving, this iIs normally not practical or economical.

The residual stresses will vary inside a particular member; they will be
in equilibrium. In addition, the residual stress distribution will vary from
member to member of the same geometry and the same manufacturing and fabrica-
tion conditions, as well as between members of different geometry and manufac-
ture.

Il

A summary of all residual stress measurements performed would show a tre-
mendous variation. A statistical treatment of the complete data from all
measurements, irrespective of causes, is possible and straight-forward, however,
this approach would be rather ineffective since most of the variation in results
may be attributed to factors which could be controlled in the design or fabri-
cation process. Thus, the studies of residual stresses at Lehigh University
have been, In general, deterministic rather than statistical in nature. The
major effort has been devoted to a study of the effect of various factors
affecting the magnitude and distribution of residual stresses. Additiomal
investigations were carried out to study the variation or scatter of residual
stress distributions as measured in different members of the same geometry and
manufacturing conditions and also the scatter of residual stress distributions
as measured at various sections of a particular member.

The most important factors in the fermation of residual stresses are the
manufacturing and fabrication processes used, and the size and gecmetry of the
structural member. [10] Any type of thermal or mechanical procedure used in
the manufacture and fabrication, will affect, in general, the final residuail
stress distribution in the structural member. Thus, a hot-rolled shape normally
will show a residual stress distribution quite different from that encountered
in a welded shape of similar size. Residual stresses measured in various types
of structural members have been discussed extensively in several papers. [2, 5,

7 through 17]

The variation or scatter in the residual stress distribution as measured
at various positions along different members of same geometry and manufacturing
conditions is exemplified in Fig. 9 for a hot-rolled H-shape, [11] in Fig. 10
for a welded box-shape, [13] and in Fig. 11 for a welded H-shape fabricated
from flame-cut plates of A572(50) steel (0 = 50 ksi). [17] Figure 12 summarizes
in histograms, the deviation between indideually measured results in the com-
ponent plates of the welded box-shape 10m65, and the average for the two dif-
ferent component plates, 10x1/2 in and 9x1/2 in, of all ten sectlons investi-
gated.

In conclusion, the experimental studies summarized in Figs. 9 through 12
indicate that the variation or scatter in the residual stress distribution
along a particular member or between different members of the same geometry
and manufacturing conditions -is reasonably small, that is, as long as the
factors influencing the formation of residual stresses are uniform. On the
other hand, it is obvious that discontinuocus manufacturing or fabrication con-
ditions, such as intermittent welding or local cold-straightening will lead to
a wider scatter in residual stress characteristics.

From the above, it follows that residual stresses in a particular member
may be predicted from information obtained on a similar member of the same
geometry, provided the manufacturing and fabrication conditions are the same.
An idea of the possible variation due to uncontrolled factors could be obtained
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from the results given in Figs. 9 through 12. The prediction might be obtained
also from a theoretical study of the thermal-mechanical history during the
manufacture and fabrication. [15]

The magnitude of residual stresses will affect the structural behavior of

columns, and the important variable is the ratic between the residual stress
and the static yield strength. For columns of hot-rclled H-shapes, the residual
stresses at the flange tips are of primary interest. [2] Figure 13 gives an
example of results obtained for 26 rolled wide-flange H-shapes; the sample is
approximately the same as that of Fig. 6.

CONCLUSIONS .

Various aspects on the scatter of yield strength and residual stresses in

structural steel members have been covered in the paper. From the discussion,
it is concluded that:

lI

There is a significant difference between the apparent yield strength as
obtained by various testing procedures, The variation is due to differ-
ent interpretations of results (upper or lower yield stress), testing
rate, and size and location of test specimen relative to the full-size
member (that is, small specimen from a particular location of a member,
or a test on a full-size member). Results obtained by the routine ASTM
acceptance test normally used as the mill test in the United States may
be 30% higher than the lower yield strength obtained in a very slow
("static") test.

Tests have shown that there is a functional relationship between the ap-
parent yield strength level and the strain rate; the greater the strain

rate, the higher the yield strength. The increase in the yield strength
above the '"static" value may be as much as 15 per cent for strain rates

normally used in practice.

Based upon the variations in results obtained in different test procedures
and at various strain rates, a "static" testing procedure was suggested to
furnish test results which are independent of testing machine and strain
rate. The procedure simply prescribes one or more "stops" of the testing
machine in the plastic range, and the stress level is recorded at the re-
sulting zero strain ("static yield strength"). Experience over several
years of testing has shown that this test method gives consistent and
reliable results, applicable to the true yield behavior of statically
loaded structures.

There is a difference in yield strength between the various elements of

a rolled shape, the thinner web normally being stronger than the flanges
(the difference may be 5 to 20 per cent). There is also a variation in
yield strength over the cross section of the elements of a structural mem-
ber, in particular, for thick component plates. The variation in yield
strength over the thickness of two thick plates (2 and 3-1/2 inches thick)
was measured to be 10-15 per cent for A36 steel (o_ = 36 ksi). In addi-
tion, the appearance of the stress-strain relationghip was somewhat differ-
ent between specimens taken from the surface or from the interior of the
plates. Generally, the interior specimens showed no marked plastic
plateau but rather a gradual transition from the elastic to the strain-
hardening range. The surface specimens, on the other hand, followed the
usual behavior with a separated elastic range, a yield plateau, and a
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strain-hardening range. This variation must be considered when a small
number of representative tension specimens are to be taken from a struc-

tural member.

5. The scatter of residual stress distributions measured at various sec-
tions along the length of a particular member appears to be small, as
long as the factors influencing the formation of residual stresses are
uniform. Thus, thermal residual stresses in hot-rolled plates and shapes
or residual stresses due to continuous welding are more or less constant
along the member. Measured variations in such members are of the same
order of magnitude as the accuracy of the measurements. On the other
hand, it is obvious that discontinuous manufacturing or fabrication con-
ditions, such as intermittent welding or local cold-straightening will
lead to a wider scatter in residual stress characteristics.

6. The variation between residual stress distributions measured in various
members of the same size and fabrication conditions is reasonably small,
Repeated measurements on different members, both hot-rolled and welded,
have resulted in consistent results, the deviation between results nor-
mally being less than 5 ksi. Thus, residual stresses in a particular
member can be predicted from information obtained on a similar member,
provided the manufacturing and fabrication conditions are the same.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This paper presents the results of a long-term study into the mechanical
properties of steel, underway at Fritz Engineering Laboratecry, Lehigh Univer-
sity, Bethlehem, Pennsylvania. The National Science Foundation sponsored the
most recent part of the study.

Acknowledgements are due to the many colleagues who, cover the years,
assisted in this investigation. In particular, Lynn S. Beedle, Director of
Fritz Engineering Laboratory, provided guidance in the early stages of the
study, and inspiration at all times.

REFERENCES

1. American Society for Testing and Materials
ASTM STANDARDS, ASTM Designation A370-68, Part 4, January 1969.

2, L.S. Beedle and L. Tall
BASIC COLUMN STRENGTH, Journal of the Structural Division, Proc.

ASCE, Proc. Paper 2555, Vol. 86 (ST-7), July 1860.

3. G. Winter
PROPERTIES OF STEEL AND CONCRETE AND THE BEHAVIOR OF STRUCTURES,
Proc. ASCE, Vol. 86 (ST-2), February 1960.

L Deutscher Stahlbau-Verband
STAHLBAU, Band 1, 2nd Ed., Stahlbau-Verlags-GmbH, K8ln, 1961.



158

10.

11.

12.

13,

14,

154

16.

17.

A.T.

IV — ON THE SCATTER IN YIELD STRENGTH AND RESIDUAL STRESSES

Gozum and A.W. Huber
MATERIAL PROPERTIES, RESIDUAL STRESSES AND COLUMN STRENGTH, Fritz
Engrg. Lab. Report No. 220A.14, Lehigh University, May 1955.

N.R. Nagaraja Rao, M. Lohrmann, and L. Tall
EFFECT OF STRAIN RATE ON THE YIELD STRESS OF STRUCTURAL STEELS,
ASTM Journal of Materials, Vol. 1, No. 1, March 1966.

L. Tall
MATERIAL PROPERTIES COF STRUCTURAL STEEL, Fritz Engrg. Lab. Report
No. 220A,28A, Lehigh University, April 1958.

G. A. Alpsten
EGENSPANNINGAR T VARMVALSADE STALPROFILER ("RESIDUAL STRESSES IN
HOT-ROLLED STEEL PROFILES'"), Institution of Structural Engineering
and Bridge Building, Royal Imstitute of Technology, Stockholm,
June 1867,

G. A. Alpsten
RESIDUAL STRESS IN A HEAVY WELDED SHAPE 23H681, Fritz Engrg. Lab.
Report Neo. 337.9, Lehigh University, In Preparatiocn.

G.A. Alpsten and L. Tall
RESIDUAL STRESSES IN HEAVY WELDED SHAPES, Fritz Engrg. Lab. Report
No. 337.12, Lehigh University, January 1969; to be published in the
Welding Journal.

A.W. Huber and L.S. Beedle
RESIDUAL STRESS AND THE COMPRESSIVE STRENGTH OF STEEL, Welding
Journal, Vol. 33, December 1354,

F.R. Estuar and L.Tall
EXPERIMENTAL INVESTIGATION OF WELDED BUILT-UP COLUMNS, Welding
Journal, Vol. 42, April 1963.

N.R. Nagaraja Rao, F.R., Estuar, and L. Tall

RESIDUAL STRESSES IN WELDED SHAPES, Welding Jourmnal, Vol. 43, July 1S64.

E. Odar, I'. Nishino, and L. Tall

RESIDUAL STRESSES IN "T-1" CONSTRUCTIONAL ALLQY STEEL PLATES;:
RESIDUAL STRESSES IN WELDED BUILT-UP "T-1" SHAPES; RESIDUAL
STRESSES IN ROLLED HEAT-TREATED "T-1" SHAPES, Welding Research
Council Bulletin No. 121, April 1967.

G.A. Alpsten

R.K.

THERMAL RESIDUAL STRESSES IN HOT-ROLLED STEEL MEMBERS, Fritz Engrg.
Lab. Report No. 337.3, December 1968; to be published in the
Welding Journal.

McFalls and L. Tall
A STUDY OF WELDED COLUMNS MANUFACTURED FROM FLAME-CUT PLATES,
Welding Journal, Vol., 48, April 1969.

Y. Kishima, G.A. Alpsten, and L. Tall

RESIDUAL STRESSES IN WELDED SHAPES OF FLAME-CUT PLATES IN ASTM
A572(50) STEEL, Fritz Engrg. Lab. Report No. 321.2, Lehigh
University, June 1969,



LAMBERT TALL

G.A. ALPSTEN 159

. Minimum Spacified Yiald
40+ Upper Yield Strength Strangth = 33.0ksi
50
J: Dynamic Yield Strength g Yl Stengit
STRESS gw*
o ~ T -
{Ks1) Static Yield Strength (Zero Strain Rate) * il Average Yieid
L Yield St ~ Stranoth =394 kal No. of Mill Tests | 3124
ower Yi reng | ” -
20 L 20 ’ quh 56.65 ksi
‘ Low 31.09ks|
1o l Averoge 39.4ksi
- | Standard Deviation | 3,13 ksi
% o5 0 5 K5 B R0 Probability Error §_'g{"
% DEVIATION FROM MEDIAL 3TRENGTH Cosfficient of 78%
P b o o ool w § -of G G 0 g 4 2| 4 s [0 o [347|273204) 63 | 37 [ 18 Variation ok
O 0.5 '.0 NUMBER OF TESTS PER 5% BRACKET
STRAIN, € (%)

Fig. 1 Typical stress-strain curve of a Fig. 2 Frequency distribution of
structural carbon steel and yield strength obtained in
definition of terms 3124 mill tests

LI+ A
1.0 i 1.0f~ Inci. Upper Yield
Excl. Upper Yisld
o P I _TO5
% ® —= osg
"
1
—i—
l I I\ {
1.0 20
0 10 € 20 3
(a) €y {b} 3y
Fig. 3 Influence of an upper yield level upon the load-deformation
behavior of a structural member containing residual stresses
and loaded in pure tension (schematic)
[436 STEEL]
l.20l- Upper 95% Conf‘Idence Limit
- . 1+ 0021 €926 -
i =5 :
RATIO
[o2¢
%4 Lo RATIO 110 . /—UL:=|+0.020 o
%s %d ’
i.05 Lower 95% Confidence Limit %s 105 !
_ Lower 95% Confidence Limit
1.00 | S N I 1 l L 1.00 I I ! L | 1
0 200 400 600 BOO 000 (200 1400 0 200 400 600 BOD 1000 200 1400
STRAIN RATE € (i in/in-sec) STRAIN RATE € (g in/in.-sec.)
. . A5l4 STEEL
Fig. 4 Relationship between ratio of w
. . R L.IOUpper 95% Confidence Limit Gy . 0.08
dynamic to static yield strength RATIO ,7 P Bl C
level and strain rate for ASTM A36, Hd VOV T e P
Oys ~""Lower 95% Confidence Limit
.00 | ] ! | L 1 L

Ab4l, and A514 steels

O 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600
STRAIN RATE € (g in./in-sec)



160 IV — ON THE SCATTER IN YIELD STRENGTH AND RESIDUAL STRESSES
30 30
& Average =423 ksi J Average = 4086 ksi 3 Average =33.5
> 20 r_ g 20 k’ y 20
(5] T ! o
z = z
20 1 E 2 o
[=] ‘ a a
# | 2 £ ]
L i R 9 u'o|||||||r|r||-|||r—rllf
33 40 45 50  BS 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 25 30 35 40 45
YIELD STRENGTH (KSI) YIELD STRENGTH (KSi) YIELD STRENGTH {KSH)
{a) = {c}
30| Average = 33.9 kai
2 .
220 Fig. 5 Yield strength level as determined by
§|0 various methods
&
' 4
“ 0
25 30 '35 40 40
YIELD STRENGTH (KSI)
&)
5 o 2 30 Average = 34.8 ksi
5 I Average = 33.0 ksi ’g‘ i T’/
=
s 20 %::’ 4 20—
E- o { w r 0
10 1 10
L m L il
| L f | 1 \\ ! [_1 1 i 1 11 ] i
o ‘20 30 | 40 50 0 20 30 40 50
STATIC YIELD STRENGTH (KSI) STATIC YIELD STRENGTH (Ksl)
{a) {b)
(a) Specimens from Flange (b) Specimens from Web
Fig. 6 Static yield strength of specimens cut from the flange and
web of 34 H-shapes
~ 50
g Upper Half of Flange z0l
= - Lower Half of Flange .
T L
£ 40 - ”/Averuge
& L 2 201 Nominal Yield ,
3 W | Strength (22 k/mm2) ‘
[=
@ 30— 2 ‘
Q J & 10 ’
ul N
> 0 o I
[ —] N o g ll‘ J P TS|
0 20 30 40 50 60

(a)

HE 200 B

(a)

Relationship between
and yield strength

YIELD STRENGTH (KSI)

(b) Histogram
Variation of yield strength for
specimens from various positions

location in the flange of an HE 200 B shape



LAMBERT TALL — G.A. ALPSTEN 161

6 e Q n
LB [: -
R 24x3k " so 1.~ average 50 [(pe-Average (310 ksi}
40 /—smm-d Yield Strength % 4o (32.5kai} o spacifed
w h
. g & 3 30 Specitied 30— Miil Test
w0 E (36ksi) o { \(:;ksi)
20— . 20 ‘ |
‘ anﬂ |
20 10 ’-”} (48ksi) . [fo] ‘ !
0 \‘J Il [ ‘ 1 I | i | | !. A
L DEPTH _J 0 20 30 40 50 0 20 30 40 50
Upper Surface Lower Surface (b} STATIC YIELD STRENGTH {KSI)
(a)
(a) Relationship between location and yield strength (b) Histograms
Fig. 8 Variation of static yield strength for specimens from variocus
postitions of twe thick steel plates
STRESS (KSH) STRESS (KSI) STRESS (KSi) STRESS (KSD
-0 0 10 10 0 -0 -10 0 I'O IP 0 i [0)
T — =y 1 5 T T T o

SUBESS yp STRESS
L (KS)
0
T-0
T- LD D ]
T-2 I E B
(a) Members T-0, T-1, and T-2 (b) Three sections of member T-6
Fig., 9 Residual stress distributions in four lengths of a hot-

rolled H-shape, 8WF31l

-40 -40

E/F/’“'\\ by,

4[0 Q '40 40 O 40 ‘ﬁ" 40 O -40
T

ol STRESS 0
Y
STRESS (Ks) 40):/ \* STRESS (KSI) (Ksl) & o '\5 STRESS (KSI)
40 0 -40
1T T

-
.

10 0 65
(R10x k., Roxlk)

£

ki
100 65
ioxl, raxlk ;
a
¥ Contains 12 Curves / AK& g
. *‘/ . s .

40 o
Columns C6,C7,C8,C9 3 ‘,3‘%%
40 CIOCHE,CHF,C126,CIZH STRESS I ot A B €
<
ress O\ S s - (ks 5 X ]
SR i L TP o 4 o

(Ksh) 0_ \\\__f\r -40 '
5" 0"

o (o) ~

(a) Scatter between various fabricated lengths (b) Scatter within one fabricated length

Fig. 10 Residual stress distributions in several lengths of a
welded box-shape, 101 65

11. Bg. Schlussbericht



162 IV — ON THE SCATTER IN YIELD STRENGTH AND RESIDUAL STRESSES

. Upper 95% Confidence Limit
o —40T— Average
= ok Lower 95% Confidence Limit
§ 5 T ) ’7/:-':\:?-‘55?&
c I ] ‘
& eop /w -
40+ )
60
80
STRESS{KSI)
{— W ] 80 60 40 20 0O -20
Scale: ______I2 H 7S (FC)
0 2 4 & ABT2 (50)
S T T |
INCHES
—

STRESS (KSi)

Fig., 11

Residual stress distributions in
three fabricated lengths of a welded
H-shape 12H79. ASTM A572 (50) steel

32
o
.. 20
o
g e |
u - B I0Ox 72
a
w
[
\‘1 i | 1
o] -5 -0 -5 0 5 10 5 20
(0 = 0 gye) (KSI)
32
°20F
>
[$]
&
§ ROxlk
[
w

LN | |

O ‘Y -5 -0 -5 6 5 10 I5 20
(G =0 avet (KSI) Fig. 12

Histograms of residual stress results
obtained from 10 different fabricated
lengths of a welded box-shape 101 €5

with nominal yield strength of S0 ksi (same results as in Fig. 10)
0.9999—
~ 098+~
g ° Z
>
= 090
=
]
& 070
Q
£ o050+
Y o030
5
4 0I0- L
2 . . Orc
= o Material From MillA - I9 Specimens — Average =04
[a} L ys
0.02 %
o Material From MillB — 7 Specimens —Average -a-.y—°s-=0.4l
0002~ Orc
® Total — 26 Specimens — Average -E—=0.4I
ys
0.000I 1 t | 1 1 1 ol ' | i N
0.5 020 .30 0.40 0.50 080 0.70
Orc
RATIO —
ys

Fig. 13 Distribution of the

ratio of maximum compressive residual

stress to static yield strength for 26 hot-rolled wide-

flange shapes



LAMBERT TALL - G.A. ALPSTEN 163

SUMMARY

The discussion summarizes some results obtained in a study of
residual stresses and column strength of rolled and welded shapes.
The different aspects covered include (1) statistical variation of
yield strength in mill tests, (2) comparison of tension testing
techniques, (%) variation of yield strength over the cross section
of plates and shapes, (4) influence of strain rate upon yield
strength, (5) variation or scatter of residual stress as measured
in members of same size and manufacturing conditions, and (6)
scatter of residual stress in various sections along a particular
member.

RESUME

On présente ici les résultats obtenus lors d'une étude sur les
contraintes résiduelles et la résistance des profilés laminés ou
assemblés. Les différents aspects traités comprennent: (1) L'étude
statistique de la variation de la limite d'élasticité donnée par
les essais des laminoirs, (2) Comparaison des techniques des essais
de traction, (3) Variation de la limite d'élasticité dans les sec-
tions droites des plaques et des profilés, (4) Influence de la
vitesse de déformation sur la limite d'écoulement, (5) Variation
ou dispersion des contraintes résiduelles pour des éléments de
mémes dimensions et de méme provenance, et (6) Dispersion des
contraintes résiduelles le long du méme élément.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG

Bs wird Uber einige Untersuchungsergebnisse von Eigen- und
Stitzenspannungen an Walz- und geschweissten Profilen berichtet.
Gesichtspunkte, die besondere Beachtung fanden, sind (1) die
statistische Streuung der Streckgrenze beli Zugversuchen sus der
laufenden Produktion , (2) der Vergleich zwischen Ergebnissen
der verschiedenen Verfahren fiir Zugversuche, (%) die Streuung
der Streckgrenze ilber den Querschknitt von Band- und Profilstahl,
(4) der Einfluss der Dehnungsgeschwindigkeit auf die Streckgrenze,
(5) die Streuung der Eigenspannungen bei Profilen gleicher Form
und Herstellung und (6) die Streuung der Eigenspannungen in ver-
schiedenen Schnitten einzelner Profile,
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