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Abstract

This brief communication gives an overview of fatigue behaviour and assess-

ment of additively manufactured metals. The high cycle fatigue behaviour of

as‐built and post‐processed additively manufactured superalloy 718, stainless

steel (316L and 17‐4PH), and Ti‐6Al‐4 V is compared with their wrought coun-

terparts. Further, different approaches used for assessment of the fatigue

behaviour are presented.
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Recently, an increasing effort is put into developing understanding and confidence of additively manufactured (AM)
metals for load‐bearing applications.1-4 AM is based on adding material, by, eg, fusing powder particles, as shown in
Figure 1A, where powder particles are fused to a solid, layer‐by‐layer using a laser beam. Materials can be
manufactured in a new way, opening up possibilities in terms of geometrical complexity never possible before. How-
ever, materials produced by AM exhibit unfavourable properties in their as‐built state, such as reduction in fatigue
life, reduced strength, reduced elongation at failure, high surface roughness, defects, anisotropic microstructure,
and residual stresses.1-4 By various post‐treatments, the fatigue strength of AM materials can be increased to the level
of wrought materials. This is because post‐processing can alleviate the defects that influence the fatigue life of AM
material but typically cannot neutralise those completely.4 The idea of producing components made by high strength
materials such as superalloys, titanium alloys, or steel alloys by AM is tempting, because it may reduce the need for
machining, ie, saving cost. However, the fatigue strength is reduced by defects and high surface roughness, especially
for high strength materials.2 Figure 1B shows the typical test specimens for fatigue; Figure 1C shows a fracture sur-
face with a rough surface, surface defect, and subsurface defects, and Figure 1D shows the as‐built microstructure
with visible melt pools and elongated grains in build direction, deriving from the temperature gradient from the
cooling during manufacturing. The main two results seen in almost all cases when AM (as‐built) specimens are com-
pared to conventional materials are that (1) for static loading, elongation at failure and strength is reduced and (2)
fatigue life is reduced.1-4 The reason for the reduction in strength and fatigue life in the as‐built state is typically due
to defects as shown in Figure 1C.

In order to compare the fatigue performance of AM metals to their wrought counterparts fatigue data reported in the
literature are compared in S‐N diagrams. High cycle fatigue data for Superalloy Inconel 7185-9, Ti‐6A‐l4 V,10-16 stainless
steel 316L,17-20 and 17‐4PH19,21,22 are shown in Figure 2A to C, respectively. All data are corrected for mean stress
employing the Smith‐Watson‐Topper (SWT) correction.23
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FIGURE 1 (A) Schematic illustration of powder bed fusion process. (B) Schematic illustration of as‐built specimen and fatigue loading. (C)

Example of SEM image of a fatigue initiation site in AM 316 L (D) Example of microstructure in AM Inconel 718 obtained by means of

optical microscope

FIGURE 2 Comparison of fatigue data for wrought and AM materials. The data are presented in S‐N curves given in stress amplitude

(corrected by SWT) versus number of cycles to failure: (A) Inconel 718, (B) Ti‐6Al‐4V, (C) 316L SS, and (D) 17‐4PH SS. (Arrows indicate

discontinued tests)
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From Figure 2A to D, the general trend is that the fatigue life is reduced when comparing AM as‐built with the wrought
material. These two cases are the two extremes in terms of fatigue life. The fatigue performance of AM materials can be
improved by various post‐processing methods, typically involving machining and heat treatments. Machining removes
rough surface and defects in the surface region (defects and rough surface can be seen in Figure 1C). Heat treatments
can remove residual stresses, alter the microstructure of the material; make the microstructure isotropic and introduce,
eg, precipitation hardening or hot isostatic pressing (HIP) can close internal pores by applying a combination of pressure
and heat.3 For each material presented in Figure 2 one set of AM materials subjected to post‐processing is
shown.9,16,20,22 These materials are post‐processed by combinations of the methods mentioned above and achieve the
same fatigue strength as wrought materials.

Assessment of the fatigue behaviour of materials containing residual stresses, geometrical defects and anisotropic
microstructure is a complicated task. As the geometrical defects are usually reported as the main mechanism for fatigue
and fracture, most works dealing with fatigue assessment are aiming to take critical defects into account. There are
three main approaches when dealing with fatigue assessment of AM metals: (1) Considering the effects of defects as sta-
tistical scatter. This is done by only designing according to the statistics of the fatigue life curve without taking into
account the various defects. (2) Taking into account the defects utilising analytically approaches, eg, employing fracture
mechanics. Here, several works are considering the defect as a crack by assuming the crack size is equal to the

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
area

p
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the defect and further correlates this value to the hardness in order to predict the fatigue limit.24-26 (3) Modelling the
material with the geometrical defects, usually by means of finite element software. This method can be done based
on, eg, computed tomography 3D image or surface profile from a confocal microscope, obtaining the geometry, then
importing it as a 3D model into a finite element software and applying loads.27

The fatigue strength is reduced when comparing as‐built AM metals to their wrought counterparts. Post‐
processing AM metals can give similar fatigue life as wrought materials. Fatigue of AM metals usually initiates from
defects deriving for the AM process. When assessing the fatigue behaviour, these defects are taken into account by
different methods.
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

There is no funding to report for the current investigation.
CONFLICT OF INTEREST

The authors of this paper declare that there is no conflict of interest.
ORCID

Klas Solberg https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1700-6420
Filippo Berto https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9676-9970
REFERENCES

1. Lewandowski JJ, Sei M. Metal additive manufacturing: A review of mechanical properties. Annu Rev Mat Res. 2016;46(1):151‐186.

2. Li P, Warner DH, Fatemi A, Phan N. Critical assessment of the fatigue performance of additively manufactured ti‐6al‐4v and perspective
for future research. Int J Fatigue. 2016;85:130‐143.

3. DebRoy T, Wei HL, Zuback JS, et al. Additive manufacturing of metallic components ‐ process, structure and properties. Prog Mater Sci.
2018;92:112‐224.

4. Herzog D, Seyda V, Wycisk E, Emmelmann C. Additive manufacturing of metals. Acta Mater. 2016;117:371‐392.

5. Kawagoishi N, Chen Q, Nisitani H. Fatigue strength of inconel 718 at elevated temperatures. Fatigue Fract Eng Mater Struct.
2001;23(3):209‐216.

6. Chen Q, Kawagoishi N, Nisitani H. Evaluation of notched fatigue strength at elevated temperature by linear notch mechanics. Int J
Fatigue. 1999;21(9):925‐931.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1700-6420
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9676-9970


4 of 4 SOLBERG AND BERTO
7. Yadollahi A, Shamsaei N. Additive manufacturing of fatigue resistant materials: challenges and opportunities. Int J Fatigue.
2017;98:14‐31.

8. Solberg K, Berto F. Notch‐defect interaction in additively manufactured inconel 718. Int J Fatigue. 2019;122:35‐45.

9. Wells D. Overview of fatigue and damage tolerance performance of powder bed fusion alloy n07718. Technical report, NASA; 2016.

10. Golden PJ, John R, Porter WJ. Investigation of variability in fatigue crack nucleation and propagation in alpha+beta ti‐6al‐4v. Procedia
Eng. 2010;2(1):1839‐1847.

11. Nalla RK, Ritchie RO, Boyce BL, Campbell JP, Peters JO. Influence of microstructure on high‐cycle fatigue of ti‐6al‐4v: Bimodal vs.
lamellar structures. Metal Mater Trans A. 2002;33(3):899‐918.

12. Pegues J, Roach M, Williamson RS, Shamsaei N. Surface roughness effects on the fatigue strength of additively manufactured ti‐6al‐4v. Int
J Fatigue. 2018;116:543‐552.

13. Edwards P, Ramulu M. Fatigue performance evaluation of selective laser melted Ti‐6Al‐4 V. Mater Sci Eng A. 2014;598:327‐337.

14. Razavi SMJ, Ferro P, Berto F, Torgersen J. Fatigue strength of blunt v‐notched specimens produced by selective laser melting of Ti‐
6Al‐4 V. Theor Appl Fract Mec. 2018;97:376‐384.

15. Kahlin M, Ansell H, Moverare JJ. Fatigue behaviour of notched additive manufactured Ti‐6Al‐4 V with as‐built surfaces. Int J Fatigue.
2917;101:51‐60.

16. Brandl E, Leyens C, Palm F. Mechanical properties of additive manufactured Ti‐6Al‐4 V using wire and powder based processes. IOP Conf
Ser Mater Sci Eng. 2011;26:012004.

17. Huang HW, Wang ZB, Lu J, Lu K. Fatigue behaviors of AISI 316 l stainless steel with a gradient nanostructured surface layer. Acta Mater.
2015;87:150‐160.

18. Roland T, Retraint D, Lu K, Lu J. Fatigue life improvement through surface nanostructuring of stainless steel by means of surface
mechanical attrition treatment. Scr Mater. 2006;54(11):1949‐1954.

19. Mower TM, Long MJ. Mechanical behavior of additive manufactured, powder‐bed laser‐fused materials. Mater Sci Eng A.
2016;651:198‐213.

20. Elangeswaran C, Cutolo A, Muralidharan GK, et al. Effect of post‐treatments on the fatigue behaviour of 316 l stainless steel
manufactured by laser powder bed fusion. Int J Fatigue. 2019;123:31‐39.

21. Leybold HA. Axial‐load fatigue tests on 17–7 PH stainless steel under constant‐amplitude loading. Technical report, NASA; 1960.

22. Nezhadfar PD, Shrestha R, Phan N, Shamsaei N. Fatigue behavior of additively manufactured 17–4 PH stainless steel: synergistic effects
of surface roughness and heat treatment. Int J Fatigue. 2019;124:188‐204.

23. Smith KN, Topper T, Watson P. A stress–strain function for the fatigue of metals (stress–strain function for metal fatigue including mean
stress effect). J Mater. 1970;(5):767‐778.

24. Günther J, Krewerth D, Lippmann T, et al. Fatigue life of additively manufactured Ti‐6Al‐4 V in the very high cycle fatigue regime. Int J
Fatigue. 2017;94:236‐245.

25. Yamashita Y, Murakami T, Mihara R, Okada M, Murakami Y. Defect analysis and fatigue design basis for Ni‐based superalloy 718
manufactured by selective laser melting. Int J Fatigue. 2018;117:485‐495.

26. Masuo H, Tanaka Y, Morokoshi S, et al. Influence of defects, surface roughness and hip on the fatigue strength of ti‐6al‐4v manufactured
by additive manufacturing. Int J Fatigue. 2018;117:163‐179.

27. Vayssette B, Saintier N, Brugger C, May ME, Pessard E. Numerical modelling of surface roughness effect on the fatigue behaviour of
Ti‐6Al‐4 V obtained by additive manufacturing. Int J Fatigue. 2019;123:180‐195.
How to cite this article: Solberg K., and Berto F. What is going on with fatigue of additively manufactured
metals?, Mat Design Process Comm. 2019;1:e84 https://doi.org/10.1002/mdp2.84

https://doi.org/10.1002/mdp2.84

