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Abstract ; Based on the Neuber’s rule and the Moski-Glinka’s equivalent energy density method, a

mixed mode for estimating notch strength of metals is obtained under plane stress condition and

on the assumption that there 1s no subcritical crack extension, and motch strength is equal to the

nominal stress when the crack in the root of notch appears. The mode truely reflects the effects

of work-hardening exponent of material on the fracturing process of metals. So, Compared with

other modes the results gotten by the present mode are best.
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