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 Laser Powder Bed Fusion (L-PBF) of nickel superalloy Inconel 625 (IN625) is widely adopted for 
fatigue-critical aerospace and energy applications. The accuracy of finite element method (FEM) 
fatigue predictions depends critically on the Basquin fatigue constants used, yet most FEM studies 
apply generic material library values without calibration to the actual process-specific material state. 
This study presents a systematic FEM-based fatigue assessment of L-PBF IN625 specimens (ASTM 
E466) under constant amplitude axial loading (20–60 kN, R = 0.1) and quantifies the effect of Basquin 
constant calibration on fatigue life, damage, and safe load predictions. Stress-life (S-N) analysis was 
performed in ANSYS Workbench 2021 R2 using SOLID187 tetrahedral elements (148,563 nodes; 
35,532 elements). The Basquin fatigue strength coefficient was calibrated from published fatigue 
failure data for L-PBF IN625 (Poulin et al., ≤0.1% porosity, R = 0.1), yielding σ'f = 2050 MPa with b 
= −0.134 fixed at the literature consensus value. Compared to the ANSYS library constants (σ'f = 2282 
MPa, b = −0.134), the calibrated constants reduce predicted fatigue life by 55% across all load levels. 
The critical safe load threshold (safety factor SF = 1.0) shifts from 23.6 kN (library) to 21.2 kN 
(calibrated), a 10.2% reduction with direct design implications. The calibrated model is validated 
against three independent published experimental datasets for L-PBF IN625, showing improved 
agreement in the finite-life regime. These results establish that uncalibrated material library constants 
systematically overestimate L-PBF IN625 fatigue performance and provide quantitative guidance for 
safe load determination in fatigue-critical AM components. 

© 2026 Growing Science Ltd.  All rights reserved. 
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1. Introduction  

      Additive manufacturing (AM), specifically Laser Powder Bed Fusion (L-PBF), has transformed the fabrication of metallic 
components in aerospace, power generation, and offshore energy sectors by enabling complex near-net-shape geometries with 
minimal material waste (DebRoy et al., 2018; Frazier, 2014). Among the materials processed by L-PBF, Inconel 625 (IN625), 
a solid-solution-strengthened nickel-chromium-molybdenum superalloy, has attracted considerable attention due to its 
exceptional combination of high-temperature strength (retaining >500 MPa tensile strength up to 650°C), corrosion resistance, 
and weldability (Special Metals Corporation, 2006; Nguejio et al., 2019). 

      In service, IN625 components are routinely subjected to cyclic thermomechanical loading, making fatigue performance a 
governing design criterion. The fatigue behaviour of L-PBF IN625, however, differs significantly from that of wrought 
counterparts. The layer-by-layer solidification process introduces a complex microstructure characterised by columnar 
austenitic dendrites aligned with the build direction, interdendritic segregation of Mo and Nb, and process-induced defects 
including gas pores, lack-of-fusion (LOF) voids, and keyhole pores (Marchese et al., 2020a; Marchese et al., 2024; Koutiri et 
al., 2018). These defects serve as preferential crack initiation sites, substantially reducing high cycle fatigue (HCF) life and 
introducing scatter in fatigue data that can span one to two orders of magnitude at the same nominal stress amplitude (Poulin 
et al., 2020a; Espejo Abela, 2020). The surface integrity and microstructural characteristics of L-PBF nickel superalloys, 
including Inconel 625, have been comprehensively reviewed elsewhere (Chittewar & Patil, 2020). 

       Finite element method (FEM) simulation, particularly the stress-life (S-N) approach, provides a powerful and cost-
effective framework for predicting fatigue behaviour of L-PBF components without requiring extensive experimental 
campaigns (ANSYS Inc., 2021; Romano et al., 2018). The stress-life method has been successfully applied to predict HCF 
performance of AM metallic specimens, particularly when coupled with AM-specific S-N data and mean stress correction 

mailto:sureshlc14@gmail.com


 366 

models (Yadollahi & Shamsaei, 2017a; Romano et al., 2018; Yadollahi et al., 2017b). ANSYS Workbench's Fatigue Tool 
module implements this approach in a well-validated computational framework widely used in academic and industrial 
settings (ANSYS Inc., 2021). 

     A critical but frequently overlooked issue in FEM fatigue studies of AM components is the source of Basquin constants 
used to parameterise the S-N curve. The Basquin equation, σ_a = σ'_f (2N_f)^b, requires two material-specific constants: the 
fatigue strength coefficient σ'_f and the fatigue strength exponent b. Most FEM fatigue studies apply values from generic 
material databases (Yadollahi & Shamsaei, 2017a; Sanaei & Fatemi, 2021) without verifying their applicability to the specific 
L-PBF process state. As-built L-PBF IN625 exhibits systematically lower fatigue performance than the nominal material 
library input, owing to residual porosity, surface roughness, and tensile residual stresses (Poulin et al., 2020a; Espejo Abela, 
2020; Concli et al., 2024). This mismatch introduces non-conservative bias into predicted safe load thresholds, a problem with 
direct engineering design consequences. 

      This study addresses this issue by calibrating the Basquin fatigue strength coefficient from published experimental failure 
data for L-PBF IN625, and quantifying the effect of this calibration on FEM-predicted fatigue life, damage, and critical safe 
load thresholds across a practical engineering load range (20–60 kN, R = 0.1). 

The specific objectives are: 

To perform FEM stress-life analysis of L-PBF IN625 ASTM E466 specimens under constant amplitude axial loading (20–60 
kN, R = 0.1). 

To calibrate the Basquin fatigue strength coefficient σ'_f from published L-PBF IN625 experimental failure data and compare 
it to the ANSYS material library default. 

To quantify the effect of this calibration on predicted fatigue life, damage, and safety factor as functions of applied load. 
To identify the critical load threshold (SF = 1.0) under both library and calibrated constants, and determine the design 

implication of using uncalibrated inputs. 
To validate the calibrated FEM model against independent published experimental fatigue data for L-PBF IN625. 

2. Material Properties 

2.1 Inconel 625, Composition and Microstructure 
     Inconel 625 (UNS N06625) is a solid-solution-strengthened nickel-based superalloy with the nominal chemical 
composition (wt.%) given in Table 1. 

Table 1. Nominal chemical composition of Inconel 625 (wt.%) (Special Metals Corporation, 2006; Nguejio et al., 2019) 

Element Ni Cr Mo Nb+Ta Fe Al Ti Si C 

Content 
(wt.%) 

Balance 20.47 8.15 3.49 0.63 0.27 0.19 0.04 0.019 

 
    Strengthening arises from solid solution hardening by Mo and Nb in the Ni-Cr FCC matrix. In L-PBF processing, the rapid 
solidification rates (~10⁶ K/s) suppress equilibrium precipitation and produce a fine columnar dendritic microstructure with 
Mo and Nb segregation to interdendritic regions (Nguejio et al., 2019; Marchese et al., 2020a). 

2.2 Mechanical Properties (L-PBF, As-Built) 
    The calibrated fatigue strength coefficient σ'f = 2050 MPa reflects L-PBF IN625 fatigue performance at low porosity 
(≤0.1%) as characterised by Poulin et al. (Poulin et al., 2020a), providing a physically grounded basis for S-N prediction 
compared to the ANSYS library default (σ'f = 2282 MPa), which corresponds to a more idealised material state. 

Table 2. Mechanical properties of L-PBF IN625 (as-built) 
Property Value Source 
Density (ρ) 8.44 g/cm³ (Special Metals Corporation, 2006) 
Young's Modulus (E) 175–205 GPa (Marchese et al., 2020a; Marchese et al., 2024) 
Yield Strength (σy, 0.2%) 620–780 MPa (Marchese et al., 2024; Poulin et al., 2020b) 
Ultimate Tensile Strength (UTS) 900–1050 MPa (Marchese et al., 2024; Poulin et al., 2020b) 
Elongation at fracture 30–45% (Marchese et al., 2024) 
Poisson's Ratio (ν) 0.278 (Special Metals Corporation, 2006) 
Fatigue Strength Coefficient (σ'f) 2050 MPa This study (calibrated, §3.5) 
Fatigue Strength Exponent (b) −0.134 This study (literature consensus, §3.5) 

 

2.3 L-PBF Process Parameters 
     Representative SLM/L-PBF build parameters for IN625 as used in this study and consistent with values reported in the 
literature (Poulin et al., 2020a; Koutiri et al., 2018): 

 Laser power: 285 W 
 Scan speed: 960 mm/s 
 Hatch spacing: 0.11 mm 
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 Layer thickness: 20–30 µm 
 Build atmosphere: Argon (< 0.1% O₂) 
 Powder particle size: 15–45 µm (gas atomised) 

3. Specimen Geometry And Fem Model 

3.1 Specimen Design 
      The test specimen was designed in accordance with ASTM E466 (Standard Practice for Conducting Force Controlled 
Constant Amplitude Axial Fatigue Tests of Metallic Materials). CAD geometry was created using CREO Parametric 5.0 and 
exported in STEP format. The specimen geometry with key dimensions is shown in Fig. 1. 

  
Fig. 1.  ASTM E466 IN625 specimen geometry (CREO Parametric 5.0 / ANSYS Mechanical 2021 R2): total length 170 

mm, grip diameter 31 mm, gauge diameter 10 mm, gauge length 32 mm, transition radius 50 mm. (a) 3D CAD model; (b) 
SOLID187 tetrahedral mesh (148,563 nodes, 35,532 elements) with refinement at gauge section 

    Specimen dimensions: 

 Overall length: 170 mm 
 Grip section diameter: 31 mm 
 Gauge section diameter: 10 mm 
 Gauge length: 32 mm 
 Grip-to-gauge transition radius: 50 mm (smooth continuous profile per ASTM E466) 

    The smooth continuous transition minimises stress concentration at the grips and ensures crack initiation occurs within the 
gauge section, consistent with standard fatigue test practice. 

3.2 Finite Element Meshing 
    The STEP geometry was imported into ANSYS Mechanical 2021 R2 and meshed using SOLID187 (10-node tetrahedral) 
elements. This element type provides quadratic displacement interpolation, accurately captures stress gradients in curved 
geometries, and is the recommended element for fatigue analysis in ANSYS Workbench. 

     Mesh statistics: 

 Total nodes: 148,563 
 Total elements: 35,532 
 Element type: SOLID187 (10-node tetrahedral) 
 Mesh refinement: Applied at gauge section (finer mesh) and grip transitions 

    The mesh quality was verified, element aspect ratios were maintained below 5 throughout the gauge section, ensuring 
numerical accuracy in the high-stress region. A mesh convergence study was performed by progressively refining the gauge-
section element size from 2.0 mm to 0.8 mm; the peak gauge von Mises stress changed by less than 2% between the 1.0 mm 
and 0.8 mm refinement levels, confirming that the adopted mesh (148,563 nodes; 35,532 elements) provides a mesh-
independent solution for the stress-life fatigue analysis. The mesh is shown in Figure 1(b). 

3.3 Boundary Conditions 
     The boundary conditions applied in the FEM model are summarised in Table 3 and illustrated in Fig. 2. 

Table 3. Boundary conditions applied in the FEM model 
Condition Location Definition 

Fixed Support Upper grip face All DOF constrained (UX=UY=UZ=0) 
Applied Load Lower grip face Axial force F (kN), varied 20–60 kN 

Load ratio — R = Fmin / Fmax = 0.1 (tension-tension) 
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Fig. 2.  ANSYS Mechanical 2021 R2 boundary conditions applied to L-PBF IN625 specimen: (A) Fixed Support at upper 

grip face, all DOF constrained; (B) Axial force 40,000 N at lower grip face; load ratio R = 0.1 
 

     The load ratio R = 0.1 represents tension-dominated cyclic loading typical of aerospace structural applications and 
consistent with standard HCF test protocols for IN625. 

3.4 Fatigue Analysis Settings 
     The ANSYS Fatigue Tool (stress-life approach) was configured as follows (Table 4): 

Table 4. ANSYS Fatigue Tool configuration settings 
Setting Value 

Analysis type Stress-Life (S-N) 
S-N curve source Basquin equation (σ'_f = 2050 MPa, b = −0.134; calibrated, see §3.5) 

Mean stress correction Modified Goodman 
Stress component Maximum principal stress 

Scale factor 1.0 
Fatigue sensitivity Load sweep: 20–60 kN 

 
     The Modified Goodman criterion was applied to account for the non-zero mean stress introduced by R = 0.1 loading, using: 

σa / σf + σm / UTS = 1 (1) 
 

where σa is stress amplitude, σf is fatigue strength, σm is mean stress, and UTS = 950 MPa (representative L-PBF IN625 
value). 

3.5 Calibration of Basquin Fatigue Strength Coefficient from Published L-PBF IN625 Data 
     To establish a physically grounded S-N curve for L-PBF IN625, the Basquin fatigue strength coefficient σ'_f was calibrated 
from published experimental fatigue failure data, rather than using the ANSYS engineering data library default. 

Experimental data source. Poulin et al. (Poulin et al., 2020a) reported fatigue failure data for L-PBF IN625 specimens tested 
under constant amplitude axial loading (R = 0.1) per ASTM E466, with runout defined at 10⁷ cycles. The specimens were 
stress-relief annealed, CNC-machined, and polished (Ra ≈ 0.5 µm), with measured porosity ≤ 0.1%, representing the near-
ideal L-PBF IN625 microstructural state (population P0 in the original study). A total of 12 failure data points spanning the 
range 3.4×10⁴ to 4.1×10⁶ cycles were extracted from the published S-N diagram for calibration. Only failure specimens (not 
runouts) were used, consistent with ASTM E739 guidance for Basquin regression. 

Calibration procedure. The Basquin exponent b was fixed at −0.134, the consensus value for L-PBF IN625 established from 
multiple independent experimental studies (Poulin et al., 2020a; Poulin et al., 2020b; Espejo Abela, 2020). This approach of 
fixing the slope from literature and calibrating only the intercept is standard practice when the available data span less than 
three decades of log(N) [ASTM E739]. Free regression of both σ'_f and b from the Poulin dataset yields b = −0.044, an 
unphysically shallow slope that fails catastrophically in extrapolation (at 40 kN applied load, the required stress amplitude 
exceeds the calibrated σ'_f, giving a mathematically undefined fatigue life), confirming that slope fixing is technically 
necessary for reliable predictions. 

With b = −0.134 fixed, σ'_f was determined for each failure data point via: 

σ'f = σa / (2Nf)b (2) 
 

      The geometric mean of the 12 resulting σ'f values was computed per ASTM E739 guidance for log-normal fatigue data, 
yielding: 
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σ'fcal = 2050 MPa,bcal = −0.134 (3) 
Comparison with ANSYS library default. The ANSYS engineering data library for IN625 gives σ'_f = 2282 MPa, b = 
−0.134. The calibrated σ'_f is 10.2% lower, reflecting the actual fatigue performance of L-PBF IN625 with low but non-zero 
porosity and the residual effect of AM thermal history, versus the idealised generic material state embedded in the library. 
Because both constants share the same exponent b, the ratio of calibrated to library S-N stress amplitudes is constant across 
all N: 

σa(calibrated) / σa(library) = 2050 / 2282 = 0.898 (4) 
 

     This means the calibrated S-N curve lies 10.2% below the library curve at all cycle counts. The corresponding life ratio at 
the same stress amplitude is derived from the Basquin equation σa = σ'f (2Nf)b, which gives Nf = (1/2)(σa/σ'f)(1/b). At the same 
σa, the ratio of calibrated to library life is: 

Ncal/Nlib = [(σa / σ'fcal)(1/b)] / [(σa / σ'flib)(1/b)] = (σ'flib / σ'fcal)(1/b)   (5) 
 

     With σ'flib/σ'fcal = 2282/2050 = 1.113 and 1/b = 1/(−0.134) = −7.46: 

Ncal / Nlib = (1.113)(−7.46) ≈ 0.449 (6) 
 

     The calibrated model therefore predicts 55% shorter fatigue life (life ratio ≈ 0.449) than the library model at any given 
stress amplitude. This constant life penalty propagates directly into all downstream design quantities: available life, damage 
index, and safe load threshold. 

4. Results And Discussion 

4.1 Static Stress Analysis 
Static structural analysis at the reference load of 40 kN yielded the results in Table 5. The spatial distributions of von Mises 
stress, total deformation, and equivalent elastic strain are shown in Fig. 3(a–c). 

   
Fig. 3.  Static structural analysis results at 40 kN reference load (ANSYS Mechanical 2021 R2, SOLID187 elements, 

148,563 nodes): (a) Von Mises equivalent stress, maximum 614.34 MPa at gauge centre; (b) Total deformation, maximum 
0.15769 mm; (c) Equivalent elastic strain, maximum 2.97 × 10⁻³ mm/mm 

 

Table 5. Static structural analysis results at 40 kN reference load 
Quantity Value 

Maximum von Mises stress 614.34 MPa 
Maximum elastic strain 2.97 × 10⁻³ mm/mm 
Maximum displacement 0.15769 mm 

 
     The peak von Mises stress of 614.34 MPa occurs at the centre of the gauge section, as expected from the minimum cross-
sectional area. It is noted that the nominal axial stress at the gauge section (F/A = 40,000 N / 78.54 mm² = 509 MPa) is lower 
than the FEM peak stress of 614.34 MPa. This difference (~21%) arises because the FEM maximum principal stress (used in 
the fatigue analysis per Table 4) includes the triaxial stress state and bending-mode stress components at the gauge–grip 
transition radius. The gauge section cross-section has area A = π(10/2)² = 78.54 mm², giving a nominal stress of 509 MPa; the 
FEM von Mises result of 614 MPa represents the peak multi-axial stress concentration at the gauge midpoint, where bending 
and transverse constraint effects elevate the stress above the purely axial nominal value. The equivalent stress concentration 
factor K_t ≈ 614/509 ≈ 1.21 is consistent with smooth-transition specimens (ASTM E466 radius 50 mm) as documented in 
standard handbook solutions. At 40 kN, the stress level (614 MPa) lies below the L-PBF IN625 yield strength (~650–780 
MPa), confirming elastic behaviour, a prerequisite for valid stress-life analysis. The spatial distribution of fatigue life, fatigue 
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damage, equivalent alternating stress, and safety factor across the specimen gauge section at reference load conditions is 
presented in Fig. 5(a–d), confirming that all critical fatigue quantities are concentrated at the gauge centre. 

 
Fig. 4.  Stress-life (S-N) curves for L-PBF Inconel 625 under constant amplitude axial loading (R = 0.1): calibrated Basquin 
constants (σ'_f = 2050 MPa, b = −0.134) vs. ANSYS library constants (σ'_f = 2282 MPa, b = −0.134). Calibrated curve lies 

uniformly 10.2% below the library curve at all cycle counts 
 

  

  
Fig. 5.  ANSYS Fatigue Tool contour maps on L-PBF IN625 specimen gauge section: (a) Fatigue Life distribution, 
maximum 1.78×10⁶ cycles (at 20 kN, library), minimum 34,246 cycles at gauge centre; (b) Fatigue Damage index, 

maximum 29,201 at gauge; (c) Equivalent Alternating Stress, maximum 513.26 MPa; (d) Fatigue Safety Factor, minimum 
0.70545 at gauge section 

4.2 S-N Curve (Stress-Life) 
     The FEM-generated S-N curves for both the ANSYS library constants and the calibrated L-PBF IN625 constants are 
presented in Figure 4. Both curves follow the Basquin equation with identical slope (b = −0.134), offset by the difference in 
σ'f (2282 MPa library vs. 2050 MPa calibrated). The calibrated curve lies uniformly 10.2% below the library curve in stress 
amplitude at any given life. 

 



S. L. Chittewar and N. G. Patil   / Engineering Solid Mechanics 14 (2026) 
 

371 

Table 6. S-N Curve Comparison, Library vs. Calibrated Basquin Constants (σ'_f: 2282 vs. 2050 MPa; b = −0.134; R = 0.1) 
Nf (cycles) Library σa (MPa) Calibrated σa (MPa) Difference (MPa) Difference (%) 

10,000 605.3 543.6 −61.7 −10.2% 
100,000 444.6 399.3 −45.3 −10.2% 

1,000,000 326.6 293.3 −33.3 −10.2% 
1,780,000 302.3 271.6 −30.7 −10.2% 

 
    The steep S-N slope (b = −0.134) is more negative than typical wrought IN625 (b ≈ −0.10 (Special Metals Corporation, 
2006)), reflecting increased fatigue sensitivity in L-PBF material. This slope, calibrated at the literature consensus value from 
independent experimental studies on L-PBF IN625 (Poulin et al., 2020a; Poulin et al., 2020b; Espejo Abela, 2020), captures 
the defect-driven crack initiation mechanism responsible for stronger stress-amplitude dependence of fatigue life in AM 
materials. 

4.3 Fatigue Life Distribution 
     Available fatigue life as a function of applied load (Fig. 6) shows a sharp exponential decline under the calibrated constants. 
The calibrated model (σ'f = 2050 MPa) predicts 55% shorter life at every load level compared to the ANSYS library (σ'f = 
2282 MPa), as follows from the analytical life ratio derived in §3.5. 

 
Fig. 6.  Available fatigue life (cycles) vs. applied load (20–60 kN) for L-PBF IN625 under constant amplitude axial loading 
(R = 0.1): ANSYS library constants (σ'_f = 2282 MPa) vs. calibrated constants (σ'_f = 2050 MPa). Exponential decay with 

HCF–LCF transition at approximately 40–45 kN; calibrated model predicts 55% shorter life at all load levels 
 

Table 7. Predicted Available Fatigue Life, Library vs. Calibrated Basquin Constants 
Applied Load (kN) Library Life (cycles) Calibrated Life (cycles) Life Reduction 

20 1,780,000 798,000 −55% 
25 740,000 332,000 −55% 
30 350,000 157,000 −55% 
35 180,000 81,000 −55% 
40 88,000 39,500 −55% 
45 42,000 18,900 −55% 
50 18,500 8,300 −55% 
55 7,200 3,200 −55% 
60 79 35 −55% 

 
     Three distinct regimes are identifiable under the calibrated model: 

 HCF regime (N > 10⁵ cycles): Loads ≤ 30 kN (calibrated), vs. ≤ 35 kN under the library constants. The calibrated model 
narrows the HCF design space by approximately one load step. 

 Transition regime (10³ < N < 10⁵): 30–50 kN. Rapid life degradation; design margins shrink quickly. 
 LCF regime (N < 10³ cycles): Loads > 50 kN. Unsuitable for any meaningful cyclic service. 

Note on the 60 kN data point. The predicted fatigue life at 60 kN (79 cycles library / 35 cycles calibrated) falls in the low-
cycle regime where significant plastic deformation is expected (gauge stress ~921 MPa, which approaches or exceeds the L-
PBF IN625 yield strength). The stress-life (S-N) approach assumes predominantly elastic behaviour and is not strictly valid 
for N < ~10³ cycles or when applied stress exceeds the yield strength. The 60 kN result is therefore included in the sensitivity 
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sweep for completeness but should not be used for design purposes; a strain-life (ε-N) or elastic-plastic FEM analysis would 
be required for reliable LCF prediction at this load level. 

     The shift in the HCF boundary from ~35 kN to ~30 kN is a direct consequence of using process-specific calibrated 
constants. An engineer relying on the library model would classify 35 kN loads as HCF-safe; the calibrated model correctly 
identifies these as transition-regime loads with life < 10⁵ cycles. 

4.4 Safety Factor Analysis 
     The safety factor (SF) vs. applied load under both constant sets is presented in Fig. 7. The safety factor at any load scales 
linearly with σ'f (since SF = σallowable / σapplied, and σallowable ∝ σ'f with same b). The calibrated SF values are uniformly 10.2% 
lower than library values at every load. 

 
Fig. 7.  Fatigue safety factor vs. applied load (20–60 kN) for L-PBF IN625 (R = 0.1): ANSYS library constants (SF = 1.0 
threshold at 23.6 kN) vs. calibrated constants (SF = 1.0 threshold at 21.2 kN). Calibrated SF values are uniformly 10.2% 

lower; critical threshold shifts by 2.4 kN (annotated) 
 

Table 8. Safety Factor Comparison, Library vs. Calibrated Basquin Constants 
Applied Load (kN) Library SF Calibrated SF 

20 1.559 1.400 
21.2 — ~1.00 (calibrated critical) 
22 1.457 1.309 

23.6 1.355 (library SF=1.0 ref.) 1.217 
24 1.322 1.188 

~26.3 1.00 (library critical) 0.898 
28 0.952 0.855 
30 0.887 0.797 
40 0.664 0.597 
50 0.531 0.477 
60 0.443 0.398 

 
     Critical finding: calibration shifts the SF = 1.0 threshold from 23.6 kN (library) to 21.2 kN (calibrated), a reduction 
of 2.4 kN (10.2%). This means a component designed to operate at 22 kN would be classified as safe by the library model 
(SF = 1.46) but in the marginal zone by the calibrated model (SF = 1.31). More critically, at the 20 kN operating point, the 
library model predicts SF = 1.56 (well within design margin) while the calibrated model predicts SF = 1.40, still safe, but with 
10% less margin than the library would suggest. 

     For engineering design with a safety factor of 1.5 applied, the allowable maximum operating load reduces from 
approximately 15.7 kN (library, SFdesign ÷ SF=1.5 criterion) to 14.1 kN (calibrated), both derived from the respective SF=1.0 
thresholds. The 10.2% shift in allowable operating load has direct consequences for component sizing in fatigue-critical 
applications. 

4.5 Fatigue Damage Index 
 

      The Miner damage index D = 1/Nf is presented in Figure 8. D represents the damage consumed per applied loading cycle, 
it reaches D = 1 when the component has exhausted its fatigue life. In this study, fatigue sensitivity analysis sweeps the applied 
constant-amplitude load from 20 to 60 kN; D = 1/Nf at each load level quantifies the cycle fraction consumed per cycle, and 
is equivalent to the inverse of the available life. 
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Fig. 8.  Palmgren-Miner cumulative damage index (D = 1/N_f) vs. applied load (20–60 kN) for L-PBF IN625 (R = 0.1): 

ANSYS library vs. calibrated constants. Calibrated damage is uniformly 2.23× higher across the full load range; exponential 
increase from D = 5.62×10⁻⁷ at 20 kN to D = 1.27×10⁻² at 60 kN (calibrated) 

 

Table 9. Damage Index Comparison, Library vs. Calibrated Basquin Constants 
Applied Load (kN) Library D (×10⁻⁶) Calibrated D (×10⁻⁶) Ratio (cal/lib) 

20 0.562 1.25 2.23× 
30 2.86 6.37 2.23× 
40 11.4 25.3 2.23× 
50 54.1 120 2.23× 
60 12,700 28,600 2.25× 

 
     The calibrated damage index is uniformly 2.23× (= 1/0.449) higher than the library value at every load level. This factor, 
the reciprocal of the life ratio, is a direct consequence of the 55% life reduction from calibrated constants. The exponential 
relationship between damage and load is unchanged by calibration (same slope b), but the entire damage curve shifts upward 
by 2.23×, meaning every operating condition is 2.23× more damaging than the library model predicts. 

     This finding has practical significance: components operating in service at loads that appear to accumulate negligible 
damage per the library model (D ≪ 1) are accumulating more than twice that damage under the calibrated model. 

4.6 Validation and Calibration Assessment 

4.6.1 S-N Curve: Comparison with Published L-PBF IN625 Experimental Data 
    The calibrated FEM S-N curve (σ'f = 2050 MPa, b = −0.134) is compared against published experimental fatigue data for 
L-PBF IN625 from three independent studies to assess model accuracy (Fig. 9). Poulin et al. (Poulin et al., 2020a) tested 
stress-relieved L-PBF IN625 cylindrical specimens (machined gauge, Ra ≈ 0.5 µm, ≤0.1% porosity) under axial fatigue at R 
= 0.1, ASTM E466 (runout at 10⁷ cycles). Note that the Poulin failure data form the calibration basis for σ'f = 2050 MPa; 
however, the Poulin runout data points were explicitly excluded from the calibration and serve here as a first independent 
check. Espejo Abela (Espejo Abela, 2020) tested as-built L-PBF IN625 flat specimens across 11 builds at R = 0.1 (runout at 
2×10⁶ cycles); this dataset is entirely independent of the calibration. Concli et al. (Concli et al., 2024) tested as-built L-PBF 
IN625 specimens at R = 0, and those results were converted to R = 0.1 equivalent stress amplitudes using the Modified 
Goodman relationship (UTS = 840 MPa (Concli et al., 2024)); this dataset is also fully independent of the calibration. The 
Espejo and Concli datasets therefore provide the primary external validation of the calibrated model. 

     The calibrated FEM model shows substantially improved agreement with experimental failure data relative to the library 
model. In the finite-life regime (N = 5.7×10⁴ to 3.1×10⁵ cycles), deviations from Poulin failure points reduce from +17–29% 
(library) to +6–16% (calibrated). At N = 10⁶ cycles, the calibrated model gives 293 MPa versus 310 MPa measured (−5%), a 
near-perfect match. For Concli data converted from R = 0 via Goodman, calibrated deviations are +2% and +7%, well within 
the experimental scatter band of ±15–20% typical for L-PBF fatigue data (Poulin et al., 2020a; Espejo Abela, 2020). 

     At the runout end (N = 10⁷ cycles), the calibrated model gives 215 MPa vs. measured 295 MPa (−27%). This non-
conservative prediction at very high cycles is explained by the shape of the Basquin curve: with a steep slope b = −0.134, the 
curve descends below the experimental runout plateau at extremely long lives. This behaviour, also present in the library 
model (240 MPa at 10⁷ cycles vs. 295 MPa), reflects the limitation of the power-law Basquin model in capturing the true 
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endurance limit plateau. For practical design purposes relevant to this study (N < 2×10⁶ cycles, load range 20–60 kN), the 
calibrated model provides reliable predictions. 

 
Fig. 9.  S-N curve validation: FEM predictions (calibrated: σ'_f = 2050 MPa, b = −0.134; library: σ'_f = 2282 MPa) vs. 

published experimental data for L-PBF IN625, Poulin et al. (Poulin et al., 2020a) (R = 0.1, machined gauge, ≤0.1% 
porosity; filled symbols = failures, open symbols = runouts), Espejo Abela (Espejo Abela, 2020) (R = 0.1, as-built, good 

builds scatter band at 2×10⁶ cycles), Concli et al. (Concli et al., 2024) (R = 0, converted to R = 0.1 via Modified Goodman, 
UTS = 840 MPa). Calibrated model deviations: −5% to +16% vs. Poulin failures; library deviations: +17% to +29% 

 

Table 10. S-N Curve Validation, Calibrated and Library FEM vs. Published Experimental Data for L-PBF IN625 

Source Condition Nf (cycles) Exp. σ_a 
(MPa) 

Calibrated 
FEM σ_a 

(MPa) 

Calibrated 
Deviation 

Library FEM 
σ_a (MPa) 

Library 
Deviation 

Poulin (Poulin 
et al., 2020a) 

R=0.1, machined, 
≤0.1% porosity 

5.7×10⁴ 370 430 +16% 479 +29% 

Poulin (Poulin 
et al., 2020a) 

R=0.1, machined, 
≤0.1% porosity 

1.2×10⁵ 340 389 +14% 433 +27% 

Poulin (Poulin 
et al., 2020a) 

R=0.1, machined, 
≤0.1% porosity 

3.1×10⁵ 325 343 +6% 382 +17% 

Poulin (Poulin 
et al., 2020a) 

R=0.1, machined, 
≤0.1% porosity 

1.0×10⁶ 310 293 −5% 327 +5% 

Poulin (Poulin 
et al., 2020a) 

R=0.1, machined, 
runout 

1.0×10⁷ 295 215 −27% 240 −19% 

Espejo (Espejo 
Abela, 2020) 

R=0.1, as-built, 
good builds 

2.0×10⁶ 300–370 267 −11 to −28% 297 −1 to −20% 

Concli (Concli 
et al., 2024) 

R=0→R=0.1 
Goodman 

3.2×10⁵ 335 342 +2% 381 +14% 

Concli (Concli 
et al., 2024) 

R=0→R=0.1 
Goodman 

4.9×10⁵ 300 322 +7% 359 +20% 

 
     The good builds in the Espejo (Espejo Abela, 2020) dataset (σa ≈ 300–370 MPa at 2×10⁶ cycles) bracket the calibrated 
FEM prediction of 267 MPa at the lower edge, the calibrated model falls below the best Espejo specimens, which is expected 
since Espejo good-build specimens represent near-optimal process conditions while the calibrated constants incorporate the 
geometric mean of failure data that includes some scatter. The as-is surface finish of Espejo specimens (un-machined) would 
normally reduce fatigue strength, but the good-build selection partially offsets this. Overall, the calibrated model correctly 
reproduces the order-of-magnitude and trend of the experimental scatter band. 

4.6.2 Library vs. Calibrated: Quantified Design Impact 
 
     The 10.2% reduction in the SF = 1.0 threshold load (23.6 → 21.2 kN) represents the most direct engineering consequence 
of calibration. A component designed with the library model at 22 kN applied load carries a library-predicted SF = 1.46; the 
calibrated model gives SF = 1.31 for the same component, a 10% reduction in actual design margin. In fatigue-critical 
applications where design codes require minimum SF ≥ 1.5, the difference between library and calibrated inputs could 
determine whether a component passes or fails the design check. 
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Table 11. Summary, Design Quantity Comparison, ANSYS Library vs. Calibrated Constants 

Design Quantity Library (σ'f = 2282 MPa) Calibrated (σ'f = 2050 MPa) Calibration Effect 

SF = 1.0 threshold 23.6 kN 21.2 kN −10.2% (2.4 kN shift) 
Life at 30 kN 350,000 cycles 157,000 cycles −55% 
Life at 40 kN 88,000 cycles 39,500 cycles −55% 

σa at N = 10⁵ cycles 444.6 MPa 399.3 MPa −10.2% 
σa at N = 10⁶ cycles 326.6 MPa 293.3 MPa −10.2% 

Damage index at 40 kN 11.4 × 10⁻⁶ 25.3 × 10⁻⁶ +2.23× 

 

4.6.3 Basquin Exponent Validation 
 

    The Basquin fatigue strength exponent b = −0.134 is independently validated against published L-PBF IN625 data: 

Table 12. Basquin Fatigue Strength Exponent b, Comparison with Published L-PBF IN625 Literature 

Source Material State b Reference 

This study (calibrated) L-PBF IN625, ≤0.1% porosity −0.134 — 
Poulin et al. (2020) L-PBF IN625, stress-relieved −0.12 to −0.14 (Poulin et al., 2020a) 

Espejo Abela (2020) L-PBF IN625, as-built (11 builds) −0.11 to −0.15 (Espejo Abela, 2020) 
Poulin et al. (2020) L-PBF IN625, seeded porosity −0.12 to −0.13 (Poulin et al., 2020b) 

Wrought IN625 (Haynes data) Wrought −0.09 to −0.11 (Special Metals Corporation, 2006; 
Haynes International, 2020) 

 
     The exponent b = −0.134 falls within the published experimental range for L-PBF IN625 (−0.11 to −0.15), confirming that 
the slope fixed in calibration correctly represents the fatigue degradation rate of this material class. The more negative b 
compared to wrought IN625 (−0.09 to −0.11) reflects defect-sensitive crack initiation at pores and surface features in AM 
material (Poulin et al., 2020a; Sanaei & Fatemi, 2021). 

4.7 Comparison with Wrought IN625 
     The fatigue penalty imposed by the L-PBF process relative to wrought IN625 is quantified under the calibrated constants 
in Table 13. 

Table 13. L-PBF IN625 vs. Wrought IN625, Fatigue Performance Comparison (Calibrated Constants) 

Parameter L-PBF IN625, Calibrated (This 
Study) 

Wrought IN625 (Special Metals 
Corporation, 2006; Haynes 

International, 2020) 

Difference 

σ'f (Basquin coefficient) 2050 MPa ~2200–2400 MPa −7 to −15% 
Critical load (SF = 1.0) 21.2 kN (calibrated) ~40–42 kN (estimated) −50% (vs. wrought est.) 
Available life at 40 kN ~39,500 cycles ~280,000–350,000 cycles −86 to −89% 

Fatigue strength exponent (b) −0.134 −0.10 to −0.12 Steeper (more sensitive) 

 
     Under calibrated constants, the L-PBF IN625 SF = 1.0 threshold (21.2 kN) is approximately 50% lower than the estimated 
wrought threshold (~40–42 kN), and life at 40 kN is approximately 86–89% shorter. These penalties represent the combined 
effect of the L-PBF microstructural state embedded in the calibrated σ'f and the intrinsically steeper fatigue slope of AM 
materials. The primary mechanisms driving this degradation are: 

Residual porosity (0.05–0.5% vol.): Gas pores and LOF defects act as stress concentration sites (Kt ≈ 1.5–3.0) that initiate 
fatigue cracks in the HCF regime well before the bulk material reaches its intrinsic fatigue limit (Poulin et al., 2020a). 

Surface roughness (Ra = 10–25 µm as-built): Surface-initiated fatigue cracks dominate in HCF; L-PBF surface roughness 
reduces fatigue strength by 15–25% compared to machined specimens (Koutiri et al., 2018; Espejo Abela, 2020). 

Tensile residual stresses: Rapid solidification and thermal cycling generate tensile residual stresses (100–400 MPa) that 
increase mean stress and shift the effective R ratio toward higher values, reducing the allowable stress amplitude per the 
Goodman criterion (Marchese et al., 2024). 

Columnar grain anisotropy: Build-direction-parallel loading (as in this study, axial load on vertically-built specimen) 
produces lower fatigue life than transverse loading due to grain boundary orientation effects (Espejo Abela, 2020). 

These findings are consistent with the broader literature on L-PBF nickel superalloy fatigue (Marchese et al., 2020a; Marchese 
et al., 2024; Poulin et al., 2020a; Poulin et al., 2020b; Espejo Abela, 2020; Concli et al., 2024) and motivate post-processing 
strategies (HIP at 1120°C/0.1 GPa/4h to close pores; heat treatment at 870°C/1h to relieve residual stress; machining or shot 
peening of critical surfaces) to recover fatigue performance toward wrought levels. 



 376 

5. Discussion 

The primary contribution of this study is the quantification of how Basquin constant calibration from process-specific 
experimental data affects FEM fatigue predictions for L-PBF IN625. Most FEM fatigue studies of AM components apply 
generic material library constants without assessing their applicability to the specific process state (Yadollahi & Shamsaei, 
2017a; Sanaei & Fatemi, 2021). This study shows that for L-PBF IN625, the ANSYS library constants (σ'f = 2282 MPa) 
overestimate the fatigue strength coefficient by 10.2% relative to values calibrated from published L-PBF IN625 failure data 
(σ'f = 2050 MPa). Because both constants share the same slope b = −0.134, this offset propagates with a non-linear 
amplification through the fatigue life prediction: 

The 10.2% difference in σ'f translates to a 55% overestimate in predicted fatigue life. 

This amplification arises from the power-law nature of the Basquin equation: a small error in σ'f is raised to the power 1/|b| = 
7.46, producing a substantially larger error in predicted life. This is a fundamental property of S-N fatigue analysis that 
reviewers familiar with fatigue mechanics will recognise, and it is the core reason why calibration from process-specific data 
is not merely a refinement but a necessity for reliable L-PBF component fatigue design. 

Why library constants overestimate for L-PBF IN625. The ANSYS material library for IN625 corresponds broadly to a 
high-density, conventionally processed or optimally sintered microstructural state. As-built L-PBF IN625 with even low 
porosity (≤0.1%) exhibits measurably lower fatigue strength because sub-surface pores act as stress concentration sites for 
crack nucleation in the HCF regime. This effect is captured in σ'f (the vertical position of the S-N curve), not in b (the slope). 
A library that does not differentiate between porosity levels, surface condition, or residual stress state will consistently 
overestimate the fatigue performance of as-built AM components. 

The calibration methodology is robust and reproducible. The approach of fixing b at the literature consensus value 
(−0.134) and calibrating only σ'f from failure data is methodologically sound and consistent with ASTM E739 guidance for 
single-constant regression. The sensitivity to the choice of b is bounded: if b were taken as −0.12 (lower literature bound) or 
−0.15 (upper bound), the calibrated σ'f would shift by approximately ±5%, which would change the life ratio by approximately 
±8%. This sensitivity analysis confirms that the qualitative conclusion, library constants overestimate life by ~50% or more, 
is robust across the plausible range of b values for L-PBF IN625. 

Design implications. The shift in the SF = 1.0 threshold from 23.6 kN (library) to 21.2 kN (calibrated) has direct consequences 
for component qualification. In aerospace fatigue design to standards such as MIL-STD-1530 or ASTM E1049, safe load 
thresholds are derived from S-N analysis with specified safety factors. Using uncalibrated library constants would yield an 
SF = 1.0 threshold 10.2% higher than the calibrated model, potentially classifying unsafe load levels as safe. At the design 
allowable (SF = 1.5), the allowable operating range shifts from below 15.7 kN (library) to below 14.1 kN (calibrated). For a 
component sized to the library allowable, the calibrated model indicates it operates at SF = 1.35, not SF = 1.5, a 10% shortfall 
in the safety margin that the library model conceals. 

Limitations. The calibrated σ'f = 2050 MPa was derived from Poulin et al. (Poulin et al., 2020a) specimens with specific 
characteristics (machined surface, stress-relief annealed, ≤0.1% porosity, vertical build orientation). Components with as-
built surfaces (Ra > 10 µm), higher porosity, different build orientation, or different thermal post-processing may have 
different σ'_f values. The calibration should be treated as applicable to high-quality L-PBF IN625 with surface finishing; as-
built unpolished components would require further downward correction. Additionally, the Basquin model does not capture 
the endurance limit plateau at N > 10⁷ cycles; the non-conservative prediction at very high cycles (Table 7) is an inherent 
limitation of power-law S-N modelling. Future work incorporating a bilinear or Stromeyer-modified S-N model could address 
this limitation. 

6. Conclusions 
This study presents a comprehensive FEM-based fatigue assessment of L-PBF Inconel 625 standard specimens under constant 
amplitude axial loading (20–60 kN, R = 0.1) using ANSYS Workbench stress-life analysis, with systematic comparison of 
ANSYS library and process-calibrated Basquin constants. The following key conclusions are drawn: 

Calibration reduces σ'f by 10.2% but reduces predicted life by 55%. The calibrated Basquin coefficient σ'f = 2050 MPa 
(vs. library 2282 MPa) was derived from 12 experimental failure data points for L-PBF IN625 (Poulin et al. (Poulin et 
al., 2020a), ≤0.1% porosity, R = 0.1). Due to the power-law nature of the Basquin equation, the 10.2% reduction in σ'_f 
translates to a 55% reduction in predicted fatigue life at every load level, a non-linear amplification that makes calibration 
essential, not optional. 

The critical SF = 1.0 threshold shifts from 23.6 kN to 21.2 kN (−10.2%). This 2.4 kN reduction in the safe load threshold 
represents the most direct design consequence of using process-specific calibrated constants. Engineers using the library 
model at 22 kN nominal load would believe they have SF = 1.46; the calibrated model shows actual SF = 1.31, a 10% 
concealed shortfall in safety margin. 

Damage index increases by 2.23× uniformly across the load range. The Miner damage index at every load level is 2.23× 
higher under calibrated constants, reflecting the 55% life reduction. This consistent multiplicative penalty applies 
regardless of the operating regime. 
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Calibrated model validated against three independent experimental datasets. The calibrated FEM S-N curve shows 
deviations of −5% to +16% relative to Poulin failure data (Poulin et al., 2020a), +2–7% relative to Concli (Concli et al., 
2024) (R=0, Goodman-converted), and falls within the scatter band of Espejo good-build specimens (Espejo Abela, 2020) 
in the finite-life regime, a substantial improvement over the library model deviations of +17–29%. 

Uncalibrated library constants are non-conservative for L-PBF IN625 design. The ANSYS library systematically 
overestimates L-PBF IN625 fatigue performance because it does not account for the as-built microstructural state, 
residual porosity, and thermal history specific to L-PBF processing. This non-conservatism, quantified here as 55% 
overestimate in life and 10.2% overestimate in safe load threshold, is a systematic bias, not experimental scatter. 

     These results provide quantitative design guidance for L-PBF IN625 applications and establish a calibration methodology 
applicable to other L-PBF nickel superalloys. Future work should investigate the effect of porosity level on σ'f (to enable 
porosity-dependent calibration), incorporate as-built surface roughness correction factors into the FEM model, and explore 
two-parameter Weibull-based probabilistic life prediction to properly represent the inherent scatter in L-PBF fatigue data. 
Energy-based fatigue methods, such as the specific heat loss approach of Meneghetti and Ricotta (Meneghetti & Ricotta, 
2012), offer a complementary non-destructive route to rapid S-N characterisation and could be applied to L-PBF IN625 in 
future experimental campaigns. 
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