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Fig. 5.1 Appearance of apparatus.
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Fig. 5.2 Deformation before and after comparison
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Table. 5.1 Chemical composition of HT780.
Waers | Chem icalcom pos ition.m ass%
C Si ] Mn P S Cu | Ni | Cr ] Nb vV Ti ] B [SolAl
HT780 | 014 025|132 | 00011 | 0004|0071 ]|002]|025]0002]|0002|001] 00022 00071 003
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Table. 5.3 Welding condition.
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Fig. 5.3 DIC test piece.
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Fig. 5.4 Strain distribution Fig. 5.5 Strain distribution.

of test piece..

Fig. 5.6 Comparison of FEM and experiment..
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Fig. 5.7 Strain distribution

Fig. 5.8 Strain distribution.

of test piece.



Fig. 5.9 Comparison of FEM and experiment.

Fig. 5.10 Fracture surface.
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