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Fig.1 Geometries of tensile specimen. a: with gauge section, b: without gauge

section.
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Fig.2 Stress — strain curves measured by tensile specimen with gauge section.
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Fig.3 Images of tensile specimen with gauge section. Left side images: A1050,
Right side images: A2017.
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Fig.5 Relationship equivalent Mises strain analyzed by DIC between nominal
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Fig.6 Load-crosshead displacement curves measured by tensile specimen without

gauge section.
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Fig.7 Relationship equivalent Mises strain between crosshead displacement

evaluated by tensile specimens without gauge section.
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