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A Study on Development of Numerical Analysis Model for Dissimilar
Material in Electromagnetic Impulse Welding
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Fig. 1 Analysis model setup for Electromagnetic Imp
ulse welding.
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Table 1 Material properties for analysis
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Auminum | 2700 [ 8% 430 03
Tungsten | 1700 | 1340 5 028
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Table 2 Input conditions employed in simulation for
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Fig. 2 Deformation profile at different cases
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Fig. 3 X-displacement profile at each distance from
Al tube
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