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Fig. 1 Definition of the Q-stress
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Table 1 Mechanical properties of material
Ramberg-Osgood

material I\FI:tl)?isutlllcls Poisson's Yield Constant
(GPa) ratio (MPa) train-hardening Material
exponent(o) Coeffi.(n)
Tsxfazoﬁ 204300 0.3 264 4.67 4.62
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Fig.3 The Q value of Curved CT specimens
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Fig.4 The Q value of specimens
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