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Numerical results (performed by Finite element code LAGAMINE )
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Conclusions

The shear banding zone develops preferentially in the direction of the minor principal stress. During the heating, the shear strain
localisation is highly pronounced.

The liner plays a critical role in reproducing the in-situ coupling behaviour at EDZ, both the development of plasticity and shear bands.
A tensile failure criterion will be taken into account to better represent the extensional stress pathways.
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