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Tab.1 Mechanical properties of Q345 low carbon steel

e Ji R SR BE/MPa ik /MPa K E/%
Q345 345 470~630 21

F2 QM5 RENUFAM
Tab.2 Chemical composition of Q345 low carbon steel
MW C/% Mn/ % Si/%  P/% S/%
Q345 <0.20 1.00~1.60  0.55 0. 04 0.04
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Fig. 1 Size of specimen and the arrangement of meas-

ured lines (unit: mm)
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Fig.3 Force vs. displacement curve of specimen
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Fig.4 Variations of H, (y) values under different ten-

sile loads
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Fig.5 Relationship between stress ¢ and gradient K,
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Fig. 6 Relationship between stress ¢ and gradient K%%
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Fig. 7 Relationship between stress ¢ and H, (y) at the
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