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4D Ductile Fracture Behavior in Duplex Stainless Steel
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Fig. 1. Nominal stress-nominal strain curve for tensile test.

Fig. 2. Effects of the phase retrieval treatment on a cross-sectional image; a) before phase retrieval and
b) after phase retrieval with 40 = 7.2x10°®,
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Fig. 3. Number of voids initiated from a) visible particles and b) invisible particles at each nominal strain
levels as a function of distance from necking center.
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Fig. 4. Changes in the mean diameter of voids which are initiated from a) visible and
b) invisible particles.
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