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Figure 1: In situ tensile test
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Figure 2: Numerical implementation




P

250

1200

200

n

o 150

x

o

2

N 100
50
0

y (voxels) x (voxels)

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Reconstructed volume in the reference configuration
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Figure 4: H8 and T4 meshes for a density of 1
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Figure 6: Longitudinal displacement fields measured via T4-DVC
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Figure 9: Effect of mesh density on I-DVC results
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Figure 13: Identification results via 4D registration
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