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Numerical analysis of the effect of laser induced vaporization on the arc plasma
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Fig. 2 Vaporization flux for various alloying
elements and the total flux from the model
presented by K. Mundra and T. debroy[8]
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Fig. 3 Temperature distribution of laser arc
hybrid welding plasma (f,, = 80, r.=0.6mm,

I=80A, l,,.=5mm)
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