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Differential hardening modeling of metallic materials

for enhancing the accuracy of forming simulations
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1.1. P

IO F AR, SR EL OB THIFRF O 72 DICH RERMFHT (FEA) %1%
CHELEHEY R 2 L—2a VOIFHABIER LTS, FEAL, &BRMEIO—&RINTE IO
PINTAZ 31T % Bl TRERR FH L OV V A B E TRt O Wi CIE A S 4L, E¥E BIERICEE
REATE o TS, EITHRII T TR, ®Aofkdt LiF TR E 2256084 <, BIRE
FERCREMRBIMEE 72 & OB OISV IARICEE Y 2 2 L— g U EFEHTHEANS,
DR YRS E~OBERNETETEHE-> TS, Thbb, MM TATICEY, NIk
DRSO & B IS T RT 2 BN H DD, EOT2DITIE, MEFO A 2
B2 WTREZRBR D RIS HBLCE DMEFET L (R0 OENRLETH H[1~4]. MEFET LN
BT I 2 b—ya COMPTEEICRIETTRECEL T, ZNETEZOMER RSN TE
7. L, HEROETHW LR TWAMEET LD £ 1T, él&*%wfﬁﬁﬁﬁ%mb
RN EARGE LT SRR & B MERRBIES OMEE, & L <IiT—ilis/kee DRAY AV
TN D I B G U T % R R B & BB LI O AR ITHE E - TV 5.

%%MImwam,Mﬂwwm%Ti%%wﬁﬁ*EUTﬁﬁﬁ%%uf%mﬁét@ hn
T A% OB 2 IEFEIC TS 2 720120, AT PIZ BT 22T 2 b RO A4l E ToRET
ﬁﬁ%@wtéiﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁféﬁgﬂ%é.Lﬁb,%MIﬁ_Mﬂ_Mbégﬁmﬁ%
RESC, IS O EAERE L D BHERISIRIEIC BN T, W TR O IR (LS O E R
FOMEETY o 7R b ONCHIEY S 2 L—3 a V OMBHTREE I RIS L TlE, RIEMH
%éhfwé&méw%w.Lkﬁof,ﬁﬁﬁ%é@%ﬁﬁ;@ﬁﬂ%v)yf$&®%ﬁ&

’ﬁmyi;v—yay%ﬁ’ TIREBLMIA L C, "800, RO IEA KR E
9@%&Eﬁ% é%WMI/ 2l —arOiEERm ETAHAZ LRI TS

1.2, JERMIEDO L B 2—

ERIMEIORTTVEL, ERHECE AR, LI K DB OERR & ORI XL - T
U D BFMOFAEL L UREA =X LZE L TE, fSEERRETT 2 S5 XD 2 OFEMN
O Y DDOH 50, FHHEIA NN T A—H[EEOREES 70 EOBLEMN G, EE O
INTHFRFHCEREE AT 5 2 SIZEAN TR, 22T, MEORZREEE, BN
BAETNVE L THRERBTZIICO L LIZEEY I 2 b—32 3 VICADNT L2 FER AL
L. ZOX D RIBYERT I T DB OBIEETRED T /AL FEIC BT, BRI, T
bbb, BEORTIEIZEGIERRBES CREL, WMIEOTARBEEL, T72bbERo Rz
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PERT v VBB TREIT 5. X HIC, IMLE{EIC X 2MEHREIS I OE k72 & D, BROH

(ZRE D BEREFE O A TR LRI TR BLT B [1~4].

ARETIE, ETRBRMEIORITMEFR X O R O 2R 2 JE T 2 BRGIEICE L To
TERMZEZ £ L6, I, FEAICHEHT 2 Z & A aift & LICBIRmM 2B E 7 ML FIEICEI L
TORERMIEE £ & OT.

121, AEEO S 257 23 BEIC T 55

7y 7RISR 2 il ERERER (6], TR aER bkt o g [REER(7, 8]ds L OVERIR
BRI 20 —NE—R 0 AR, @B EHIER O "S54 5 AR
RERFIETHD.

7a oy 7 KRB Sk B Tl ERERERE T, B IEREO T MEMRER A 5T 2 &

,ﬁ%ﬁL%bﬁgﬁrﬁmﬁ%%iéﬁé%@fﬁém Hﬂ@ﬂ@f%%@#%mﬁﬁﬁ
WIRTE L7 2 & 2R & 30U, FIRAZEM oS TOIRIIRREIZB T 2 ¥IEE 258 % JlE
ARETH L. MM A AR LR 2 AT A & T, EWM IXTOFEREITOIZLED
T&E 5. 2L, ZOFETHBRA OWMHICFEA N0, THEEHBRAMOBEBEOREL T
HEWSTERENHS.

TS aREERIE, A6 80 L e IR oRER A OEAT 5 M, Zi N L sl
R EAZG59 52 LT, BB OPRBIUTEED s RIS TTREEZRESELHLOTHS.
RERABIENEC D7D, IR ZEMOFE =GRS 2 Zfhg RIS L5342 2 LT
RV, BEORESS, HKEISHOREIET V. ZhE T, FHxo+FROREBRA IR
DIBEINTWD. FIZIE, &2 +FRICEIVEL, Frv v Z7EICHEL 2 REE L7 b D[7, 8],
R A JER O S T E B®Wf%ﬁ%@éﬂf%é%%@ﬁf_ﬁbfﬁbt%@nmu]%J
AN L TR L, e L72b D131 8 ThDH. 2 b OB, B isicss
T64%Eﬁ®EMﬁl%&_&%,Hﬁﬂ%&o#ﬁgﬁméw:&&E®Kﬁﬁ%é.#ﬁ,
Bz A Y > RO Ao e +FEHER T [14)1%, ISIOFEMFRZED2%LL T Th D Z & BFEAIZL -
TREANL5, 16] —fhs iR A & L COSAERENRIES N TH Y, ISOSELE ST
H[17]. 5| sEeER 2L E 2B L CldHannon & Tiernan[18IZFE L <IBRBILTWAH A, &% 4+
B3 572005 M3 25X, Y#O2MDOT /Faz—E, ZROOEMERPSEDL U > 7 i
81 WD FIENMEA SN AHINE . U7z, BBAIcEEAM T STy, &
B D RN DS PR B P SR EE SN D T, KO T V7 F o m— Z T N E ML L CHl
BTE D, AUFFETIL, ISOMMICHERL L TR VIS OBPERENRIES TN D, BEEBIZA Y v
N DA S T +FIREBR & Ao Z#h5 BERBR ATV, B o gl [IRIREBIC 35T D BT
PEZRIE, FFAM L 7-.

i J—NE—R U 0 EERERIL, EMICHE), WEERTY ON_FEL LA R 575
Zllzky, EREMITEEOSEISIREZ M5 IS Z LN TE S, Taylor & Quinneyld, &
Mzl &l v 2R 532 2 10k 0, iz & obiE—8 AWHEAEER RO RR i
[fi 3 von Mises DR R BAEL CIERZRBLATREZ2 = & 2R L72[9]. A3 L CiE, AR BRI AL
LIt E GO L-MAERBA 2HEHA L, W NEERFICAHEGT 22 8T, FER
B PR B IAEE O SR EE A A S L Z LN TE D VL VRBRE b EA STV D

-



=
il

=

[19]. il L OFBRTHW D &R A2, S ERBR AW S B & By, )
B IR BE T D EATAEE L7228, K0 KROT AR E TORBRAATHE & Vo 72 LA
& 5H[20~22]. £ T, AWZETIE, ROTHEIZRIT 2BHELEREORIEIZ /2O, Ht
cthLHﬂEH%f L & LS RBR I, dl & WE%@%&@%@H@?% Zlicky, IEh
ZEINC IS —RIR OIS IPIRAE T ORI R 2 JE, 4 L 7-.
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Fig. 1. 1 Schematic representation of specimens for biaxial stress state in the normal stress plane.
(a) Layered specimen for compression method[6] (Tozawa (1978)), (b) Cross-shaped specimen|[§]
(Shiratori and Ikegami (1968)), (¢) Thinning specimen[11] (Makinde et. al. (1992)), (d) Cramping
specimen|13] (Hoferlin et. al. (1998)), (¢) Cross-shaped specimen with slits[14] (Kuwabara et. al.
(19998))

Fig. 1. 2 Schematic diagram of equal displacement mechanism[8] (Shiratori and Ikegami (1968))
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122, HFIARRRIEIC ST 2 BT L2682 B3 5 4

SR ELORBIRFE 2 RET 2RI E LS N DRINTHDED, BEOIHFRDZ 1T EH
PEETEIRRED O BBIE TR RE~TI S S CTH D “PIIRIREG Z2HETHZ L2 HE LT
WD UIHARRELE” OERIIMIEICL > THELX TH Y [23], ZORDIFIL, HPEHFIRA,
YRR OE R, MEOT A 7|y ME, BEEEEREOBHR AR OLFES, TRIKEET 5
e, PIITBMHEAEIC K > TE U DMBIOREZ(b 2 LT “BRBIER” LA LT
WA S B 5[24]. 2D ORIEMITIER D DREESS, 77 7OREREIZE>THAEAEN
2HEAELH DI 2, BAICL > UL OOREBR T THEEOBR S ZRE L, ZORENEFICE > T
EAET H5ERE L H D [25], BICEBIRIBE S XS VEW. —J, SBEMEIOMRIINTIC
BOWTHEHIMN G SN2 0T H&EIE, B~ % fRE & PR REIE CEmsh oMLY
HR D REWV. Lo T, MEMLIZBIT2H8EY I 2 b—ra VFELAZR ESE 572012
1%, MEIOEEHICAE U D HME/HEEMEOMEORENE L S5 2 L5, FIHIBRREOMESI
TREEBIEET LODIT 20 “BFHDOBIREE” ZEMRICHIEL, 7Y 7352 LA
ThdrEEZLND.

Hill & Hutchinsonds L OHill 5 1%, il 1R HE T CTOEAED FIRBIG & 7 EAICFEAT T2 729
(2, B O BRI 2 MM EH L, SR8 e B L7226, 27]. ST
JENOT R ZFE T 5 Z & TRE V28], MEIEZET ML AL, S IEvon Mises®
FIY PO T L EMTH D720, MEHIAH G SN TREZ R & L CRBIN RIS 72
D 5 %. FEACHEGACRIZME T 5561%, #%ieo kRl X2 OBk O 2 B O 205t
T D AR & — BT 5.

AR R C O 2R BEPEE TEIT I8N T, LD RIRZEEN N IR E T RIC R T D BI% & R
Jitg % &) (Differential Work Hardening) & FE53[26, 27]. RS LASENE, s /PIREIZIR S
3, B R THLME SR TWD. BlE, EEMERORE L AR E T, il iR
BRICIBWTHAE L 3D IS Ikt L TR 28T 2 FmaZbs 82 &, HET~0 RIC
L COIS DA FRNECT 5728, 2 RN TR Z T2 ERmEINn T D
[29]. —HHBIRRREICEB VTS, MEHC TG & D s F1biC X - TRl Eh s B 7e 2 B 5 REAL
ZENHIE STV 5 [14, 19]. Hill & Hutchinsonds K OHill S 1%, B8R 38R i (2l /) & NIE 2N
25 Z & TS INIRRE A R4 S, BT bas®E) 2 574l L72[26, 27]. Kuwabara® i3, fEix D&
JEFHRR I DU C B IRFRBR A 1TV, ZHS SR REIC 351 5 BRI ZEEhIC T rE DR 2 A
liL, AMEDKEWVAEHEISE 5 5RIS T PIRE— i O3 25 | 5RIRRERT C, PSR O
SEYAVEAT I SR T DA B D Z & & FEHE L72[30]. Yoshida B X7 /v 2 = A5G4 & A
ETOHERBR IR L, BA—NE—RLYEMZDZ &2y, MEHC ZHh5ER L O A
Wi R E 2 A5 L, SR OB IS AW EBM R E O R P2 T 5 Z L 2/R L1292 T,
EHIT, FESRIEVERRAT © ATV R L 2R8I K IE T S HhE IRRE OB A A L 72[31]. flc b,
TG STIRRE T BT LR ENC BT D AFZEIE, WS [14], TV =T AEER[32)], MiTFH
UIR[19)78 E5 < OBIERDH D . FEA DI KX UKuwabara 51X, @HIEEESRKOBNT 7
VRIBIZ BT HFEARE R & RS RO R ORI %, BIGHELZFE ORE L 52 1L TV 5 (33, 34].
T D DY T8 A FEA CHEBLT 5 72012, BG(LRI 24+ 2 0N H 5H[35]. LiL,

-5-
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TS RIS < BB BLEBIOTT Y /24T, FEATZORBAFBL, AR 3
2 L= s VAT B IRETRE I R T e BRI TR L Bl
72T, AT, BRI~ KROF A3 5 RATHLEE & R I IE S £ 07 L
U, 4EH UIMIC & 5 EBRIRGE A 1TV FEARRNPRIE 1< R B ILOH B 4 3T 5 .
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Fig. 1. 3 Determine method of yield stress focusing on temperature[24] (Miiller and P6hlandt (1996))

Wo=W W,

Fig. 1. 4 Measurement of plastic work contour on biaxial stress test[28] ()it (2014))
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Fig. 1. 5 Plastic anisotropy under uniaxial stress state on crystallographic textured metal (J&% & [29]

(2007))
WORK CONTOURS GIVEN BY (22) AND THE
500 FUNCTIONS g(&).q(B).ANDm((e),SPECIFFED fb:: (Sheet): © 0.001 e 0.002
IN SECTION 5. THE STARS ARE WHERE THE ACTU ;
smsasmmswesrmsoou‘rounsmFleune':li. & (Tube): © 0002 m 0005 v 002 v 004 O 0085

T EE

200 | ;

100 } f;
4] —
AN

w=0, 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60 (MPa)

-1 00 1 1 1 L
-100 0 100 200 300 400 500

O, (MPa)
3

G, (MPa) (b)
(b)
1.5 >
(c)()?% a0y 0,=1:21x g
: e (.001
o 0.002
108 06 A 0005
A N & 001
S Material B - 00 = 0015
RS o #=0.002 C o4l o 0.02
o 0.02 ~ 05 T
L] 0.04 o -
R von Mises HE ©
~ = =Hesford 7 0.2F
| = Hill quadratic o3
~——TBH-FC
--=- TBH-RC | Y 0.0 I . . .
0.0 + L L L 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
ol (©) o,/ ¢q, =20,/ )

Fig. 1. 6 Deferential hardening behaviors (a) Brass tube[27] (Hill et. al. (1994)), (b) Pure titanium sheet[19]
(Ishiki et. al. (2011)), (c) Steel sheet[30] (Kuwabara et. al. (2002)), (d) Aluminum tube[31]
(Yoshida et. al. (2014))
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123, RN ET 256 OFEHECBIGICBE T 2050

MEHZ TR e EAH G Licth, TER L R DIETREK 2 a5 L, ISR IERIERIIC
AL LTEICHBW T, MBIOE AR RENIEE TN HET 5 2 L ICB L oML, %
SHESENTWS., TORENRBRIINT S U HIBRTHD. N HhRE, Bibs ok

e L <ITEAWIEIPIREE T CTIS IS I KR 2 5B DWW T E < OFFEFI D 8 5 73,
Kﬁnfi SISO EABEMICHHET 2558 D, L I s IR EIEE T 256
FERFEIERT 5.

R, 8, FER, T =0 AMROBEM 2GR & LT, JEIESMICE —AmE, TO%
JERET T LCOo, 22.5, 45, 67.5, 90° @ﬁﬁ_@%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%mbmb,égmﬁiﬁ%
G ZIGIRBEFRREZITY, B—AMEE AMOLTHARE TR TWLRE, HRERIEH
DIETFRREL END Z & 2 ERANCHERR L72[36]. Schmitt & (X [FIERIZ, (KR FZHR O ELE 5[
B XL OVELEE A 7 N HEHE RO P A E M =% OBM S, BEGMEE 2> /MEDOFE
REA AL, XDICHES|RRER A T2 B S ERBR 21T o 72[37]. & 51T, Schmitth (%
TR DOEVEE I EIIE AR & AMOOTHOBRa TR ATRER - L 2R L ((
(1-1)). 22T, a=1THR—F~OFAH, a=-1TISHOEARTET D, WbwbH Ty
HNROFB S DREOARTTH D.

~ E,:E
(E,:E,)"*(E:E)"

Naghdi & Rowleyl3/3/L 7 DT VI =7 A G2 EWITINTL L, 519k & EAWOESIET) DM
S TRBED WM IS T2 JE L 72[38]. Hu & Brattl, SIBEOTEREMAT-T VI =7 L5684
BT, W EWEIC XD TSN 25 L CERBED R OIRAJEL, FPOTHOEITSH
I FFRARIG A 2ME T2 2 & 2 30E L72[39]. ZOMRFFL LAy, P& RER R I/ —WNE—
LY O LA G2 2 LIk 0, EEICTNIRIE T O T L% O I T A B EHIE L
T M & 250 [40~441H % .

Miastkowski & SzczepinskilE, FJHIFRIRZE) A3 von Mises D FEIRBAEL TR EL AT RE 22 BEdl S A1 7= P8
BRI LT, Bx e “HBIEOPERE 52 C, — BT L7k oMEERE 2 EL, £0
FEREAR B I O TR TR T ISR > T2 RIS b3 5 2 & 2 3EBRIYIZ R L72[45]. Shiratori &
Tkegamild, WMIZI1T DEEIEIPRREDPMAETE B 41 E T 572018, #HilRE W THFE
RER T EERR L, 5RO TAR & 5 2 - B ORI & B IClE LT, Rk o F
WA TFAFH NI R ST FIR & 72 D 2 & %2 EBRIIZR L7Z[8]. Kuwabara (X, - —AHilf# o> i
gl & R RSB 2 T, BB RN AT T OTHBBET D LD
IRGIRMEZAGT 25 Z LI KD, BRfe L ORG24 ERRIE L72[46]. £ DORER, BT
—BAE CRIE U7t iR Rl i & bei U TR 0 SRR ISR S, IO 2855 T SRR
i OWERR ST & —F Levy, BRERE & WEPER T > o v L O FEBTHME A R S 7z

Williams & Svenssoni%, #i/J—# U VB AZHEH L C, #Mi7 LI =0 AFIZ5 RO TOT A%
(5 L, 5IRAL Y OBAISH 2 AR L TRMERO$ AR 2 0 MEE T %8 % i A
L72[47]. EOFER, IEF /NS WVOTHRERICE T 2% OEOT HEERT, TAM O
RELOSBNIEBIZEVBIRTH D Z L EFERMITR L2, 20X 9 e FEBRAERIZ, thicb 2

(1-1)
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B1E
Wi & TIH Y, OhashidiE, KRFHEICSIRO TOTHENE Lictk, SIHERALT Y OEER
N z&Afm L Ta4%E TOOT AIRITIB T S %O EHEERZFE) 2 HE L, Williams & Svensson® 5
Bt & [FRRIS, FRMROIBNE TAROHIIAKE S SDSNTEBICE VR TH D 2 L 2
%m%%btmm._MEf@ﬁﬂfi,%bmﬁF@ﬁhﬁ% S VI DISTHED IR R %
Y TR0, OhashiblE, FEIREDOT A% E COEREE L, OT MG MOE

WCHERL TS, HHSB X UShiratori H 1%, =D X 5 2 TAROSCHUNTENT- X 5 72812
T VIBRICE T 2 580T, BRimoBE), Fisk X OBIRER A2 BE LI E B RT
VXML DKE LS KRB IND Z L ER LTZ[49~51]. T DOMMI19754- 2 A F TOMFEE, iz
Il a—IZEMcE 5TV D23, 52].

Heckeri, #li7 /L3 =7 A L MEERFEFHOEIRORER 7 2Bk L, #h/—WNERGRBRIIC L —
5| R 21772, TER 2 52 1M B OB ue FREEO Z <N O B a3 1T 2 FRREIR 28
B L OT A ZRE LT, FRERREOEMEOT BI85 07 10 03 AR Bl i OYERR T N2 AL Tz
WBEE L HD T L AR LT2[53]. X BIC, S L & B X ARt OFH R L, SR
FERZLE L, ELO0FREMEE BERBERIT B LW 2R L. ZoRREIE, TEE
ICE VI LRGN A KRBT 5720120, BRikm OB & B8, B2 HsdbE TRET
BVBNGHHT-DTEEEER L TWAD. X biZHeckerld, 2%LL FOOT AElikic B8 2 1—0

HFRHIZKIET FOTHOEELREL, F_AMOOTHENP02%UA LD L, TEESN
DFEENIZIFTHERL, HLYEEOTHATTEROREIIEITE 5 LB LIZ[54].

Wang 5 1%, YO FEI8EZENMb - 727 VI =0 DA LT, +ERBR T 2 1ER L,
THHGIRRBR 24T 5 72[55]. FOREE, BHED02%EOT AL, B AR OZ S &
ATREZR PR RBIS &, BABALRIOMEATIC L 2HEMEE RVW—8E2R"T 2 2R L. L&D
X, TR AME L C, SRS L& T Es RO TEAR 2N - O#%8800.3%

HOTAHEERAE L, ZORRIIBEECAIC L 23R MEE B0 —8E2R"3 2 & 28 L7Z[56].

b X9z, IR NELT 2856 ORI HEFRZEICBE LT, ke RFENRENTND
D, FORFIIHEROAIZEH L TWDHT=H, FH _AM TN LI DO AEITRE A B%RE
THY, FEMTHIHEHIMD 2 0T HEIZH LT, O TRWOT AR TOERICE E > TV
5. BT, MEFET LV E OBV TIE, RO P .OEENBENT S 2 & TRIRIGTI D
LA RBT H2BEE(LAIAH WO L5802 0N 00, BE) LRI 2 PR T 2 v
Jb 73 U C B AV A 3@ 3 2 Y PEICBI L TRFFE L 72 BXIE & A E e,

Z T, ABFETIE, MEE R 2 MM L LT, PAENM S SN 5 sRINEE T
DEFERNIA~KROFT HIN T 2B E AT 2 HE I CE L, BEE Al 2o & L
T2 OMERE T /WIZ K 52 OFB) O BB G2 MEET 5.
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Fig. 1. 7 Measurement of reloading yield surfaces (a) Biaxial stress to biaxial stress with unloading [45]
(Miastkowski and Szczepinski (1965)), (b) Biaxial stress to biaxial stress without unloading [46]
(Kuwabara et. al. (2000)), (c) Biaxial stress to biaxial stress with unloading [53] (Hecker (1971)),
(d) Uniaxial stress to biaxial stress with unloading [55] (Wang et. al. (2009)), (¢) Equibiaxial stress
to biaxial stress with unloading [56] ( EZ& 5 (2009))
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124, BIGVERREIEOET MAIZEET D 8F5E

BRI B A xS & U T2 FEARR 72 AR BABU S, B AW JI R D < Trescad % J7 PEBRAR AL
BIXOEAWOTHT 3L F—Fi2 -5 < von Mises?DZE PR BAETH H[57]. HI7M:FRIREE
$D% < 1%, von MisesDZE T PERRBIS 2 AR & LT, BRI R G NRT A —X B8 AT 5
Z LI X OMBIO R AR KRBT S, BUERE SN T D RBREEIE, LLFD3% A 7IZKRBIE
5.

L Ek A
i, BRIEZ A
i, HRA e

EIRZ AT ORI & U Tl b ZEARIN 72 I ITHILO 2R BEIRBEEL T & 0 [58], MMIS T DE
BTN, B B E L2225, HillHHICL Y S HICHE LIEET A0[59~61],
GotohlZ & 2 J& JI a4y DA BI%[62, 63], Soare ©[64], Yoshida 5 [6511C & D6k B2 ENRE S
TW5. BRZEREOFEE LT, EVHREREZMS Z LICX 0 BHE ST A =2 RERICK
FHELH LN, RBHESCT 0T T IV IRBEGBRRBNET LN, — IO RE A2
Rz 2 55 TR OMMER RO ETIHRIES RN, NI A—ZZFETH LT
FR°, Hessian~ ~ U 7 2% W HEGRN LI L 72 5[66]. F1z, BRBEEOEKRILIZLTZN-T
ISRy OFLAEDTRBEANCHM L, —F—BNRETHRERT A= HB L O AHEY
DB OBDBIERICZ L D VI RALH D, KBS, FHISIREZEE LS AICE
WTh, HillD2WKFEIRBIECT3ME, Gotoh®D 4k BIHTIE, Yoshida D D6IKBIHTIL16fE, Soare
DOYRBAELTIF25E b DRI T A —F B RET HMERH S.

LB OFRRBIENE, HersheyDIRE LIZIG IR DEDG EZnFeT D LD T AT 7 & 58
SHTon R RBAELTH 5[67, 68]. FRIRBISDWELIX, Hosford, Logan 512 & ¥ b.c.c. TIX6IK, fe.c.
TIXSR DG BB OFE R Z LS HBLL 9 5 Z LRSI 72[69, 70]. Hosford D FEAREIEL Tl
TSRy DFE% e LT RIS R EREZEH ST, MBIORGEERIL LN, Z0EET
X AWIE IS 2 B A OREN TERWRENRH S 12[71]. 2T, BIEF%ET Mz Xy
MIBEBR S NSRS OEEZANWD Z LT, BABIS RS b EDFENTTREL 2D 2 &
73Balart 5 35 XX U'Banabic 5 (2 X > TR E72[72~74]. $RIEEHTR ORI 50, BEONHEHE O A3 R
AEESNTRY, BEORKICHBEERS D Z ERET oD, —J, BEERTA—2ERDD
BUCHURFH ANV L 22 A5 b5 Y, NI A—FRENEREE 2D RELHD. ST, #T
a5 L U CR% SNIHIBEBA O RRRBEIENE, ISR Z P SR REICIRE L TV 585
HAbHDH[72,74]. TOYE, WIEIFMIRT) % B L7 W BEIC I T & 220,

BRSSO BRI BIERIE, £ < OEBR S 2D o il /e & Tt T 5T 5L T[75], EBREE RO
ML W 2 BAD BIIEFICHEENE WA, MENSE 2B EICRRT 5 720I12135k% <
DOFEBRPLEL 725 B2, BB RES T ARNW®D, AT ST A — 2% E EOEEN
VETH H[76].

VLB OB ZEE) 2 IEMEICREBL L 5 28072 BREBEFIN T2 2 & T, IOEK Y [77], O~
Z U URIE34], iR LAIE[78], UOKE O FEJEMEHT[79]78 & 4 O RIEMHTRE EE A3 1) B3 265 523
BoN TS, BGMHRRESZTE A LTt R a2 0T 5 &, WMBEENIcE <, vy
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Fig. 1. 8 Theoretical yield loci (a) Biquadratic yield function [63] (Gotoh (1977)), (b) 6th order [64] (Soare et.
al. (2008)), (c) Non-quadratic [68] (Hosford (1972)), (d) Higher-order [72] (Barlat et. al. (2003)), (e)
Higher-order [74] (Banabic et. al. (2005)), (f) Bézier curve [75] (Vegter and Boogaard (2006))
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Fig. 1. 9 Effect of anisotropic yield functions on the accuracy of hole expansion simulations [34]

(Kuwabara et. al. (2011))
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125, WAHIOET AICBET D058

EEMELZ RS e U7 AL, BIYEMIR 2 OE L 72 Levy- MisesDA % F5 K OV MEHook Al 2
FANINLD Z & THIBMRIZHLIE U 7-Prandtl- Reuss DA RIMEE S CLIskE, YR L 92
HENHIR AW 5E6132 0. Bl ZHWD 2 & OB ERIE, WA &8k
OT A M IE 2 R, IR A 7 MZ BT 5 R R F O JFH &\ 5 1 CTDruckerlZ & 0
R S AU72[80].

BEEFALRI 2 E LT, BB DB NRT A —Z DORIEORIZ, #EREER CROT-ER O
BHVE (OFTHEEY ; Milfi/e &) AT 2 2 L3 \iciThbn sy, MEDRGEEERO
BIMEZFRICRBLL 92, @WERBLN A b o R REHE WD Z & T, BERAANCHENT
b FEM B OE R % BT 53 A b 2 EATOI TV 51, 4].

JEBDER ARG, MRBIEL & SPER T o o v LA BN T, MR T v v L DREID I A
O B AT ICERT DMAATH 5. FEFEERNAIZEMN T 5 2 LI K HDEERKEIRZE L
TZBRD RV HORBIRCB], TREER GV L BRESEZ B L72E7 M IZOWT[R2], IEHFIESE
TR THOIL TN D[83~85]. 7272 L, FToIZHIMERT > vy VB EZ EFRT HT-DOIZ/RT A —
Z DN D KRGS0, Al dn BB MEBRER I Z BD < B EE[86] 78 © NI & 0 F2RAE B & B A LHI
RENZYB EENDENVST-HELHDHNME], T DOMIEDS  IXHHS IREE) >, HFA
FRREE TR SN TR Y, SRITTHIS T, oI BIERIRRE T O ML O E 2 &
WICET MED S HERFEN R END.
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1.26.  B{LRIOET MALIZB S 2058
SEM O L E) 2 BIGGRIC KRBT 2 (LAlE LT, ITFO3EEIHFT 6.
i FHEAH]
ii. BEE LA (Eaa )
iii.  FI7EE H]

ZITEENENDZ A THNZHL L E 2a—%1T .

SRR, MPEOT BN LIS ST vV VHESY T 0 B S A VEVE(L A &, AR
HWA—HY OT IO AT 7 —FR KV R EDBHAFHE S ILEERTH Y, MO bE
FEHHNCRET D2LAITH 5. FEHE LIS Fm ETHRT 5 &, BRRbmmo hOoidhisis
BWEY, BGEOBRRKEmEIIFEAIET 5 X 0 ICRB NS, BHE DFEAIZBWTATI/INT A
— & & SNDMEHEA OmALBIEIE, FIHECANZ R T LS Y O AR 2R E L T
W5, B LR, nfefE bH], Swift, Voce, LudwikE 7 V72 E DR~ OR{LEENREZE ST
W5,

B LANE, SRR FERIRIC T DAL ZEE), TR0 b T R ERBLL 5 Dl
{EAIE U CPragerlT K - TIRE I N72[87, 88]. BEME(LA L) LTRSS &, BfRillimmo
R&E ST ETIC, Z2oFLnIcE 2B+ 2 2 LI X DBt omba KRBT 5. BR
i O DR 2 7505 ) (Back Stress) & FEQY, IS S OFREANZIZLL TR X 9 bk x 72
THBREINTND.

Prager 25 L7 SUEREMELANE, B8 T13PEONT B3G50 I el U CHIIN 2 2%, # oo Hefsil
REGN—E T D 12O OT HOEENNIAE D B RO LA A2 KBL T X 72\ [87, 88]. ZieglerlIPrager
OMFEBEELET VA2 —L L, AREZAT HBREEICHEH TE 5 X 9 ITETE L7223[89],
Prager®E 7 /L & [AARIZAE LR DB IR BL T E F, EREIO L 5 IZIFRIIC LT 256 O
BUB IR,

TP R T IERRIER 72 AL &2 2 B9 5 72912, Armstrong & Frederickld, ONT A OEIANZ £
IS TTHE 53 DR 2 \ W 5 IR B EE (LA A 9822 L 72[90]. £ 72, MroziZfi{t Rz a3k
BT 57201, LSRN OTAXENCIS U TELT 5L mmET /L2742 L72[91, 92]. Armstrong
& Frederick DIETERBENMELE T L TlX, HILSIERET D37 A —2 KIS OB ER LY
IS OIHGREE D2 O TRIE L TV D72, OFT I T 5 5)IS ) OED B HEMEL,
FRRARIE R OS2 ik (EREE(LE) B XN DR ORERNREL (ZEMLE) DX F7
EERFICHEBT 2 Z LT T& . £z, Moz i€ T VI LOES ThH D720, ik
N—OFBIEE D EARANATIIR 2 72D H TR, SHICHEOBITIE CTHAT A =25
DEEINT 5.

ER LRI & 2 E AL REIONT O PR B E % 518D 5 7212, KriegldZ #lith €7 /L ORERIZRTE
LT, BefRihm (AT 36 X O OB @i 2 i R4 2 RS i i o — > ol 2 A6 ot
7 THIE T VA RS L72[93]. Krieg® —HiH T T MCH T 256 O ERNE, Armstrong &
Frederick D IR ET /L A2 EH L T\ 5. Chaboche & Rousselierid, Armstrong & Frederick ™
IEMIARACE T VA SR S, BSOS 18IS ORTERNTHRBL L 72[94, 95]. Kriegis &
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B1E
U'Chaboche & Rousselier® €7 /Ui, ML RFEE KBTS 7012, BRibmOBEE L o272 5
T (BRI ORZE) bRIFICHRAET 2 & LIoEGELAI 2R LT

Yoshida & Uemorild i E 7T /L& R S, JH 1 KHERZITE 4 BIZ SN D LRI IEFIT/NE
72 5% GEE{LEIR) 2 RUT 72012, ISHZEM R Z2 IR 3 2 ik 2581 7=
TIVEREZR LT2[96,97]. [RIERICEEALIR (R A 2 O A 22 ECERR L72E7 /L H0hnoll L - THE
LI TUW5H[98]. Yoshida & Uemori® "B E T /L 1E, i OFRERNIEIE L7~ Armstrong &
Frederick O IERIERE(LE T L2 AV, RABmOBE L ELHAEDED Z LIck Y, Sk
IRRBENRE LR & U I D 20T D DR T A — X CERRELAEIR ) D FERE L ek, 2o e i L iE
WE TOMBINEZ®REICHBLY DL L, BMORXT Y 7y 7Rl o sk A2 F28L L
72[99].

W ODMDFEA Y /L3 — (2 EChaboche & RousselierdD &L 5 /L<°, Yoshida & Uemori® —
WETNANEEINTEY, RTA—XOREI ZITANTBHR FRE 25 2 &2 —%—
I TR EEREICHBELL 5 DM ET VAR LIEE R ZIT) 2L TE 5.

TNLOBEFELANL, H< E CHESRIIANT LU HREA KRBTS0, (BRI
DB E) &\ D BB THELOETEZEE 27 b LTk Y, WERRRIL (RIS 2> bR
LINT=bDITIEHRWED, ET/MEBIONRT A =2 OZY L2 ERIZLVRIET 2 LERNH
5. KR, HERZRIS) ORERLAN O AR, T Tl RN E( L LSS o BBl
OFLMECE L TE, 1A ETHEIN TV,

BN, MELOERE ORI, BRI BIRN 23 2 LRI TH 5[35]. JE
TEM 2B & B &, B2 S [ BRRBR 21T - C O IEME S M), JEIEE A 7, JEHE4SS 5o
LN R D563 5[29]. 2D X 51T, MEHIMD 55 ITIRIERLH NI K - THE(EER (BRR
B OIZIRR) 2N EL7p 5268 & BOTHE L & FR5S. AR YBMEREAT[100~102]72 B ONC HifE S O 5] 3k
BR=o[103], —Hho|9RIRAE[14, 19, 301123V T b R GHKITAIE STV 5. FEATR L2
B 5720120, BIREOBIRNEILT 2T MERMETH D,

Hill & Hutchinsons & OHill 5 1%, #EHE O RG22 KRBT 572912, oo FmE Eicks
T ERS BRI U TR B L Rl ot b 2 28 S ¥ 57 Wb 21T -5 72[26,27). 7-72L, Z
DETIMETIE, RIEL LRI OMmIENMERES S, £, TABISHOREN T A
WEWSTEREDBHD.

% Z TXu & WeinmannlX, FHPEDRRE S L7 HIlO BEREIE 61\ C 81T D BTG NT A —4 %,
FY B OTHOREE T2 2 LIV, BRIE QMM RI-N DB TR (b E T kL,
M-KA#HT[105, 106112 & V) —dili5 [ 3R AE COWNERZ BT IE T G OB %2 FHH L 72[104].
=770, B ERHT DERICN— 2 & LIZHIlO BRI TIIEABIS D 2§ & ez
W, FEAICZOETNVEEMAT 52 LIXTE 0.

Plunkett & 13, 5 [3&E-FH#E O IExtFRiE 2 FKBL T & 5 Cazacu ©H [108] D FFIRBISUIC I 1T 5 F 5 1ME N Z
A=K %, KL HOREEE 325 2 & Thep. ®PFIEREICEK T DR O MG ITIRREERLT
WA ET AL LIZ[107]. & BT, ZOFTT VEFEAICHIGALL, BO4 5 TR O TR E % [f)
EEHE7. FEAICHZAT Z & &Rl & LT, BIRBI DRI RT A — & A0 L O D
B & 92 FEIE, M2 HHu[109] (HuD4RBIE[110]) RCAretz5[111] (Barlat & o IR AR BEEL
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Uﬂ)’i@%%éhfmé L L 2D OBFE T, FHR S - Rl 23, (TE o i
ISTTIREBIZ I T DA B O VEE T %68 2 FEEL L T D 2O FEBREY e BGEIT e S Tunau,

\w@%i,@aw 5 RIS TR 2 A 5-C & D S I RRBR A ATV, M & HfeE
REnmE A 5 Z L2k, BEFEEEEZBESTDHZ LT, ZHUSRIBICIS T DB O L2
@%%ﬁ&mﬁﬁﬂ%kbtmﬂ.ttb,mb%%kéhé%ﬁﬁﬂ7f—&@®%met
D DO EIRFERBEER[72]% W T, & HIZR G A2 KRBT 572 OA 788 & DR S /N T X — 4
RETDH. ORI, BIFEART A ORELAZFET LR GFE(LETVTIE, X—RERD
FEARBIE S EHETS &, /T A —Z [AER L UOFEA~DRAA BN IETIIAME L 72 D .

Stoughton & Yoonl%, HillD2¥kKE(REIEL[58]% AV TR ML Z KBTI 572012, FEBRTHIE S
NG —OT HBROIRIRZ, EHRGENST A—2 L L THWD FEERELZ[113]. 2
DETMAIZE Y, B [BRIREE DS T1— O HBAR ORE I L OSE IO ERL D 7 THE (b
EFETNELTHRZD. 1212, RFEOEMARERE T /TR G RT A — X BREIIIRE AT HE
IRRERBAEUC IR DD .

Yoshida 5 1%, FFCAIZ KRBT 5= 2 DRRBEBUIT AT A =2 DL NET LV EZHR M LT
B, ARFD/RT A —ZEMPKIEICEEM LT L E D BB LT, BRI & ROT 2D K2
KYEOF LB OF IR L~V TR M RT A =X 2RO TR E, TOOTHRIEM TOBRKEKE
BEHSTHED TERT I FELRELE(114]. ZOFFMEICE Y, BEFEILED %% DRTF
PERT A= DORIEZET IMMET HMNENRE T, IRETRERT A — 2 E KIBICHIBATREE L
7.

YL EDRFGELE T /UL, I TO@EH THEHI N 2 ZRAREEN L LisnZ & ZRift & LT,
HBIZERAIRBBICIRE LI B VEDF A KRBT H 7212, BFMENRT A =2 D515 L LTHY4E
HEOTHRENIIDDNRTA—=HDOHERND. LTER->T, BRMEIOFEM T a2 TNb5
£ 97, ISR DSIRTEHNC AR 2 IZ LT 5 X 9 e BIC BT 2 RIGHE(LE B 2 HEl3 5 2 &1k
T&E7RW. 22T, FFEHBIEIME D BGWERELRIT 2720 0% LWk A & LT, Barlat
5 X D RIRBEEA O BGEAL RIS RE SN 72[115]. ZOFT IV TIE, BAR TN E L AdT
JBIEARBT 5T YV h EARFERTT § OFERIS h DOFFSI20E U TR AT ORI ZLT 5.
Tebb, §:h>0 TISIOEANTEE LRVIRIEO RIS ES, §:h <0 TS KSR 851
Wi (NU VAR EoBELCRBT L2 EEFREE Lz, ZOT A7 7%, Schmitt5[37]
DERERBESEIEZLOLEEZD. AET /LI DICHRENIT B, KENRL EORIGE
MED HILTVN 5116, 117].
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Fig. 1. 10 Kinematic hardening models (a) Liner kinematic hardening [88] (Prager (1956)), (b) Multi surface
model [91] Mr6z (1967)), (c) Two surface model [93] (Krieg (1975)), (d) Combined hardening
model [94] (Chaboche and Rousselier (1983)), (e) Hardening stagnation model [97] (Yoshida and
Uemori (2002))
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Fig. 1. 11 Differential hardening models (a) Tension/Compression asymmetry model [107] (Plunkett et. al.
(2000)), (b) Equivalent strain dependent model [112] (Wang et. al.(2009)), (c) Non associated flow
rule model [113] (Stoughton and Yoon (2009)), (d) Weighted linear combination model [114]
(Yoshida et. al. (2015)), (¢) Homogeneous anisotropic hardening model [115] (Barlat et. al. (2011))
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1.3. WFEEW

AW TIL, BB ZHIS TPRRE T TRk 2 T BB IE & 7= £ DR O bt D228, 372
b b &M B OIS TR Z IEMICHIE L, ZHIC X 0E SR o s E 258 o
TV T FEORSE, RO WNCHEE LIEMEFET AR EE Y I 2 b—y a VI RIT T L
FETHZEEBENETS.

XU DI, BRMEIO 7 ko ZRIERT S, MEIOMTERER X O T#s ) R T
DOWPEEEEOE N EBRG~ 7 0T L TRIL, SOICFEAZHH LB Y I 21—
a VRS IC R TREAZRA L C, FEABEOM LICE T 2885~ 7 nT 5 /L 04 Atk & ik
T 5. BRMET NV Th D RBIFMERRBEBL K Y I 2 b—a UREICKITTREICE L T,
TV =0 ABEROVER Y %I [77], BHEAR O OT A [118], @RS D /AT [33, 34172 &
WX 2MERH DA, 7 mfiko LR ZESIPIRE O A KT T IR L Cow
X722 SN TV RV, HlS ) T COMMEERENEIC LI T ESHR O EBIZE LTI, fec HEdh
F& T2 31T DR e AT IC X 28 2 = L—3 3 L[100] S & 528, (ABsHEHT 381 % $fil &
BRCH Y, FEMEE W ERBAEL R SR TWARY. 2 TAIETIE, bk m— T8
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Table 2. 1 Chemical component of test materials

Material Si Fe Cu Mn Mg Cr Zn Ti Al
High Cube 1.0 01 | <01 | 0.1 05 | <01 | 02 | <0.1 | Bal
Low Cube 1.0 01 | <01 | o.1 05 | <01 | 02 | <01 | Bal

Low Cube High Cube

G

e

Quarter

H
100m

Fig. 2. 1 Grain structure observed by optical microscopy
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Fig. 2. 2 Crystallite orientation distribution function represented as intensity contours for every ¢ =5°

measured at quarter thickness for: (a) High Cube and (b) Low Cube
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Fig. 2. 3 Specimen of uniaxial tensile test
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90 deg <‘:>

45 deg
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Fig. 2. 4 Cut-out direction of uniaxial specimen
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0°, 90° 5[] TIE0.18FEE &, 45°051H & el L/N S UWME & 72> 7=, Low CubelZ35 T, High Cube
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Table 2. 2 Mechanical properties of test materials.

i

1

3

Tensile
E Coa oy P c* | n* | ax | A** | B*x | C*
direction P
/GPa | /MPa | /MPa /MPa /MPa | /MPa
/ deg
0 | 61.9|169.1|271.4|0.172|493.9| 0.24 | 0.008 | 350.6 | 185.0 | 11.2 0.54
High Cube - 45 |65.1 | 151.5|249.6 | 0.245 | 468.7 | 0.28 | 0.014 | 355.2 | 200.0 | 7.0 0.13
90 | 62.4 | 163.0 | 266.4 | 0.184 | 484.5| 0.25 | 0.007 | 350.2 | 189.0 | 10.3 0.55
0 | 62.0 | 152.1 | 258.6 | 0.192 | 474.1 | 0.25| 0.007 | 343.3 | 191.5| 10.0 0.80
Low Cube - 45 |62.3 | 146.2 | 250.9 | 0.230 | 469.0 | 0.27 | 0.009 | 346.0 | 197.0 | 8.2 0.26
90 | 62.8 | 145.0 | 250.2 | 0.204 | 466.4 | 0.26 | 0.007 | 3354 | 190.5| 9.5 0.70
*Approximated using o = c(a +&f )n at g =0.002 ~ &f
**Approximated using o = A4— B xexp {—C x gr’} at g =0.002 ~ &f
***Measured at uniaxial nominal strain &, =0.10
40 Fign Cube] 100 iGN Cube]
350 350
gsoo £300
B ©
$250 3250
5200 200
3 - 3
=150 ;gv%ift‘s power law =150
—— Voce's law —— Swift's power law
100F <o \l\jlaximl.llm loading point 100 —Vocetz's faw
50k 50 < Maximum loading point
8.00 0.;)5 O.I'IO O.I15 0.I20 O.I25 0.230 0.35 0.00 0.2)5 0.I10 0.I15 0.I20 0.I25 0.:’30 0.35
Logarithmic plastic strain & Logarithmic plastic strain &
(a) 0° (b)45°
350
§300
B
&250
%200
5150
i
501 < Maximum loading pont
8.00 0.I05 O.I‘IO 0.I15 O.I20 0.I25 0.230 0.35
Logarithmic plastic strain & (C) 90°

Fig. 2. 5 True stress-logarithmic plastic strain diagram of High Cube.
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Fig. 2. 6 True stress-logarithmic plastic strain diagram of Low Cube.
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Fig. 2. 7 Experimental apparatus for biaxial tensile test
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30
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Fig. 2. 8 Cruciform specimen for biaxial tensile test (dimensions in mm)
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Fig. 2. 10 True stress-logarithmic plastic strain diagram (High Cube)
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Table 2. 3 Material parameters to calculate
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Ty o [
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(a)
Fig. 2. 17 Conceptual diagram

(b)

(a) Difference between contours of plastic work normalized by o, and theoretical yield loci

based on conventional yield functions,

(b) Difference between measured directions of plastic strain rates and those calculated using

conventional yield functions.

BAEFRIRBAEIC L DR RE T OFHEM &, oo LML S O el & Fig. 2. 18177, &

HIZ, RO P 1T K D) 5

FAFEDOHER A Fig. 2. 19, Fig. 2. 201077, S 512, BRY)

MTohD el =0.002, WHEERNER LT &2 =0.0272 5N it J3RIC K 2 FBIEF RO
HERERDETOISTHEET 2 KD & (HC : 0.04, LC: 0.045) 1Z31F 5 Y1d2000-2dF#(R
R%k > B 51,35 A — X% % Table 2. 4, Table 2. 5(2779". Hill 48RRI D BT/ T X — 2 1T
L CiE, Table 2. 202734 Hili5 | BRARERIC TRIE SNToMBE L Y sRed 7o, BRBEEOFEMICEI LTIt
fHkE SR I,

Table 2. 4 Anisotropic parameters of Y1d2000-2d yield function (High Cube).

p

&l M a, a, a, a, a; o a, o
0.002 6 0.9033 0.9784 | 0.9112 | 1.0481 | 1.0356 | 0.9846 | 0.5113 | 1.4831
0.020 8 0.9203 0.9842 | 0.8899 | 1.0238 | 1.0152 | 0.9369 | 0.7034 | 1.4238
0.040 12 0.9418 1.0082 | 0.9243 | 1.0181 | 1.0095 | 0.9610 | 0.8045 | 1.3614

Table 2. 5 Anisotropic parameters of Y1d2000-2d yield function (Low Cube).

& M a, a, a, a, a; o a, lo
0.002 4 1.0168 0.8663 | 0.8233 | 1.0559 | 1.0042 | 0.9262 | 0.0217 | 1.4643
0.020 4 1.0259 0.8471 | 0.8079 | 1.0518 | 1.0003 | 0.9100 | 0.0258 | 1.4527
0.045 6 0.9405 1.0041 | 0.8923 | 1.0315 | 0.9978 | 0.8949 | 0.7312 | 1.3304
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Fig. 2. 18 Measured stress points comprising contours of plastic work, compared with

theoretical yield loci. Each symbol corresponds to a contour of plastic work
for a particular value of & . The Y1d2000-2d yield functions are determined
using the uniaxial and biaxial tensile stress data for & =0.002 (M =6 for HC
and 4 for LC) and 0.040 (M =12 for HC) and 0.045 (M =6 for LC).
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Fig. 2. 19 Variations of standard deviations (High Cube)
(a) Measured stress points comprising the contours of plastic work, compared with theoretical
yield loci based on conventional yield functions
(b) Measured directions of plastic strain rates, compared with those calculated using

conventional yield functions
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Fig. 2. 20 Variations of standard deviations (Low Cube)

(a) Measured stress points comprising the contours of plastic work, compared with theoretical

yield loci based on conventional yield functions

(b) Measured directions of plastic strain rates, compared with those calculated using

conventional yield functions
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Fig. 2. 21 (a) Measured stress points comprising the contour of plastic work at & =0.002 and most

accurate yield locus, compared with High Cube and Low Cube

(b) Directions of plastic strain rates measured at & =0.002 and calculated using most

accurate yield functions, compared with High Cube and Low Cube
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Fig. 2. 22 (a) Measured stress points comprising the contour of plastic work at &f =0.020 and most

accurate yield locus, compared with High Cube and Low Cube

(b) Directions of plastic strain rates measured at & =0.020 and calculated using most

accurate yield functions, compared with High Cube and Low Cube
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Fig. 2. 23 (a) Measured stress points comprising the contour of plastic work at &) =0.040 (High Cube)

or g =0.045 (Low Cube) and most accurate yield locus, compared with High Cube and Low

Cube

(b) Directions of plastic strain rates measured at &f =0.040 (High Cube) or &f =0.045

(Low Cube) and calculated using most accurate yield functions, compared with High Cube

and Low Cube
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Fig. 2. 24 Description of apparatus for hydraulic bulge test
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Fig. 2. 25 Schematic illustration of small proportion of the elements
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Fig. 2. 26 Specimen for measuring strain distribution
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Fig. 2. 27 True stress - logarithmic plastic strain diagram comparison of Sheet bulge and Sheet biaxial

Table 2. 6 Approximate parameters for hydraulic bulge test

C * A kk B Kk C sk
n* a*
/MPa /MPa /MPa
High Cube | 457.4 0.21 0.005 365.0 183.6 8.2
Low Cube | 439.7 0.23 0.007 348.0 185.4 8.0

*Approximated using o = c(a +&P )n at &’ =0.002~ g}

**Approximated using o = A4— Bx exp{—C X g"} at &’ =0.002~ g}
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Fig. 2. 28 Equivalent plastic strain rate
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Fig. 2. 29 Forming limit strain (equibiaxial tension)
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Fig. 2. 31 Thickness strain distribution diagram
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Fig. 2. 32 Schematic illustration of FEM model
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Fig. 2. 33 FEM model of initial blank

a HEEFIv

KIEHTIZH N DHMEFE T VX, AifiE CICHE S e Bre 7 v 2 v, InLa b, &
SE 7 1 HEL S [ BREABR, RSV U RRBRIC K DS Tl | IERER IC TR S Lz Swiftd 2 & Voce D %
ETNZENHNWD. FERBEEIE, von Mises, Hill *48, Y1d2000-2d% F VY, Y1d2000-2d(Z-2\ T id i
SRR CHM R T X COEPEMLFEROT —Z B HHH T, RROEUEP LT OET
NEHAWSD. 725, High Cubedf TIFIEMEBM:ATF &) =0.040 THIE S /- CHER ZD K
BNV M =12 D H D, Low Cubebf TIFIEERME - gf =0.045 THIE S 4172 CHERER 22
DIERB/NEWVRBEM=6DLDTHD.

ZIT, s ERBROBEIS S 0 - HEEEE O R e R L0, YIS o - YISO
e WX ERD DA, BB ERIET HERCHEE L Uz, EAEMIEOF 7 g) BE D EAE J7 [ B
i1 5 [ BRFER CORERIG ) o, & 5% 5 [BRRBR CORRIE T o, DIt x =0, /o, Z AW T, LT
IZR VAT 5.

o=2 (2-5)
X
£=x& (2-6)
BHt% DEMEL T A —H % Table 2. 7, Table 2. 812777,
Table 2. 7 Mechanical properties for High Cube and Low Cube
Experimental Oy ¢ , o A B C
Method /MPa /MPa /MPa /MPa
Uniaxial* 169.1 | 4939 | 0.24 | 0.008 | 350.6 | 185.0 11.2
High Cube —
Biaxial ** 165.9 | 4547 | 0.22 | 0.009 | 3614 | 181.8 8.2
Uniaxial* 1521 | 4741 0.25 | 0.007 | 343.3 | 1915 10.0
Low Cube

Biaxial ** 152.8 | 426.1 0.23 | 0.007 | 339.2 | 180.7 7.8

*Approximated to uniaxial tension test

**Approximated to hydraulic bulge test
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Table 2. 8 Anisotropic parameters of Y1d2000-2d yield function

P
& M & a, Qs a, s & a; &g

High Cube || 0.040 12 0.9418 | 1.0082 | 0.9243 | 1.0181 | 1.0095 | 0.9610 | 0.8045 | 1.3614

Low Cube | 0.045 6 0.9405 | 1.0041 | 0.8923 | 1.0315 | 0.9978 | 0.8949 | 0.7312 | 1.3304
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A2 EBRBE L. 728, RETHWIMEM R (b8 2R L7122, FEA TS Tk
EAE LTz, BIFHEL A FEARS I RIE T 2B L QIR E LA IC R~ 5.
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LCRHE LESGAE, R TEATUNAOOT I EROM A 2 L < HETE TV DA, R
TEREICBWT, QRICOTENEFR L TWD Z ERMHR SN, ZiUE, VoceD I TaEAL =%
b DISIMEIZET 2 ST’ fafn T 2 XXoME L0, FHEPISHEOR S &< 72 238k
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Fig. 2. 34 Comparison of thickness strain distribution calculated by each yield function and measured by

experimental, The hardening formula is Swift’s power law and approximated by uniaxial test
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Fig. 2. 35 Comparison of thickness strain distribution calculated by each yield function and measured by

experimental, The hardening formula is Swift’s power law and approximated by biaxial test
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Fig. 2. 36 Comparison of thickness strain distribution calculated by each yield function and measured by

experimental, The hardening formula is Voce’s law and approximated by uniaxial test
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Fig. 2. 37 Comparison of thickness strain distribution calculated by each yield function and measured by

experimental, The hardening formula is Voce’s law and approximated by biaxial test
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3.1. BE=

F2EIZBWTC, 7 aflfO R 58O S T COBMERR O AR BIG~ 7
BETNTH D BGVERRBEE DT A =2 OiENE LTHRBLL, BOVHLEEY I 2L —v g
N X DEBRIFEES TEDOET METIEOZ YA NGE Lz, £ O, Z#hs /s R crd s
T EZEE 3 HE S L7223, FEAICBW IS i LA & 70 L CEHEZ T o7, FEAZILL®
LTI I 2L — 3 UICBWT, MEBIOELEEE 2 EREICHITL720I120E, RI7m b
##EET /ML L, FEAICEMAT2LERDS.

Hill & Hutchinson[1]3 & UHill H[2]1%, #H80E O BI7i{b2$8 2 0@ U, I LEi b iask 2 0 Sk
HDNRTA—=2L35Z LIZ LD RGECEEOET MbFIELZ R LTz, Kuwabarab[5]i%, fix
DI IEFIHRNZ DN T 5 | REAER 217V, S/ RRBIC 61T £ B LR8N R F T B D 58
R L 72, A 5 6] &% O'Kuwabara & [T/IX A IE R J1HR DN T Z > P RTERF OFEARE SR & 5
BRAE RO ZEROFINZ, EES R CEEE R T OISR L, FEATIESE L2 E L CRHE
LB THD LER LTS, B EE) 4 G IRERMYT (FEA) ITEAL, ZOEEEH
BUIETEE LT, ~ 7337 LADOEH & 5IIEOIERIFEL 268 & KB U -HF2E[81<, MR ihi
DGR OBERFMEZBEAL T, 7 =0 LAESROIEH LEIER OFINIEAEE T2 THl L7z
WFE9~11123 8 505, D DBIZETIL, BRBEIED I NT A — 2 Z ALY OF HCIE O
B L CRGIEEZRELL TV 5.

FefR B2 von MisesD2UK FEARBAS[12], GotohD4IRFEIREIEL[13]72 L LRSS K DT, &
REBOWE A —EMBET D ENR M THD. LioBdoT, BREFELEHHOET U 7Tk
WTh, BRBEEOREIIFEEL T, TOMDRGHRT A =2 2B 3¢5 LT, MEO%E
BEEZHBEL TWAH[14]. LarL, 7= LG58RkoRGmEEENCE 4 2 0F5EFI[15, 16]
TiX, AR L OBER IO E A= O TR A von Mises DRI [12]7> 5, Trescad AR i
i =°Hosford D AR BMEI[17]120E5 < K 9 7, BRRBEIBORE T THNET D L 9 A7k 2
FAPEINTND. 2O LD R RGELEEE 2 FEATRILT 572D121%, FBRIRBIS O B3
TA=EDHZLT, BEORKETHLEISE I ZETMEBLETHD. ITEREINTEE
W FEARBISL[18, 191 IR IFTIE/ T A — 2Tz CRARBIE ORBBTEICIRET 2 BHER H 5
0, BFVEDFEFEIT LW BRR B DO R HUE 25k S T REBUEFEAIZEH L 72 geid 7.

T TAETIE, BUEY X 2 b—3 a3 COITRBEICRIT T R R O B2 O LT
B0, ETIHMEREORRBEEZHWT, BRI A—2DHLLT, BIREEOKEE T
B S ) D EGHCEEAFEAICHETT 57201, 1EEETT V& HAWIZFEAIC L D H I
{bZEE O FRELIME & FRRIE L 72
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HEOFRTLNL—IV
F 2 IV ONNE

A+B=4,+B,

7Y NVOiER) CUIRD B B G & IR 52 A8 T 5)

A:B=AB=A7.jB,.j=C

T VG

A®B=C=Ay'Bk1 :Cijkl

3.2. BRA A S—ERIZE DI HTER

ARRERIEITAR SN D BB ICRB W T, FERIEZRBR Th 208 1—0F i % i
Te®lZ, B 2RI IT D0 R E—OT R E 2 BIROIT 2B R A R X, 15T
W LT M 2 BRI > THEZT 528 T, ROLIRXZIENEOTHERD .
JETNRE—OF R EREMR 2 RS BRIZ, RBRBEETH H%IBAA 72052 LT, o
WAL Z LRSS EREL LD 2N TE, FHESERRM LTS, =2 TRIFFETIL,
B B A2 A TR ESRMT ~EH T 2720, IS EE—OF 2 BRI MIEIC, Simo and
Taylor[20~22]1Z & > THESL S AL Pll—3MEE Bk E Wiz ¥ —r <=y B ZEE W T
BHAEITO.

JSTIR T MV EBHEOTHROEE D EH S D, VRN EME 70D A0 7 —Bff%E, HY
ST, B OTAHEEERT D(3-1)

szjmkpzj5d§p (3-1)

ARETIE, BREBAEBERT oy e B2 L, BEERNAIZET S, Lieno>T, ik
OFTBEET > I AP (TBMETEL (Plastic multiplier) » , MY & AW TR TRES.

05 (0.2")
de =y—"""1 (3-2)
06
XG-)DHEEAREEZ D &,
WP =0 :de® =ode? (3-3)
6 Ae” = GAZ® (3-4)
05(eE")  05(c.E")
5'(0,5") 5'(0,5") 5(0‘,5”) E(GZ'")
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12720, &(e.2") 1T Y Ve I L CIROFREFTHL Z L ZMALT, 447 —D
05 (0.2")

LY, 6(6,5P)=c; =

& L7, 3725, Plastic multiplier p (3FH 48O 255 &

SN (3-5).
y=4g° (3-6)

T, BOTHMEST YN aew ATEE LT, IS A, FHYEEMHEOT IG5 420 %
KD 2 T2 DITITF Y O P Az 12 BT 2 IEMIE HRER A iR BN H 5 |
BRSO ESRMEIXG-)THEZ B, I NIEG-8)THEX LD,
&(o, + 40,27 + 42" ) = h(& + A" ) (3-7)
46 = C* (Je— 4e”) (3-8)
722l cldBtE~ N U 2 A, p ITETARPTRR.

ﬁﬁofﬁmﬁiﬁﬁ%?¥wxk%%,ﬁ“w%ﬁﬂﬁék,&%ww.Ltﬁof,ﬁ
(0}

HEEGB9). Thbbh, WAKRIEG-100£720, F(y)=0&9 2% 5 B L COIERE L RERIC
AT S,
F(r)=5(o, +C (2~ yN"), &0 +7)-h(2] +7)=0 (3-9)

46 =C* (dg—yN") (3-10)

Z 2T, Newton-Raphsoni£(Z & ¥ LREONE G SF 2 < . Newton-Raphsonik | 358 /) 72 I AR 73
B/OHNDD, ZIUTITOT ARSI NSWRERN S 5. k%2 VO CFEMAENT 217
ST E, B%REOREWOTHIES THMNPORTIUE, FHRIDERITAD. £IT,
Sub-step & % & A L 7=Multi-stage return mapping[23] %7l A 5. #WASMEIT TN E 22 5.

F(r4))=5(6™ =1 CNw, 20 + 7 )= h(87 + 7)) = Fio (3-11)

G, + 40, =¢"” =Cyy N0y (3-12)

L, y=0B0iEHE2RITIE 6" =6, +C L.
x7z, FyZAG-DBICLDEDT.
N-ky_ Ty =p =p
Fu =T{0'(6 L€ )—h(.&‘n )} (3-13)

72120, k=1~N.

%7, N=1TNewton-Raphson®D K EFHZ1TV, KEFHEDPERLRWES, N EHEINSES.

ARy =F, . —Fy <oy (WIIEARISS)) & 70 £ TN 28N EETHAERADSIOR LR WS,
BEAZ L —2ar THEXONIEOTHEONRETELDT, FEAREIZ LY RS Z /NS
SRETD.

Multi-stage return mappinglZ & % it J1FE 453 OFEX A Fig. 3. 1R
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Fig. 3. 1 Schematic view for multi-stage return mapping method.

Z Z T, Newton-RaphsoniEIZ X AKEHED AT v 7 &il 325 L, BRGEHXDOISTOEKET
(3-14), BAERAANIAE O IS DIRAEITB-15) THEA LN S.

& (7((k))) = C_’(Gn + 40,57 + 7/((?))—h(5np + 70 ) - F, (3-14)

i i e () nypli)
& (7)) = (o, + 4of}) ‘("Try —C7 ((k)>Np<k>) (3-15)

ZhB2ROBALRIL(3-16),(3-17) TH 2 HD.

=(i)

. 0o
(i) (1) o (i) () o (1) _ pp() 5 (1) _ _
& (7)) + N0 + 220 i ~ i =0 (3-16)
)
o) o)
i i engpl) o (i e (i (k) i e, (i (%) i
g, (75} )+ o)) + CNT o)) + Crl) — 5 5ef)) + €yl — 5 v = 0 (3-17)
ac(k) 88(k)
EEL, m=
de

FEXZE 5,56 12ONTELEDD &,

() _ i
o 0 0 o ON ) 8y 19
o0 g0 e | e 40 Nw |90
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(3-19)

iz X v kb 7= Plastic multiplier, J& /17 > Y VOEB 5y, 56 (2L 0, WA E FHTD.

i+1
7<(k> )

(i+1)

—pli+1)
0!

)
)

-7+ ar

_
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(1)
+ 56(k)

_ =p() ()
=& T M

(3-20)
(3-21)

(3-22)

Newton-Raphsoni£1Z L 2 SKAEFHEIL, (3-23)UTRT X 912, AN HEOBIELL i/t 5 £ T,
MR LT,
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33. EEEHFZRE (Algorithmic tangent modulus)

PEfREA BREL R ARENTIC X DO ZIRINER 2155 728 , WFES T T Y X ANIEES LT
ﬁ%&%*@%%%#%é.%:f,ﬁﬁﬁ“%@o@Awﬁ BV Al & v %ﬁ%@%
KB,

(0,.1:8%)—h(z0,) =0 (3-24)

GrH—l = Gn +Ce (£n+1 ) 7Ce ntl (3_25)

WX OEMMTIZED, (3-26),3-27)1KE 5.

N o+ S ay -,y =0 (3-26)
n+l
ONP ONP
4o, =C4e,., —AyC°'N’, —yC*' —"L 4o, —yC* —L Ay (3-27)
a n+l ang—l
ONP
TIT, esC 4yl Ll L
66rH—l
ONP
4o, =¢" {As —Ay[NM +y = H (3-28)
agnH

X(3-26),(3-28) LV Ao, ZTHEL, Ay IZHOWTHERT L L&,

n+l

P -1
Ay: N +1e Asnﬂ (3_29)

Np+1e NEH ON,,H _%J’_Hnﬂ
agnH agnﬂ

KE2W)IAT D &,

sy e j®em.
46, =|e" ~ fe, . (3-30)
[ aN‘ul j ;
NP e [ NP, +y—- EAJEE

n+l n+1

n+l

L7zl T, IS 702 ) R WS U fe s (Bt~ R U 7 2) c* iX
( n+1 "*1 J®eINZ+1
CP=e'- Z“ (3-31)
P P aNnH aGVH—l
N +le [Nnﬂ 7 a:‘;‘nﬂ agﬂﬂ +Hn+1

T, ML Y V3 —"TiX, ConsistentBERRRAIE 2 xHFRT > Y v b3 52 L2k, F
BHomd{bzK->Tnad. LirL, BEMIEZERY ANTSA, c 3FEFHT vV bioT
V% 728 ConsistentBZRIAIME D IERIFRT > I NA T2 a L EAINCT DM ERH 5.
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3.4. ARERFBMICKDIEAELEBDELE & EIEIRAL
34.1.  AbaqusfV 7 L—F L UMATO 2 —F 4 > 7

A CHEM L 7o A58 2 B8 L7k, FEERICFEM CE A ¥ 2 72 D IR figis A TR 2
FIEHTY 7 FAbaqusiZ THWAH Z LD TE L 2 —F—EROMEETVHY 7L —F 0 Th D
UMATZ T L TEA L7Z. UMATIE, 20T HH50 8 KONEREL K Z5148& LT, 1SSk
L ONMRBEZE B DO LA LA~ R U 7 A% Y ANR—CET T r ST A Th D, KEDORGELT
TV D NENRIEEEUIA Y B O T A TH D0, BEMELAIZ: ookl %2 A58
BE, WSS 78 EENENDET IVICHE LT/ T A —Z ZNEIRIEA S L L THWS.

342,  AbaqusfY 7 L —F L UMAT O BYERMEE

B T N—F U BANET IV EEE L TWD I EZRAET 572012, B ICIE
S 7 Hill 48[ R B4 IS L UMY 1d2000-2dMR AR BA%E A 6 ] U CHRAL/ S MO RGE A 1T o 72, 5
FetRBIE ORI B L CldfH k2 SR Sz,

1)) Hill’48 BREESZ AV Tz r [EA M Y B O A TEL T 256

I b BARN) 72 BITVERARBES CH D, BIFHE/ T A — & W3l X 0 R 0E & D HIll 48R BE %L &
AWT, AEDSHYBYEOT T T D K 5 2 BAGHEEFETORAE T /b E21T, ZDATE
TIVNFEM ETHBLTE TS Z & 2RI 5.

FRAFFRATIE, 0 28 B Tl & A8 U T2 IE 5T O AR ARG 4y o = VB 2 AV 72 1855
FEHT 24TV, 0°5 36 K TR0 [ ~D g5 SR A+ 5 LTz, £ OBRICEHR S DO 2
B XK OBIBRA M OIS I—OF B, A0S T T—F Y B O3 AR X 2 & v E AT & b
THZEICLY, BEECFEEOGANEZRGE LT, T4 % Table 3. 112, f##TE7 /L % Fig. 3.2
\ZRT.

Table 3. 1 Analytical conditions for validation of anisotropic hardening rule (Hill *48).

IS F 4K BE F@Eis IKEE
YV ILIN— Abaqus 6.9.1
BREM4T 4 Hi RUERFESD > 2L (S4R)
LA EHRELA
mIEEEX ERAEIE 2
[E3VNE k- r-Hill '48
EH A 0°FHFA~DEHET|5R
ARNEBETIL &% B 90° A R~ D B &5 |5k
& C 90° AR A~DEEF|TR
&8 A r,=1+20xg", r,=1.0
& B 7, =1+20x&", 1, =15+20x¢g"
ANMHETIV r,=1+20xg",
FEC| L =038+9.02x eX({—_ (Eg 170'2 Dj
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Fig. 3. 2 Schematic illustration of FEM model.

FEMIZ A L= EHFET v &, FEMAEFTRE S L 0 B H S 7o 2 Fig. 3. 31077, WO fi#
Frolc BT, 2SS — YO X O A DR L OGHRMEIT— L, ME8to+
FHOMEIZ L - TELT D L H I 2 ol CBEOT A ) O ERER LR TE TV 5.

ENENOMNRIITERT 2L, 0°HM~OHEMIS[3ET, 1y OEIHIE MY 5E7 /1T
b DERMATIE, °H AL IS —HLYOTHBERE LTER Loz, AJ) LTSS —HH
BOFTHdhf L, FHREINTZ0HMOIET—O0T Hl#RIT—8 L TH Y, MYBHOTH o8N
(ZPE D 0° R DHEDOTERI 2B b B TE TN D,

FAFBIZI0° T M ~DHAFI5R T, 7,, 750 OEPIIE THENT 2ET AL THD. ®iTr <1, Th
1=, Hilld “RERBEEICB T DBRIEIIT 0y <0y THD. LI T, FEMIZ L W FHE S
T290° M DI F)—OF A fifRIE, 020714 FHE & U7 YIS — S O A difr L v & & <G
RHENTWD. £, KA LRRC, FMEEIEOT B OB LE 5 90°75 16 O il ORI EI 72 B4
HIEMECHIITE TV 5.

FAECIZ0°H M ~D HHHG 3R T, 1y OIEDKRIE THM, 1y DIEDIERE TR T 2ET /L Th
D, FUBERBRIC, 1y <ry OOT AR CIXPHERENG ) OBRIZ G <oy TH DA, rEDRH
RREET 2 7y > 1y DO T RFETILG > 00 L 72> TWVD. F77, LfFABLUBE AR, A
Y OT B DN AE 5 90° K7 18] DAED IERRTER 7280 & AJ1E & —8 L, AJIE7 V% Bk
ICHBRTE TS,

LIEDOWEEC XY, ARETIER L RGE A RE) 2 AIRERMEN CHET 297 L—F 7 n
77 DMTFHE S PIREE CIEMICEIE L, FYEBMEOT B O AL S B R ihim oIk b % KB
T5Z &R LTz,
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True stress o, / MPa
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350 T
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o FEM & ~
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Fig. 3. 3 FEM Stress - strain diagram.
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(I Y1d2000-2d BREEEE VT B HHENRT A —F B L ORENB BT 556

FefRBAEL D E G T A — 2 & RE A RIRFIC L 3§ 2 BT T /L 2 Y1d2000-2d R 0K BA%L
R — B L, EOZFEOFEM ECORBZRGE LT-. f#TE 7 L 13%eik & FfkFig. 3. 212
TIERET L TH Y, fRHTSMF% Table 3. 2173, BRBIEORE D E(NT DZFE A el 57
D, THESIPREDIENT S E O TITV, BIFEEbT 2D BRR il i ATl & S O FH RS A
el U7z, AT L72AERE T /L1 Table 3. 38 X OFig. 3. 41259 X 912, BRBEIER ORI M =3.5
~IBKRTDET N THD. b, BRIMARTIA—2Da,, alIEAKNLIO%EHRDT,
FIETPIREEDIRGE T & 2 4 [l OFEHTHE T 1T B L 720,

Table 3. 2 Analytical conditions for validation of anisotropic hardening rule (Y1d2000-2d).

& 7K RE FES FKRE
VILIN— Abaqus 6.9.1
BRE4A4T 4 B RIEBAE 2 S )L (S4R)
WAL Al EAEICA
mIEER EREC R
&3V 3E=8 Y1d2000-2d
& A F:F,=1:0
%t B F.:F =2:1
ANERET IV & C i, =1:1
&% D u,u,=0:1
& E F.:F,=0:1
AAMBETIL | & A~E Table 3.3 2/

Table 3. 3 Anisotropic parameters of anisotropic hardening rule (Y1d2000-2d).

M* al k% az k% a3 sk a4 %k as sk a() sk a7 skk a8 sksk
A 3.549 A 0.963 1.050 1.126 1.022 1.001 1.050 0.978 1.182
A> 18.00 B 0.070 0.092 0.248 | -0.041 | -0.040 | 0.131 0.186 | -0.275
X 0.026 C 32.61 32.07 6.458 213.8 93.12 14.00 21.15 14.33
dx 0.014 a 0.00 -0.245 0.00 0.00 0.152 0.001 0.00 0.146

— 4, -4,
M l—exp{(gg —xo)/dx}

+4,

o = A—Bexp(—Cg§)+ag§
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Fig. 3. 4 Anisotropic parameters for code to code validation.
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EIESRERHEI D, FoF, =1:02:1, u,:u,=1:10:1, F:F,=0:1DJETT 7y h&H TN,
W OFERIEE SR OFEE S AT LRl & —H L T\ 5729, Y1d2000-2dFERBIE D
HIMRT A= L WM %Z, FHYLBYEOT He) OGRS E T 52 LT, BHFMNRTA—ZD
BRI 5T, BRBIE O E TH BT % RGELFEANFEA L THIETE TV D 2 L3S
TE u, u, =0 1 OFHHEARIL, e bISIRENRE LIZ LI ICHRADA, u, tu, =0:1
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Fig. 3. 5 Contours of plastic work calculated by FE analysis and compared with theoretical yield loci.
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B4
BB N A TR B MR RS FE (2 M X T e 2

4.1. BE=

W3 EIZRBWNT, (EEORITPERRR R A I TR ITIE (L2582 A TR BB ARNT (208 3 5 i
L, 1EFRETTNVEHOFEAICCTHBEZ MR Lz, KETIE, EEOGBEMEIOER 4 x5
2, ROTHIEE CORGB{bEHZREL, ZOETMLERRD.

60005435 K ON500052 7 /v 2 =0 AAEHICE L C, +FEaRB A &2 iz Zifls | 9EBRic L v,
FHY B O B O F B R mR ORI T D, B E 2 0E L72FEn &
5[1, 2]. LaL, #Bic R 2l 5080 2, IEHRIEEIC AT G TREZ2 O3 21135 %
BETHY, FMLT oA THEINLZOTHELY b/AAS V. IMIEIFSRICRT L TiE, #Ei
D T A28 E A OEEET 5 2 L THERBRA ZER L, “ L URBiEa @M+ 2 2
LITED, 10%%E B2 5 KOT HI COFEBMAF R 2 WE L T2 DR GFHEE) 236 L T
5[3~5]. LL, TAI=0 LAEERD10%LL EORKROTHIZIZIB T 5 fliis /1 T COMMELLH
ZEERE L, BEEEEOERILEIT o 2FRIT R,

FZTARETIE, S ERBRB IO TE L URERICE Y, T =T AR O EI AT
WREIZBIT RO T I~ 10%LL EE TOROT AT 2 RIGEFEEZHE L, Ok
ZEBRIICHONCT 2. WRIZ, ZORGECEEZ EMRICHB TR LM EBIE 7 /Wb a2 T, &
HIZ, BMOF L ARIEEZRE L-EH LRBRIC L v, LR EI 2N FEAMRHTRS B 12 M F - 8
FHAOMNETAZEEZHETS.

4.2. RKOTHZEE AT TOEMEREEDRIE

TV = U AEBRORKOT B2 ZHS SR REIC 31T 2 AR B & E T 5 72912,
Hlhg [ ERB B L OHERBA 2 AW 2l L R AT o 7.l SV VR, R
B 2 VD g IRARER & 2 0, B OIS B IR E OB A Z T2 DIs, B Ak
FIEBRIL O Bali 7 £ TOIRI—OT HBMRRIE T E H[3~5]. £72, B 6 MERG 251
ET DEICRBR A ITND 5 T OT B OB LG T 272012, B%RE OIROT A48 E T Ll
ETERNHOD, WO FE FOEFEAZNIETE 5 8o 7R b O TITo 72, I
1%, WIHIBRE0.9mmdD6016-T47 /L I =0 LAEERAE W, 7ok, RephiEbic K282z 5
T OEEL D U+ 3 RERE O FRE U 7= E & 5 L7-. Table 4. LZAEE OB & 77 .

Table 4. 1 Chemical component of test materials

Material Si Fe Cu Mn Mg Cr Zn Ti Al

6016-T4 1.0 0.1 <0.1 0.1 0.5 <0.1 0.2 <0.1 Bal
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4.2.1.  Hhg R

JIS Z 220112 HE SN HIIS13B 5 ikBR i 4 W CHEhE [BERBR 21T~ 7=, 3B IR 1 IFig. 4. 1
OFEE L, M omNE T2 HEET 572018, Fig. 4. 2103 & 9 ICJELE T M &2 FEHEI20°
45° , 90° DOFHMMBUA YAy MEEM T X VR 200 L.

420 I
/ 200
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I

1.7

el e e e e e e S T .3
|
|
|

~_

Unit: mm

Fig. 4. 1 Specimen of uniaxial tensile test.

90 deg RD

45 deg

0 deg
e

Fig. 4. 2 Cut-out direction of uniaxial specimen.

Hifi |53 O &G0 LG CTOEINT] - HEOT AR K, Swiftds K OVoce DN TAE{ L
(2 & DTl % Fig. 4. 312, JIE S 7B UREE: 2 Table 4. 212773, I LA LRSS K OHEO
HEFEG L0, BEEMI345° 5N R B e N BT PERIIE S vz,

Table 4. 2 Mechanical properties of test materials.

Tensile
E Oo2 Opy €§ C* n* a * Axx | Bk | O | e
direction
/d /GPa | /MPa | /MPa /MPa /MPa | /MPa
€g

0 [61.9169.1271.4|0.172|493.9 | 0.24 | 0.008 | 350.6 | 185.0 | 11.2 | 0.54

High Cube - 45 |65.1 | 151.5 | 249.6 | 0.245 | 468.7 | 0.28 | 0.014 | 355.2 | 200.0 | 7.0 | 0.13

90| 62.4 | 163.0 | 266.4 | 0.184 | 484.5 | 0.25 | 0.007 | 350.2 | 189.0 | 10.3 | 0.55

*Approximated using o = c(a +&° )n at &” =0.002 ~ &b

**Approximated using o = A4— Bxexp {—C x g"} at & =0.002 ~ &

***Measured at uniaxial nominal strain &, =0.10
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Fig. 4. 3 True stress-logarithmic plastic strain diagram.
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Fig. 4.4 Schematic illustration of CNC tension-pressure type biaxial stress apparatus
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Fig. 4.5 Geometry of tubular specimen. « is the rolling direction of the original sheet sample
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Fig. 4. 6 Experimental stress path and liner path
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Fig. 4. 7 True stress-logarithmic plastic strain diagram (0, : 0y =2:1)
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Fig. 4. 8 True stress-logarithmic plastic strain diagram (0, : 0y =4:3)
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Fig. 4. 12 Variation of the shape ratios of stress points, a/a,, , with ¢/ under linear stress paths.
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Fig. 4. 13 Contours of plastic work, compared with theoretical yield loci.
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432. & OHEINTHE S BI7m b8 o E A1k
AT &0, Y1d2000-2dFEARBE%CT, (bt O MM 2@ X e B I RBLS h, BTk

EDBRGWERTA—FOENCHL—B LIMEHANH D 2 L BRI N, £ 2T, REME LV,

Z ef ORI L U TREIL, FEMICANT 272D OERILEITS. TOFIEZLLTITRT.

i) Fig. 4. 13 @IZBWTHOLNIMDZE A & OREE L TRATELT 5.

A -4,

M= 4-5
1+exp{(€é’ - X, )/ dx} (*+3)
i) N@-5) TP ENTMERNNT, FlTHIET Do ~ay ZFHERET S.
i) iR NTR LN a,~ ay DELZE ¢ ORI E LTI TEET 5.
a, :zél—Bexp(—Cg(‘;)Jng(')D (4-6)

RDIM, a, OITLL/XT A —4 % Table 4. 312, O % Fig. 4. 14 (a)l2, Hfh5(5E, 2 d@h5|
SRARIE T OG-0 AR & Fig. 4. 14 (b)IC, FeiRphmm & S L9 & O ek % Fig. 4. 14 (o)l
R

PLEDFIEIZ X0 BRI OREBM 8L ORGSR T A —F a, % e OEE L GERT 5 2
& T, R O BT LS B & G 2 D G EEIC R BT X 5.

Table 4. 3 Material parameters of the Y1d2000-2d yield function for reproducing the differential work

hardening of the test material

M* a, skk a, skk a, ksk a, ksk a; ksk Q ksk a, sk o sk

A, 2.482 A 0974 1.028 0.931 0993 0981 1.046 0.981 1.285

A4, 38.078 B 0.079 0.066 0.047 -0.050 -0.050 0.099 0.253 -0.195

X0 0.068 C 23.17 3025 20.17 2399 2035 135E-6 2155 2033

dx 0.029 D - - 0.329 0.130 0.144 0359 0.128 -0.516
A -4,

* Approximated using M =

b =0.002~0.16
1+exp{(5(‘)’ —xo)/Ax} th ot 4

**Approximated using «, = 4—-B exp(—ng ) +Dg) at &) =0.002~0.16
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Fig. 4. 14 (a) Variation of material parameters of the Y1d2000-2d yield function with &}, approximated
using Egs. (3) and (4). (b) Measured true stress-true plastic strain curves, compared with those calculated
using the Y1d2000-2d yield function with differential work hardening (DWH). (c) Measured stress points
forming contours of plastic work, compared with the theoretical yield loci based on the Y1d2000-2d yield
function with DWH
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Fig. 4. 15 Description of apparatus for hydraulic bulge test

OFRBREICIIDICIC & 2 =R T IEHEMNRE > 27 A ARAMIS (GOMAHY) & v 7=, B
500 T ESED T A Z %2 L, SHz CRER T O % 2 1l E APCICE D AT, BB £
WIETORBDOT X MMERREZ#IV TR E, MERDOMEENSOTHEZRET D, O &Ml
EDORET L ZOWKIX, T LRF—2 /0723 % Fig. 4. 161237, F£72, EBFERIX
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(a) Picture of testing

(c) Picture of specimen for hydraulic bulge test

Fig. 4. 16 The strain measurement system
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t=t,exp(e,)=t, exp(—gx —gy) (4-8)
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Fig. 4. 17 Equibiaxial stress—thickness plastic strain curves determined using the hydraulic bulge
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Fig. 4. 18 Schematic illustration of the FEA model for the hydraulic bulge test; (a) initial mesh division

of a blank, and (b) a tool setup

INTAE LRI, FRAEDT ) Bl [ 9RER 1T & 0 [AE S 7 Swito A v /- (Table 1IZ00) . f#tfr
W BRBIEE, 438 TR b L2 B LA (DWH) OY1d2000-2dRBRBIE (M B L Ve, (i=
1~ 8) Z & OB ETD) DM T, WO DIZ, SHE{EET /L& L CTvon Mises, Hililig| 7R
BRICCTHIE Lo r, re, n 2 W THIRIE S UZHINlO —IREEIRBIZK (-Hill’48) , & =0.002, 0.04, 0.16

WX 2 PR 2% LT @ 372 Y1d2000-2d B4R B 2 & FH VO =

Y1d2000-2d D )54/ X5 A — % % Table 4. 417777,

FhHw bz E LTz

Table 4. 4 Anisotropic parameters of the Y1d2000-2d yield function used in the FEA simulations

& 0.002 0.04 0.16
M 6.7 12.5 38.7
a, 0.907 0.943 0.974
a, 0.993 1.010 1.022
a, 0.922 0.926 0.972
a, 1.045 1.018 1.010
a, 1.032 1.009 1.003
o, 0.988 0.962 0.992
a, 0.830 0.889 1.001
o 1.429 1.352 1.204
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Fig. 4. 19 Measured thickness strain-pressure curve at the apex of a bulging specimen, compared with
those calculated using finite element analysis with selected yield functions. DWH: differential work
hardening
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Fig. 4. 20 Measured thickness strain along meridian lines of a bulged specimen, compared with those
calculated using finite element analysis with selected yield functions
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1%, ZESIRRE FIZB W, MEHTIND 2 ISR RS 2556 OIEEFELBSZE L, £
DB & FRECHBLT 257 UWbazilkA 5.

BEAMEMENCAH 5T 23 8RiE L LTIE, BME2HEH L7sliE—Ra U aEiliiEicon
THEL OWE BT, 2172 8) b5, BEMOFERERIITEAWNIS IR EL 2D Z LI
DI, M OFEROERFCHEHIMbD D5 L 1T R 5. Ml d, BIE—WEMEERER L
LT, B REBiic s ) 2 A SE2AFE (BIRIR[3, 4172 L) 50, £OL ITHRER
HEOHIZEHLTEY, ARMRKBEFEZIZI0%U EORKOTHEM 5T D282 ST
W S ERIRFIC BT B3 T v v BN RO B A R B ATRE A BHE R & L O BN LRI [5~8]23
HEINTEY, SbRBERARETANERINTNVD9~11]. LrL, BEHELET L OREE
FRAIENE, BAEREIREE S L <IXH AW FIREE & 2 O/ ATIZRB T 26 REBICIRE S TE Y
[1,12,13], Z#h51RISTPIRREBIZ W TS IR 2 5 HE AR OYG 1ok LT, BEhmi{kH] o2
U2 WEE L 72 FZEIT A 720 4, 14, 15]. N2 T, BEME(LANC oW TIEBMERENS /1 O 2 b A &
BT 272012, HEMICHERBEOTLEBEI S0, £ 064, BRBEEEBEEART v
Yl AT LCRERNAIZEAT 5. 370 bk 03 Zaf B o584 710 b BB b Al o s8¢
%%, LavL, BEWECAIZEA LZ5A 0, ") Tkt 5 B Rl o224 ¢ & 52
BREITHRGE L 7R 20138 6D T 72 [15].

Z 2 CARFETIE, WEHEB 72 < BaOMEE AN M JE 5 12— T o Dk B BEHRE 4 3k & L C,
il SV ERER I KL OEEhS KRR TO SR AMTRRER X VD, BPEH O BRIBVELR Y 25 B & B AT RE R
etk BI%cds K O LRI A RET 5. RO CEEF IS PIEROT A a2 A 5 L7 R A 2 v
TH SV VR ZATV, WO T OT 3% 2T 1M B OB AF B & 5EIC RGeS 5. S
B\ B JIRRE CO R AR L 0 X T A —& 2 LEE{ERIIC L 2Rt RIEE, POT4
BT T AR D S T T T OB T A E) A R R I RIE - i U, BEhE kA & BEE LR o
MM BRI T 5.
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5.2. IHREZEOZEHIC NIRREICE T 5B EREHDAIE

KEETHWHHEEB T, FME63.5mm, WIESmmOENE: ik B S Th 5. BRI, BE
WIEH Je7)> HFig. 5. LR 3R EARSmm O /MY BLIEAER - &, AMES8mm,  AIJE2mmo [ 7K
B 2N TICZ VHIY L, 2B, —d oL URBRICH W . gAMb
Ji% % Table 5. 1127~.

Table 5. 1 Chemical composition of the test material (Wt%).
C Si Mn P S Fe
0.21 0.19 0.50 0.018 0.003 Bal.

Mother tube

A e —
Type: Axial1 P
@ lJ III
Type: Circumferential
(a)
25.5
8 M5

A

S
(b)
250 *5
©L / ‘
+ //
lamping area
(c)

Fig. 5. 1 Schematic of specimens: (a) mother tube and sectional views of small uniaxial stress specimens, (b)
geometry of small uniaxial stress specimen used for uniaxial monotonic and reverse loading tests, and (c)

geometry of tubular specimen used for multiaxial tube expansion tests. All dimensions are in mm
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ANERLEERER A I CRE S 1R, PR DG NSk L CE NSRBI SR, B IEAE, SO AT
R AT o 7. BB OMmSGIXA U CEE L, JEMEIG ) & 59 2 EBRO BRI R B 115 H 4 F
WCHRBR T OEIR 2 BHIE Lz, SIIRRBED 7 0 A~y RENGEEE, OF s ER 2x107%s™ &
D EDRGE LT, Hmslok, EREEBUIE LT, MBS T AT S L ITEET S
FC, MERAMRBRICE L T, T2 ¥ —r OABOT AR K 2 AR LT-.

A) 51H3% — JEHE-3% —  5l1E10%

(B) 5liE3% — JEMH% —  519R10%

52.1. /PR EhERERRS R
() HepARTRER

ANRTBERERER T A B BT, PR T NSkt 2 B |8, TEAR RS B 7e & QNSRRI
(RO TR L B /8T A —F ORIER R ZFig. 5. 2177, £355E & A OB R4
W5 &, MBATIRICER LT, EMEHER CHIERTREZ2 O3 AR L5 ERBR L 0 /hS v o
D, WMEIFMR—ELTEY, SlREEMOMPEGHITNE SR oTz. S5, Eiidrm
2 g B R BREE R & AT 2 RBRAE RO I D, WE T L TR, ARSIk
T LUHEITVE S RRRICAFAE Liso 7z, T7ebbh, AMEMIIEEE S T ik L2551
MELE e d 2 LN TE D, £io, TROOMTAELZEENE, Swiftfl OFREEELANC X - TR E
BLAERBLESNT. T /XT A —% % Table 5. 2127”7,

Table 5.2 Hardening parameters of Swift’s hardening law.

C* n* a*

892.4 0.26 0.008

*Approximated using o = c( a+e’ )n

800 . ; ; 800
O'wi o‘a=1 :0 aw: GU=021
& 400 & 400 =
= < -
~ ~
N b
a 0 g 0
q,_) Tensile 9 Tensile
= #1 5 #1
- - -#2 ---#2
% -400 /_—\ Compression [ 1 g -400 - /— Compression| |
|: #1 ': — #1
- -2 - -#2
-800 | | | | -800 | | | |
010 -005 000 005 010 015 020 010 -005 000 005 010 015  0.20
Logarithmic plastic strain ¢° Logarithmic plastic strain &’
(a) Axial direction (b) Circumferential direction
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800 T T

o’w:O'U=1:0
[o] -
O 600} == g
=
©
@ 400+ .
e 7
k7 7 — -
o o0l Axial direction
E - - - - Swift's power law
:0=892(0.008+F)°%
0 1 T
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3

Logarithmic plastic strain ¢”

(c) Hardening parameter fittings for Swift’s power law

Fig. 5. 2 True stress-logarithmic strain curves measured for uniaxial tensile and compression tests

REARTAR

/IR BSIEASR Fr 22 2T ], F S D7 10 2 L8 IS g S IR R RS R & Fig. 5. 38 K
O'Fig. 5. 4I2~9. ERFEER LY, ISA AR OF RIS DR T 5, BHEF 2T 2 U ARMN

HIE -,

AR A DERER T AT

£

DRETBBLICETNTHL EHRTLNTED.

True stress o/ MPa

True stress o/ MPa

True stress o/ MPa

0.10

600

EIIIEFINE L, WWHKERIZ LA N T R &

300 |

Circumferential direction

-300

-600

—#
ERE )

Young's modulus

-0.02

0.04

0.02
True strain ¢

0.00

0.06

0.08

(b) Circumferential direction

Fig. 5. 3 True stress-true strain curves measured for reverse loading tests path A

True stresso/ MPa
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300} - 1
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-300 F ---#2 1
""" Young's modulus
-600 I I I I
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True strain ¢
(a) Axial direction
600 — T T T
Axial direction
300f
0
: —#1
L - #2 4
800F | T Young's modulus
-600 Il Il Il Il
-0.04 -0.02 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06

True strain ¢

(a) Axial direction

0.08
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T

300 |

T
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|

-300

-600

Young's modulusg

1

-0.04

1
0.00  0.02
True straing

1
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1
0.04
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(b) Circumferential direction

Fig. 5. 4 True stress-true strain curves measured for reverse loading tests path B
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600 L p - - - Command
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o 0.01

400 +

)
o
S
T
\
Y

Circumferential stress o,/ MPa

0 200 400 600 800
Axial stress oy / MPa

Fig. 5. 5 Experimental stress path of multiaxial tube expansion test

Oy:0p= 4:1 2:1 4:3 1:1 3:4 1:2 1:4

Fig. 5. 6 Fractured specimens for multiaxial tube expansion test
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Fig. 5.7 (a) True stress-true plastic strain curves measured using tube expansion tests

(b) Specimens after multiaxial expansion test

(I FOF B O IS AR

THIE S FTOTOTHORBEEFTMT 57201, £,= 005 OHS FIEE T OT A A5 Lz
FAERER A6 L C il S L DR 21T 7. T72bb, H—AfLo, 0, =-1:0 DEHhI
HERE & L, 3 AL o, 10, =1:0,2:1, 1:1, 12,0105V & Liz. 728, 5 _AffD o, 10, =
10X LTI —, AL b/ B 20 L7

0,10, = L0DEKERG % Fig. 5. 8103 H— AR OMTIA TIEMIL, £ TOIETIH TR — O
RIS, TO®%, BRITROE _AMICBO TSR Z B IZAT 5.

TOT 55O ZHilE R K0 JE S s BIS D —% O3 2 iR 2 Fig. 5. 91", 22
T, B AMEIRM LIZRROUTAE20E LTHREREZRLTND. £, 7T 7&2RICT 57
WIZ 0,10, =2:1, 1208 LT KR TIEN T DB %, 0,00, =11k L CIEE7 M & ME
[ TRt L7z,

T, ISSPREDE T, B RFILHTTE (96 L <AL0TTI0) OHDPERIRD r— A D LBRGER:
CHEHTD (0,:0,=1:0L 0:15BLKV2:1 L 1:2). BT, ¢ EHAMKRICMD o RERKEOT
HERT. TOTHABRICEY, oy ORDFHI~HTAM 25 Lo, ¢ FRBRRFEIRT) &
72598k (0,:0,=1:0, 2:1) T, N HRICEBHEREIS IAMET LTS, 7272
L, FHEHOTHRIRETH 5 (0)B LO@)DHEIZB W TIE, BLZ0.08<e& [ZBWTHIAM D EE
BWEL, BHHEE-BLTND. 0,:0,=1:10¢5ME 0 FMOLETIE, BERYIM, +
72 BB LFIIZ B Ty D LV ARWIEMREIS ) CEE S ER L TS, —J7, Pl
OFZIRIE L FIBRIC, BEZ0.08< e, THIAMOEENHERL, ¢, 05 M & BITITEF—ORER
Elgofe. LEOEBRRERLY, FOTFHMNERO ZMISRBRICE WV TIL, s RE 08
B LRRRIC, ATARFMOREBN AT L THRE LTRND bOO, KO AFMBER C5 S s
OF ZOBRICH, AR ORBIIRETHA T 2B S, Lieni> T, HIEH0

-121-



FOE ISSIERZ AL D WS T) T COBRBMEEE AR ORIE LT T b

SN OFER 6 = C(aé® —ae®) DG TRDOENDET L (LLFAFE) 2_—22F 5 2 L REE
L.

HEIRANLRTA R DR IR 2 \ZIHKRT 5E TV, il 21X Armstrong & Frederick[7]12 & ¥ ## 2 &7z
Hla

600

— 2nd loading °
Loz 0p=1:0
— > |

400

5 200 £
& L f _
= 0
s | l )
© 200 —#1
. I - - - _
~400 L
I - Ist loading |
-600 - - -
-0.08 -0.04 0.00 0.04 0.08

€y

Fig. 5. 8 True stress-logarithmic strain curves measured for second loading of reverse loading tests with
uniaxial compression followed by uniaxial tension in axial direction
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Fig. 5.9 True stress-logarithmic strain curves measured for second loading of reverse loading tests with
uniaxial compression followed by biaxial tension
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D, JSHZEEOFE IR (THEhs [ RIREE) 2BV T e =0.24F T, HEIEMIRETIZe =005 T
OERMALFROWPEIZRK T Lz, S BIT, IGSE DS, Yi%d & \ZxHET 5 o, ThRL T
5 VT EEVR TP A, von Mises[19], Hillod —7k[20]35 L TAY1d2000-2d AR BI% 211D FHEL
& & HITFig. 2(b)ITRT. 22T, TNETNORREEOFHFEIZH W T A—=21X, &£=0.1
(231 D von Mises: O,y , HIlD "R : O gy O i s 0, Y1d2000-2d: O s Gpis Ovs Tamis Toumis o CO 2.
T2T2 L O i G > Fomio P VEEAVERVEBIITIEY, P JE 07 160 L 5 | BRRRIRIC 3500 B 5 1136 L OV,
Oy 1y (T TS IRIRAEDIET) L MIEOF BRI (1, =de) /de)) T D. ods, HEhRERR
IZX DR NOT R OREEAIFIE L, HES I PREICB W TELGEE D720
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Table 5. 3 Anisotropic parameters for Y1d2000-2d

P
&t M a, A 2 a, a 2

0.10 6.0 0.9867 1.0366 1.0497 1.0180 1.0155 1.0723
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Fig. 5. 10 (a) Measured stress points forming contours of plastic work for different levels of & , and (b)
those normalized by uniaxial tensile flow stress o, associated with & compared with the

yield loci calculated using selected yield functions
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Fig. 5. 11 Variation of the shape ratio a/a,, with the increase of &f
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Fig. 5.12 True stress-logarithmic strain curves measured for reverse loading test,
compared with those calculated using selected constitutive models

Table 5.4 Parameters of kinematic hardening models

CR model YU model
Yo/ MPa 202.6 Yo/ MPa 226.7
Ccri 2000 Cyui 2000
Ccr2 156.3 Cyuz 263.4
a / MPa 94.6 B/MPa 289.5
H,./ MPa 865.0 byy / MPa 131.3
bcr 9.32 k 11.12
O/ MPa 173.1 Rg.i/ MPa 157.5
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Fig. 5. 13 Loading paths and subsequent yield loci for reverse loading tests with uniaxial compression
followed by biaxial tension. IH: isotropic hardening model, CR: Chaboche-Rousselier model[9,
23], and YU: Yoshida-Uemori model[10, 24].
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Fig. 5. 14 True stress-logarithmic strain curves measured for second loading of reverse loading tests with

uniaxial compression followed by biaxial tension, compared with those calculated using isotropic

and kinematic hardening models

-129-



FOE ISSIERZ AL D WS T) T COBRBMEEE AR ORIE LT T b

542,  WVEOT B EE O FA )

CWRIThS Sl BB 2T AREE DM N (=of /66 ) (KT TREALH] &S TRIRIED
BB T 2B ZFig. 5. 1510RY. TR O Sein AT 258 O I E LR B L RN BE 4 2 FEBRmR
REIE, DS SIRAEDS Bl S ) OB AT T IRE S TV S 72w, BIEiA LRI 2 5 E L 7B
NPIIECRNCR &7, EHELRIOSEE L FR—Th 5 (Fig. 5. 15(a). J7ebbh, Hlls ke
R AT SRR C O SR A TR BRI, BB LRI A4 U 72 BRI NP 3 G LRI & — 2T 2 AR
D TREMRFEFRZME L VA D, L L—RIZIE, BEWELRIZ R L2560 NP IE, ArEE
RIGIVIRREIZ L > THEA T T 5 (Fig 5.15(b) . FEMBIOEMEREI & @RS EIC T HT 5729
I, MPEHT R 2RO P B O Ty = tan”(de) [ded) 28 NP I X S LK BB S T
LHEEZERAL, BERNAOZ LA REET 2 LERH 5.

%) _——

- ) Isotropic
Kinematic P

Kinematic

e

Isotropic

(b)
Fig. 5. 15 Schematic illustrations of the directions of plastic strain rates calculated using isotropic and

kinematic hardening models: (a) monotonic loading paths, and (b) combined loading paths with
uniaxial compression followed by biaxial tension
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Fig. 5.16 Comparison of directions of plastic strain rates between measurement and those calculated
using selected constitutive models: (a) monotonic loading paths and (b) combined loading

paths with uniaxial compression followed by biaxial tension
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62. SEDRE

AW TIE, MEIOERIRIEIZIE U T, WHIZEIREDET AT R T b8 4, FELLA]
ERREBICIIBEE R ZEHT 52 & C, EBMEOREY I 2L —ra VOERKBERICET
HZERRB LI, 12720, EEOSBMEIO 1RINT, 25T 7t 280 TiE, st
GERD— R EIGIRRE L A2 DA 137, Lo T, MEND 2 ERIREITEKT L7
WENEE M BHE T LR A% OB L 70D, ZTO=DI12iE, B & BEE(L A FIRICE T
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S & XAk
[1]  Barlat, F., Gracio, J. J., Lee, M. G., Rauch, E. F. & Vincze, G. (2011). An alternative to kinematic
hardening in classical plasticity. International Journal of Plasticity, 27(9), 1309-1327.
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Fig. 1 Schematics for the calculation of the distance of a calculated yield locus from the measured

work contour
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