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Elastic-plastic analysis of porous materials
considering anisotropy and its evolution
caused by arrangement of voids

Makoto ITIZUKA

Abstract

During plastic deformation, the influence of microscopic voids on macroscopic mechan-
ical behavior is important consideration, because ductile fracture occurs through the nu-
cleation, the growth and the coalescence of voids. The GTN model is also used to describe
these effects of voids. However, GTN model cannot describe anisotropy caused by distri-
bution of voids. So the purpose of this study is to analyze these porous materials by finite
element analysis. The method of analysis and constitutive equations are developed.

At first, deformation behavior for perforated metal sheets with randamly distributed
holes are analyzed by using anisotropic Gurson’s yield function. The constitutive equation
is developed by Nagaki et al. Generally, such a conplex shape models are difficult to
analysis because large number of elements and nodes are required to analyze. On the other
hand, the analysis method developed here requires only small number and simple shape
of elements. The accuracy is validated by using normal analysis method and examination
of perforated sheet.

Next, the constitutive equation is improved to be able to consider three dimensional
growth of voids. The evolution equation of internal state variables are established in order
to represent the direction of strain, strain rate and their histories. Thermomechanical
consideration based on Clausius-Duhem’s inequality is used to derive the model. Theoret-
ical results of present theory are compared to the model postulating infinite periodic voids
distributed model. It is confirmed that the constitutive equation can describe stress-strain
relationship and three dimensional growth of void.

However, present model could not consider work hardening of matrix material. So the
specific form of the dissipation inequality is modified and thermomechanical conjugate
force is established. The new yield function is presented by using thermomechanical con-
jugate force derived above. The accuracy of the model is validated by FEA of unit cell in
yield surfaces and stress - strain relationship. It is shown that the present theory has a
good agreement with FEA. On the other hand, a parameter for the theory has changed

for yield surface between strain - damage relationship.



At last, it is tried to introduce the effect of plastic strain direction to the constitutive
equation derived from anisotropic Gurson’s yield function. Anisotropic growth of void is
represented by only a constant parameter. Growth behavior of holes of the perforated
sheets are experimentally observed to validate the presented constitutive equation. The
present theory has shown the good agreement with experimental result with a few ar-
rangements of holes by constant parameters.

In summary of this paper, a few constitutive equations and analysis method for porous
ductile materials are presented. Successfully the accuracy is validated for some cases of
stress, strain and damage conditions by comparing the models of porous materials. Present
method has possibilities to predict deformation and fracture behavior of the materials

including voids.
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Initiation Growth Coalescence

Fig. 1.1 Fracture process of ductile materials.
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1.2. MOWFFEH I & DHr5EHI

. . . Axisymmetric plastic flow
Concentric spherical void

Rigid-plastic spherical media

Fig. 1.2 Gurson’s model of porous plastic material for rigid plastic analysis.

Cylindrical voids

Fig. 1.3 Tvergaard’s cylindrical voids model.
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1.2. MOWFFEH I & DHr5EHI

Damaged material

<¢.“l
Sp .
Voids or cracks

Fig. 1.4 Difinition of damage variable D by Lemaitre’s consideration.
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1.3. BEWIFROINR & 3R

cr AT = A*T* = o(Av) = o (A*v*)

X1

Fig. 1.5 Equivalent area vector and equivalent stress tensor.
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FH2E RERITIEBRNECARERETIVE
FE

2.1 S

ARETIX, AL TIRET 2L ABEMEOMAA L, AREZEETILD HEE DT 5.
MDD T, M Gurson DFREEIELE EADELANSEEZEZRL7ZE DIZOWTIE,
R - Sowerby (7 38) 5 X UF Nagaki 5 WD 12X > TIHREINEZEDTH L. THUMND%E
ADEFGHREZZRBLUZHEERNICOVTIE, 2@ TAMETHZIIRETDIEDTHS.

2.2 ZEALHFEREDETIVIE

R R 22 AL DRI & BRI R AR E) & 2550 D10 % 7201213, FEMRIDOZ2AL.DRLS
PRRBEEZET LT 2 HENDHDH. AHIiTIE, RiUITEET B2 5 MERERIZOWN
THWHT 5.

2.2.1 3 RuTEFAFREFTETIL

i R 22 ALECAIRE L LT, M 2.1 D& D READPMHIRICESILAZETIVEE RS, 2
DETIVTI, ZAIIKEFIRIIR TR ARICESI LU TE Y, RO Eih & sl e 13—
THREDL LTS, REEZ X;, ThedItd 2 hmcesi)22AME% 2L, EH
ROkl % a; £ 925, ZOETIVOERZEEL, M2.2I0RTHEMEVICE>TRES D,
YRR RO & T, HIAIFAERERMENT I & > THRAUEIRBA & U 72 228 OfiF
M FRETH 5.

2.2.2 2 RTEAFRBFIDHFETILERD / A BEDEE

EMENZ BT D LADDMHILEL, NRAITHLOMNHKRTH S, Biffi0T T IVITHAI
BT REL %%mbt%rwfﬁéﬁ,iUﬁ%K@Xﬁwa%%%m%bt%?wﬁ%
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X3

L3

as

Leos®s (1

,," a9 LQ X2
OO0 ,
X2 Ll
X/ Voids e
Fig. 2.1 Three dimensional voids regu- Fig. 2.2 Unit cell of 3D voids regularly
larly distributed model. distributed model.

EL LB, TIT, AHANZEANHG LU ZET IOV TEER RO LB RIZEAT S
A, OO, ZZTIRERICHABARINIZOAG U, 2IRTCETINVEEZERD.

RO/ A BN ENE

ZZADBHIZ AL CO 2 5A T, BERIIGIIICEIST -ETHDLARTIEN
TX%. — AT, ZAPFRHANIAOHE LU TR EEIZEWTIE, EAOEEL TV HEFFE
D TRWE, F2FEARICEC TRTNAZEETIZR 2 L EZ b0, HGE
Gt &> TEAT S, 2D &S BRI EGIREZ FHT 2 720, ZEAORINEHRE
UZ=ARn ) o gl dl 09 2525,

RO A S ERE L, 2.3 D& IEHEOZELRE L2 KA R O EE AR
O THBENETLH2EDTHD. £R0 ) A FHEEIXARDT ) A L AK LT, &ZEADE
B EARTIENTEDL. AARICEOCTIEERO -0, £HR0 ) A HERNICS W TIEE
GBERIIFAUEE 220D T 5.

RO/ A ZAVORAHBREA DEHR

BEE*EHETIIIHY, RINAHANIHHA LU EZETIVICEWNTE BN S6HE
TFIWEFRBRBRERIGFE LW, 221HOETIVERD ) A ZAHBIIBRDI RIS ERD.
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2.2. ZEASMIEEDE T IVL

@ @ Voronoi border

Fig. 2.3 Example of Voronoi tesselation.

Z T, RNARELRBEANEREL, EEORT ) A % MEE R G IVHEBA 2T 5 2
LEEZD.

il s 4344 13 58 GO 12k B3 27 LAY —0OHH%E, RO A HBOBERITH
B0 A FEEICE U CRABHIRANE BT 2 Z L 2 EL TV, HILODIE, o
HEROFHERIRE LT, RO/ MR THERI NI ML HIH TG L ZRINLE
BT2HETHD, BYHREIREL TS, JI2TIE, ZOREHBIOWVTHITS.

Bl UT, K24(a) DR ) A ZAREEZZD. WL X, 25 ME 0 721 [HEx U 7~ il X
WU TR ) A2 AR LRI Dy 2E# U, DI WERUNERLME ) EZRDD. Z
NIREAROE# AL RS, BEEINRKEZDZDIE, THEERT DI X, THY,
XL HNIW T 2RI % Dy &9 5. WK, ZRBEORAVOEDLFLIOEEY Ly,
Ly DI, Dy, Dy DILEFELWED L L, BHEBEOREAHOMHME S, MWxDRT ) A %4
OEREELWEDE TN, BMEBEOREAFIZIRRNDO LS 12425,

L_o, o
Lo Do '
S, = L1 Ls (2.2)

TR E ST, BALFHANI O U 2B s BT E BRI AR D IRE & 1B U 721845
BOEBNAREL 2D, £2AT, HAMBHIETHIEEICHEVTIE, —IHEMO L
YREAFROEIZ—H LR, TOLDREEIIHE T REERDOERIZOVTIE, FrH 68 A
RELTVZ, KX CTIREHEDOZO, FRIAHEE T IOV TIIHELDAZE R .

ZOMOZEREE LT, EiG 00X, REEHCH B2 L O L L % A RS
ERVTEARA L LB 2 5oEBEABREREL TS, £/, % 00 1%, ByiH
ORI & R MAG DY ZMEIEEZIREL TS, LAUAYD, Bl
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RET DM A L FRERT T IETIE

i
it

A Voronoi polygon X/ X9

0 X
2Lo
X 214 \

AL

Converted rectangle

\ 7 \Xl

(a)Projection of Voronoi polygon. (b) Conversion to rectangle.

Fig. 2.4 Conversion from Voronoi polygon to rectangle using projection theory.

FE3RICET NI T DERNTERVHERD DY, B IRIIBE IR 2 BRI
RINTHRNZ DD, KX TEEDRNI LT 5.

2.3 BEFVYINEREBRATVYIL

22 LD E % FRE U A DRI, B AR REBORMF 2GR %2 KRB U 72N
RELBMWBETHS. Gurson D IFAHN S —BTHDEIAMMOEK fI2E>T, ZHADH
BERBFUZBRBEBZREL TS, LALANS, BAMEZRTD/ZOIIEANTT—
BTHRL, HAMOEREAETIRICE > TEANGREELZRETLI2HENH 5.

ZFDD, KK TIRA L - KB (718,19, 20) |2 5 TIREINTWD, BETVVILQ
ZRHWS. BETVVIIZ2BRTRT VIV THY, TOEMEQ, LT 2 EH AN
I M ZHHOCTIRAD LS IZERIND.

3
=1

Qi (& HAEICE T DEADHBEIETHY, LFDIIITELT S.

Ta20as3 Tazal Ta1 a2

O = Qo= —"+, Q3 = 3D del 2.4

1 AL,Ls’ 2 ALsL,’ 3 411 Lo ( model) (2.4)
a a

A =—, Q9 =— 2D 1 2.

1= =g (2D model)  (25)
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2.3. BEFVYVINEEBIEHT VYL

alZ2MTETIVIZTBIT D MEADEETHS.

MENZ BRI (R ED)Cauchy jn)i o MEHT % & &, EAEHEIZS TG %
ZITROZ LD TEDMHBMNRNT EOHB LY B/NI N LIZ&Y, AR T S, 2
DILRINZIeHERT AT VVINE LT, EEHRHT VIS BIRARD LS ITEEHEI
n3.

5:%w¢+¢@ (2.6)

QHAGT VY IVOKEISH T VY VIS SR e R ZhOHEHRT VYV IV I
En, BIZIFRRO LS BESHCSNE 19,

P=»1-Q)! (2.7)

1LIF2PDEET VYNV THD.

ZOREIGH OYIRNERE BT D720, 25D & REANBNEITHDEHE
FIBIZ—DDOMNEANHDETNEEZEZRD. EFRNERRIRIEN% o, RMAOWMBKZIES
D>b, o LREILAAOED % s £ T5. ZARMLEEDH AV IZBII2 020 HnEE
Z0UE,

QUL::/1 sdAW (2.8)
A
2135, 22T, ADHEIZBI2MHBANIEST s OFHE% 5 & $hIE,
/ sdAM) = 5(2L — 2a) (2.9)
A

25, N (28) BLU(2.9) 2 IET5IZTDONT LTI,

— 0 (2.10)
NELNE, FROEES o0, Q, %, TVVIES, o, Q, PIZLOTESHZS &,

s=0(1-Q)!

—o® (2.11)
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U, Q=a/L, ®=1/QTHh%. ZhuF, X (2.6) 1B FFEERNOERLFAKTD
5 ZeMb, HidUZRERDIFZEAMLZ@DHIZE T LIS DFETH D LR 5
ZeMTED. XN (211) 1B s I MICIERFRE 2D 720, HAKIIZONTThE
SIS 2RI & DFIfEZE & > THIMEL 28 DA, X (2.6) DEEIEHERS. ZZ
TIF 1RO BIE R R S FEIR I DN FERE BRU 208, 3oeHEICN T2 &Y
BB ZEUTOWTIE, ME - KB (19 D25 E BRI A,

X (2.7) ZHOTHEINDEEIR TV VL, ERU7Z &S IR VA O 2L
LM AN ICB D WENIEN s &, HHNICBVTEILALDOLMIRTE IR TE
3. ULnLAS, Zom AW IZH 1T 2MEHKIE1E, Mo (2 13 h A @) (2R
TREVEEZEZLN, BIVHIBRKRICEWTEILAIsh &Y EFEIRH T VYV IVEKRE L
%%, ZO&S%, BGORFLOMEEZERL, MAD &S BHHIENST AL c(0<c<1)
PREIN TS (20),

®=(1-cQ)! (2.12)

c IXFEBPIRAE (2 ALIR) 1IRIF T2 2 L AVRIBI TV D O 23, HRINE DN X W
ATHNE—ELABRTIENTEDLEZIAOLND.

Macroscopic stress o S:/‘/de
Pttt tttd = ol -]

Microscopic stress s
1
—{o1-Q)'+1-92) '}

1 [
Q>/ | sdA?)

__f‘ T 7_ A2 < %{o’(l—ﬂ)_l +(1-9) o}

(0<e<1)

// sdAM
A

|

Fig. 2.5 Relation between microscopic stress and net stress.

2.4 EHM Gurson DEAREEEZADFLSNNEZER L /BRI

AT, Nagaki 4012k > THREX N2, BI5ME Gurson DBIREISL & 227l 0% 51K,
RE2EEUZMERNICOVWTHIAT S, 28, DBORITEWTHEERTL 2 HW5E81,
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2.4. 2TV Gurson OFFRBEE & 22 AL DOE SRR & % 8 U 72 X

AR S . $2805, MUHOHIZ2 DO NRERH 2 HEIE, TORFIZDOWTH
zedEDLT 5.

2.4.1 Gurson DEREHE GTN EFI)L

Gurson (M (&, BRIRFFISANIZ — D DFEDERIREAL D 2 MIEEAE TV &S LIZ, RAD
ZZAATE DR f 2 NI & U 2B RBIEL Fio 2425 U 72 (Gurson DREREIE).

2
Fglo,on, f) = <06q> + 2f cosh (;j;) —(1+ f2) (2.13)

oM

o FERMRT TV, oy (ERMOBERIST, fIFEABEDE, o0 IFIRANTRIND
Mises BLOHY I TH B.

3
Oea = 50171 (2.14)
1
01 = 0ij — = Okk0ij (2.15)

3

o' & o DA, 6, 137032y H—DTIVATHD. HHRARERZEZ 2N, ok
DJEMENE % BERBIEIZ & > TRIT 2720121, 0D 1 REE oy, & BRI AR
LRBEDNHSD. Gurson DFFREALKIIL 2IHTINEZ KRB L THY, f=00D55IZI3E
@ Mises DFEREEE L — 9 5.

—J5 T, Tvergaard ®) &, I FIRIZOAE L72E T IV E MR E LT Gurson DR
BOFZGMEEBRGEL, IRADEDBINT A =R q, qo, @3 ZBINT DL TETIVE EREE
fEU 7.

2
Frio.au )= (20 + 2 fcost (B75) - (14 uf?) (2.16)

Tvergaard - Needleman ®) (%, Z ORI Fr 2 FH L CREEGBEMRIO A Y 77 > R
I — Y RIBEDO A R EEM 217, ¢ = 1.5, @ = 1.0, ¢35 = ¢ DENEHKTHD L L
TWd. X (2.16) DETIVIE, @EMBIOEMEMIEREIZS U TASFHEINTSY, GIN
EFIERIENT NS,

2.4.2 ZEAM Gurson DEREE

GTN E T IVSEERBIEDIEHTIZIE < AV STV B A, 2R RSN 22 AL AT g
DR EFF> TORENZD, B2 RETIENTERY. TIT, K- Sowerby 67 3%)
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1%, Gurson DRI TV V)NV o 2FERSIT7 VIV S TEISWMZ D Z L TERGME
ERBUZ, RADEGM Gurson DBEIREE Fag ZHREL 7.

2
Fac(S,oum, f) = (Seq) + 2f cosh <Z§IZ/][€) — (14 f? (2.17)

oM
I EERKIS I OB RTINS A— 4, S, \ZFERSHHIST S Mises TG T
HY, WRTEEIND (S & S ORAEKS).

82y = g%% (2.18)
1
Si; = Sij — gskkéij (2.19)

Chow - Lu 4 Il - & [ CDIE, 85T >V L & NERRIEEE & U7 B HINERN D,
BEMEORAGEMERZEE LTS, ULRLAEDNS, HO6DETIVIFEEIGIIZDONT
Mises BLO BRI Z REL TS 72, FELHBRGREICEOCTHEMMNEL KRBT LHENTE
B W LMER» DD, —/THRAM Gurson DREREIEIL, 1 HIZBWTHEAN
eIz &k 2 B A%, 52 HTHEMMEZRRHIREL TH Y, MOE TV U TEAMED
Hb.

2.4.3 ZADFAHNRRDIREIC L ZHBUERXDEH

FefRBEIEL (2.17) 2 & &1, MEMEMERZEE TS, £9, ANy F U 7 OBEMRS
DP IZDWTIERHIASER Y St D & T g, X %2155,

0Fac
8a¢j

DY = A (2.20)

ANIREFKRTHD. F77, BHEERPIZE TS sl Rehm Ei2dh D Z & %39 Prager
DEEDEMELY, RABELND.
%I;‘;?SU + %m + ag;‘ff' =0 (2.21)
REFH AN T EANSRDOEND. Lo T, MERKOEKEEZRET D ZOITIEEEDN
2R %2 EAMETIUZR .

9, FEGHOEE SIZOWTIE, SHo & dDEBTHD LMD,

Y 0Sij . 0Sij -
Sij = Do Okl + aq)kl(l)kl (2.22)

Y753, R (26) 2 LIT0S /00 BEV0S/0® EAHE LT ERICR/ATNE, WAZE
3.

Fag =

Sij = Pipor; + 0Py (2.23)
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2.4. 2TV Gurson OFFRBEE & 22 AL DOE SRR & % 8 U 72 X

& 7T, Prager D& DM (2.21) 1%, ROIDICESIHRZOND.

OFac &, OFac +3Emf__aﬂw
doy M7 Tar T T as,

D10 (2.24)

EREY, ERMTI2BERHZDE D, 5y, fO3IDOTHDI b5,
fBEC 6 1220 TIE, Gurson DFERES & AkDEHHRD» OB T 2. BIEOTAIZ
K BRMOEEEEL, FEEmEEEZRKETE, fFIRRRDES RS,

f=Q0=1 Dy, (2.25)
Wiz, ERIEMEAENETRMTRIND ZLns, RAEE5.

oy Dy = (1 = flomeély, (2.26)

eh BRI DY ENROTATH S, TIT, BMOHYEI—HYOTABRERTEE
UT, REMOBIERRRRE by 2 EAT D,

_doy
deh,

hag 122, DEBE UT, SMOBERT% & < 3 &> BB E FOHIZRN. & (2.26),
(2.27) &V, our 1,

har (2.27)

O‘"DP-
(UIZhM( ol (2.28)

1—flom
AN

B, BET Y VIVORMZIREZERNMT S, 221 HTHERNAZZASMET VIS
WTC, BAARESE £, BERHAREEERE S & ZARAMEEZ A TIRRD LS 124 5.

mTapasas
6L1L2L3

INEEEGT VYV IO EMEEHWTE SN,

4 [Q19250 4 [det Q2
[ e Ak Ny e (2.30)
3 T 3 T

235, ERORME(EZ LN, ROLDIIRD.

f=

(2.29)

f:%ﬁﬂﬂﬁ*) (2.31)

2P, ZOXROBEBHIZIZT—BO2ETVIYIVADTE—IF 2 det A DI IZEET 3
OB 62 2R H U7~

% det A = det Atr (AA™) (2.32)
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D/Dt I3YBERREMAS TH S, X (2.25) & (2.31) 2T NIE, EIETFVVIVEA N LY F
VT OB OBEIRAD & S IZBELN5.

tr (QQ1) = 2(1;"%1« D? (2.33)

ZZT, fBOZOEADOKEIZELN, TROLEEGET VY IVOBREKIIINS - 0T
ARBFEIZE ST, HBIKNTHD LIRET S, EYRIHRE L Z2HT Q=0 &L, &
(2.33) IZARA LT k &RkdNIE, QIdEicxtok > ickobhns.

2(1—f)
3f
22 HDOE FEEDIREIZO T ABRIKFNED H 2565, HEWEEO KSRGS, IbhH
ZHHE AN BIGEITR U TIREM T2 DIZBA N D 25, BHRE» S 58RO

RE2EHTEZENTILHEDLDD.
PAEEXY, BESET Y YVIVORZIERIE, X (2.12) OO LS IZBFLND.

0= tr (DP)Q (2.34)

D;i = DOy @y
—=,D0, (2.35)

U, BIRRADELSIIED.

2(1 —
Eij =C ( 3f f) (I)ikal(I)lj (236)
X (2.25), (2.28), (2.35) & (2.24) IZRAL, DPIZDOWTK (2.20) Z@HTHIEX, K
AN IZODVWTOABANROND. INEMRONTHERIIZZ S LB, kADLS

RN

1 .
ij = ﬁnijnklakl (2.37)

ZZT, n, HIZLATFTDOEDIZRINS.

Nij = %(q)ikmkj + mpPy;) (2.38)
mij = % USZ + g (2.39)
H= 1h_Mf <W+ hf];kaynkk {n+you(l-f)} (2.40)
W= <f];>2 (2.41)
a= %f sinh (;fij) (2.42)
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2.4. 2TV Gurson OFFRBEE & 22 AL DOE SRR & % 8 U 72 X

h
~ = cosh (;;5) (2.43)
1 = MijOjkEki (2.44)

— /T, ALY FVTOHEMEES DEIZDOWTIE, EADOME L AL TS Hooke Hi
DO NDETNE, YOI REE, K7V VHEv e UT, MADELSITRTILNTE
5.

1+v, .

= Vaij — %Jkk&j (2.45)
HEH AL, HMEAREENZE ZADOMEIIEFEEL, HALPER GG SR INS. — /T,
AR TS & 5 BERFEE D BEHN 0§ AREELTIEME A TE A DR EIIEMAT & i U
TINI W8, D ZOIZE S Hooke I ZKE L TW5., X612, ANLYF T DM

e _
Dy =

Dz’j = Dl-ej + ij (246)
D& DI, kRS L BRSO TR IND LT IUE, BASHIT LA O E B B A 3
LHNd.

1+v. V. 1 )
Dij = g %~ Eakkaij + 77 Vi IOk (2.47)

EREZRIHEIZOWTHRITIE, Jaumann DS NHEE 6 & A N LY F 2 T OBRBIRAD
FIOIZEZLND.

Gij = Lijri Dy (2.48)

ZIT, L RKRTHEZSN.

E (1 y
Liji = T {2 (0irbj1 + 6:104) + 1_2V5ij5kl}
R Ny N (2.49)
=20 (1= 2) & + 1555 NonNonns — 7255 Nim
- 1—2v v
Nij = 1—|—71/ <nz‘j + 1—2Vnkk52j> (2'50)
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2.5 BRIICHT 2RISR MG

GTN E 7RI ORI, R OIEEMENEZE U, BATFHRRZ N5 BGEH
OFEAZEH LTS, DY, ZANRBESEPEEGT VYV IVIE, BIEOEEBIRE 15
LIS 2 LMREL TV, LA LAY S, ZADFELHUEEMRETIRNE D BIGE
IZBWTIE, BT VYV IVIZEIROBREIAKIE L, BHAEDEREN S 721 TIEEE 5 A,
FoT, BAFHREZERZTTIIRBAELES ZLIXTET, ML 5N FENRZREEN
TEBENDD.

— AT, RHEMICHEERE AFLBORREA 2 AT 2 HEE LT, BFEMaEs
NESHWONS., TITARMTIE, OTHBEREIHKTL 200 3Rk ERE %
BET VY IVHEATESMET 22008 E UT, MASITHUTEZ LN BTIFH
BIRISAEIZOWTHRR S, 28, Affild Ziegler (03, JuJil 69, Lemaitre - Chaboche (6%),
kB (66 DEFEEZ BZIZL TV 5.

2.5.1 Clausius-Duhem DA,

B %58 2 ¥k %2 /179 Clausius-Duhem O ARFRDFATEIL, —MIZIRARD X 5 I1IZERKIN
5.
‘ grad T S
T2
o & Cauchy e 17V, vIddE, p lXEERE, « & Helmholtz HH T 1)L ¥ —%,
TIFAHERE, sldTy bR —%E, q3BWMENRT MV THL. BNEROGEIZE N
TiE, OFAEE e 2HONTXRAD LS IZHIT 5.

o :gradv — p(v + Ts) — q 0 (2.51)

.grz;.[siT >
ROBIFHPREE R PE T DIREEEL, SN S EHEBIR e RN A R L, 1EHE0
T2IZENTIRONIER L IZKBII NG, ML BRINTERE LTI, 2079 A e &t
HWET #RRZENTES. —F, NEERIZOWTIE, MROEMEHEEIRESR Y
BERICBNTHEET 2RI U CGEUNGESBERH S, TDD, T I TIEIDOWE
IREEBDOESE v (] =1,2,3,...) £B<L. ZDLF, Helmholtz T3 IV F—HE ¢
&, AN R L NS BDRE L LT,

o:é—ph+Ts)—q 0 (2.52)

DEDIIRTIENTES. 22T, 20FAelx

e=¢e“+¢€’ (2.54)
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2.5. KIS S B 2Rl S

D&, WSS e & P DRTRT I EMNTED LTS, Helmholtz HHIT RIVF—IZ
X BIEMOT A eP ORFIE, WEIREBEE v 2BUTREHTE 2 L E 2 NE, X (2.53)
X,

=T, xx) (2.55)

EEIRBTILENTES.
X (2.55) ORI 2 L B &,

_ O . z€ 871/1 871[)
= 5ec e+ 8TT+ 8X]XJ (2.56)

&%, 22U, EROGEHEIHIZEWTIE, FRE JIZOWTHRABK ZREL, 3
TOWHIRBZEBODES x s K2V THIZISEDE TS, ThERX (2.52) ITRATHE,

0 0 . 0 dT
<U—pai> :rée—i—(f:.fép—p<s—|—6;@>T—pa;;>'g—grf;1 -q >0 (2.57)

v

2135,
X257 IHMEREDOBREIZEWTHEI LD I L E2MAL, H—HEG I 2L 2%
Z%. ZOL IWIHREFZEILL BN,

gradT =0, e?P =0, x;=0 (2.58)
ey, X257 IFRADLDIZHD.
AN o\
<a—p8€e) > p<8+8T>TZO (2.59)

FRIFEED e BEOTIZOWTHEY ARITFTNIER S BN Ens, BUROBMERER A
CEURREEHRREANGELNS.

_ 0 W
=05 5= Tor (2.60)
EAPEROBNFEHBERIZENTHEY Lo e REL, X (2.57) ITEEIE,

L ep oy . _gradT

#1835, 22T, xs & q/T OEIIENIE %,

o qg>0 (2.61)

)
= g=—gradT 2.62
Py, 9= 8 (2.62)

EREHETNIE, Clausius-Duhem D ARERIIEARINZ, IRAD LS 124 5.

AJE
¢:a:§ww%xj+%~qzo (2.63)
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O NFHAARRE D 72 ) OHGRTH Y, X (2.63) IFHERALFALIFEINDS. 22T, MEOI#
PIZEE 2SN E A FLAKIZ U RV E D L gL, Bk ¢ 1%, JIFER o™ & BWIEGR ¢f

WL TIRRD & D28 5.

" =0:eP+A;x; >0

WZ%quO

2.5.2 BURRT VY vILE—RRIERERDERM

X (2.64) 1I2DWT, —BAbI~NZ PV X & —ALIRENR T MV T %,

X = {0-7AJ}
J = {ép7>.<J}
CREBETIUE, X (2.64) BFUATOLIICHEIZENTES.

P =X-J>0

(2.64)
(2.65)

(2.68)

ZIZT, J=0ThIVEHEEDOEFEIZBENTIE, J & X OMIZKIEEZRI R Y Y22 L IKE

5. §4bDL,

Jr = LraXa

(2.69)

Y95, ZIT, KXFOF) VY XFD FRFIZOWTIIRHEN 2 IEL, —DODIHEOD
HIZE UHBEMNME D BEXNTWBESIIBWTIE, X, JOETORDTIZOWNTHZESE

DeTd, ZDOLE, #ukeld
¢ = XrJr = LraXrXa

LRIND. ZIT,

1
gO(X) = iLFAXFXA

EBITIE, BRI Zp2HOTUTOLS IZENMND.

_ 9y
 OXr

(X)W, UTFDESIIRINDGHEEERD.

A
<MX):n+1@44WH,F+1=fh&&x¢

Jr
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2.6. FJ5ME Gurson DFERBIEIZEE DW= RAHGFR R DE T

ZITA niZZhZThEHTHD. Z0LE, BRI IEX(2.72) &V,

Oy n OF

&85, FRZIMED T AEE eP IZDNWTIE,
oF
o n 9t
€ = AF+1)">~ (2.75)

LHESIENTED. IHIT, n— oo DMRIEEZ E AL, BT ARLIFIRADE S
285,

0 (F'<0)
e’ ={AE (F=0) (2.76)
— o0 (F>0)

F Z R RBIE ALEIE, F>00552R\CT, ERIZH 2RI AN ) S2 OB
OREEA L =T 5. BEHERHIZE TSI RPE IZBERBEE EIZH S (Prager DA
DEM), TROLLF=0THhdILi2FZEANE, F>0DHEEIFRNAING. BRAIZ,
n =0 DHEEITRHIERORER RN 20, n OE % 58 24 1 HEANXIEE ORI R B AR X
nz (64,

Dbzgedd e, BHZENZERDOIRHE J IFRAD L SI12485.

F

Iz BARRIZEZE T,

OF OF
o AOF . OF
e =A5e X =AM

Y, PHRIRBZE D TR A & Sk 2 kA A & AERHE PN D, o X FIRE BT
WMART VY Y IVERIEND D, KX TIHMEE L, FZ2H0&RET VY v )L LIRS,

(2.78)

2.6 EAM Gurson DEREHICEDOWALEABEEREIADEYR

AREITI, F2FME Gurson DRRRBEIHEHME L UT, 25 HiTRUALBNFZNZRE LTV,
Z2ALD 3R R 2 B L 7= R RA 2 E <.
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2.6.1 Helmholtz BRI )L X —EK

¥, ROBSFRES TR 2 NIERE IR 5. BHLEB L LTI, M%)
L2 BUET UL, AN T —RTHERMEENO TR L, &8T5 2 LA TH S
LEDNG. WD, EASTIEE RS ERE LTI, HME RT3 057 Y VL
QEBATS. KB E 12, R (2.25) B 10 L FIUE Q ORBERE 2270,
IITRBAT S, TabY, WIRELSEOES v, ZUTFOES I25<.

xs = {ehy, O} (2.79)
2D & X, Helmholtz HHIT RV F—%E ¢ I3,

(e T, xrs) = (e, T, ely, Q) (2.80)
EHELIENTES. IHIT, FREMZZ 2 NWTHTEE T 2R\ T,

Y =1(e% e, Q) (2.81)

L%, ZIT, ZAOWREFEHOMMIEH U TESET L0, ML L RNEGE,
THEDOHHBRBIERIZONTEANE, Y ITHT Dl OMRITRLIZY,
x5 = {9} (2.82)

Y = (e, Q) (2.83)

DEDIfH[TES.
22T, MEOBEGIREBIZHEEZRIIH LU THEZ5ZBRVEDENET S, ZDE X,

Helmholtz B Z 2V F— ¢ I,

¥(e, Q) =P (%) + 9P (Q) (2.84)
D& 51z, HPED F CHEEFEITED B P LI TELS LN TE D, HESRS
PP I%, Lamé OBMEEB N, p 2 HNT,

1

pwE@ﬂ==§A&im2++w%€% (2.85)

L35, ZO8AE, A (2.60) 25 RRIE,
oY  opF

O;,; = g
K '085% p 85%

(2.86)

= )‘521651']' + 2#6% (287)
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ERY. ZHURFESHMEROBEA L B9 5. — AT, BEHS P 12OV TE,

pP(Q) = mQfy, + 17292 (2.88)

D& DT, FSED LRARDZAT TR, 72EL, Q) = Qij — (1/3)Qudi; 1385 T~
VIVDIRERKRS, m BE P FTNENDHEDHE L FET 21T A—ZTHD. ZDL
&, BT VY INVEEIILER BT B %,

oY

B=pst (2.89)
CEHTD.
& (2.67) £V,

Bij = 2m Qurdij + 2295 (2.90)

YD, CORHIERA (2.62) LESERZH, TAULHI RIS O FHO S BT
TAE % 9 PIERARAE S KU D FEFE I MR I E T 3 L ¥ — 2 B2 2 DIH L, T YLD
SR O T 2V E— 2 BIRT 2 L Z A BNZDTHS. WOKET B 2EHL
FEAIE, ARORHRIELNG 2L 2T 3.

2.6.2 BUERTVIvYILEEBHRADERFRF

ZALOREE, ERINEEEICE ST SR IN, BRET Y Y YL F IR
Y oHF R OLRET S, BREE Y LT, & (2.13) O Gurson OREREIE Z Rl
UL, K (2.78) &£V,

gR:A@EQ
v 80_1‘]

0Fxc
8Bij

, Qij=—A (2.91)
D&z, MR EBEREANEOLINDS.

FEEL A I Prager DS DEMIZE > TIRET B, HURKR T V¥ v L2 — it X D
BB THL I a2EZmTIUE, ZHIFIRODESIZRINS.

OFac . | OFac

F B) = :
AG(Ua ) 80‘@' Oij + 53@3

Bij =0 (2.92)

IHIZ, BRQOADEETHL Z L &2FHTHIL,

O (2.93)
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L%, A (291), (2.92), (2.93) &V, RECHAIRZ, RADLSIIHD.

OF g
o .
A= _OFacg aBsz OFaqg Tij (2'94)
8Bkl ann 8an
Iz X (291) IREE, BUHMEALBEGHREIULTOLS /LN,
OFsc 0Fac
. do;; Ooyy .
& = ~oFag 9B, 9F o Okl (2.95)
" 9Bmn 9Q0p OBop
OF s 0Fac
- 0B;; Ooy .
QZ] = O0F g 8ijn O0Fxq Okl (296)
9Bmn 90y 0DBop
EROZEEBEHAT D Z L THBEADEARENELN, IFDLDIZRS.
O0F s 2
. 2.97
adij oM 1ij ( )
1
nij = §(mz’kz<1>k:j + ®ipmi;) (2.98)
35}
o2 S 2.99
My 2oum + Qo ( )
h hS
a = 7 fsinh (20:;) (2.100)
OF 4¢ 2
= —Pjj 2.101
aQi]’ O'Mp” ( )
O0F s 2
= —7j; 2.102
an oM Tij ( )
1 1 1 2
1 1 _
Dij = §‘I>ik(0'klmlm + mklalm)@m]— + §f’yUMQij1 (2.104)
h
~v = 2cosh ( S’“’“) —a2f (2.105)
200

OFaq 0Bij OFac _ < 2 >2 o

~ 9By; 9 9By oM

1 1 In2\ o

Li3sBET v V0T VIV QL ORSTHS. B, EROBEHIZIZMTOM TV
VIO 60 2FAL .

0A~1
0A

:C=-A"'CcA™! (2.107)
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A, ClE—BD2WTVIINTHD. IoTR(2.95) BLT(2.96) I, RADES>IcEEX
BETIENTES.
1

55)] = Enijnkldkl (2.108)
. 1 .
Qi]’ = Erijnklo-kl (2109)

JEIEE DL TR Z & <IGEIE, B HERER (2.87) Oz & D, iEI&E
EIZOWTHRITIZRY. ZOEHBERIZ 26 HiLAKTH L2, BIKT 5.

2.6.3 BIMIEEFERMG D HIAH

N (2.109) 1%, B OIETEHEEEZ BT D Z LR <EhrNTWD., £IT, RMIEEMES
T ERRIHAAD Z e 2B 2 5. BMOIEERMEZEGT VY IVEA MLy F 2 7D
RTRUZR(2.33) I2WT, MUNOFTAZBEATIE, RANELND.

1 : .
2]ziftr (szsz—1> = treP (2.110)

Zhiz, R (2.91) ERALTERT S L, RAD LS I245.

1 f OFaG -1\ _ OFac
S (M) <y (2020) -

IH1Z, X(2.97) LU (2.102) ZARAL, n IZOWTHRIFIX, REAVKFLND.

f {pij -3 ( - %%) pkk5ij} ijl
—f i
ZORERAIZEVTHWTW AT A =21%, HEEORAMLERT ¢, EKILIIKS D%
#RY h, BERBIZEHATD g, npDA4DTHo20, EXTnp 2B IHRIUE, ST
BINTA—=RF e, h, ma/m D3 DITHD.

£ ZAT, A (2.84) 12T Helmholtz HHI T IV F—DEGHED I, HET VLD
AMEITFTDERELTWDICEEDLST, X (2.112) ldn 2@ U TRIITKFEL TV D.
i, & (2.25) 2FEANE, BETVYILVORBERTHD fIXEEOTAEE L 14
LAIET 2, TARLBEGT VY IVEHIE L O ARENERITHNL TIRRWICE DL S
T, MNEBD LS I ->TND 20 EZLND. ZHIIDNWTIE, REIZEWTHL
BT D, 72, ZOMEBRRIIKN U TIHEE A RMEEE 2 BT 2 &, EFEITA1EH
BB, INOEDOREIFHZE DD, Z OGS IR ZAGE D 5 ENI TN S 5
FZHEGREZES ZENTITND.

(2.112)

FSQ,

2 = 1

29



H2w RET DML ARERE T ILTFIEL

2.7 BUEARENEBERT Vv ILICEAT2EER

HEIC B W TEH U 2, A DOSMILRIC & £ RV i, ZAD0T AE
JEIAKAE U - RAGNEEZ KRBT 2N TEL. LMALANS, ZHUTIEITFO L S 2/H
BRI D,

o HGT VYV IVEMNIZNIBREA E BT WA, K (2.25) 8LV (2.30) 2% 2
g, BEGT Y IVDTE—IF Y MIEBRNOTAERENS —RICREINS.
Bbhb, FRITINIAZHTIEEN. ZHUIE ST, 8T A—X g BIEHIHKET 2
EVDBNZNFERBH D EEADND.

o LLERMIE ) ZHERPH OB\ —E O TALDEDTIX, NI A—R /g & —ELT
2L THETVYIYNVOEE LGRS DI ENTEDH, HEEIEIS I TIZEW
T o /m O ERELBAEITAFNERS BN, ZHIOVTIRFE4EIIBITS
BEEE I N0, no/m &, BIZIZIEH ZHEORBEBIZ & > TRET 2 Z Lavsk
DoNDH, THIZOWTERNENIIFET .

D&, B TCENZEERIIW S ODPDERNH L. T TAHIZEVTIE, Foar
HFREBORRT VY Y IVOBBIE 2 BEER TS I12LY, KVKEEBETHFEDZR ORI
2L L BRABD.

2.7.1 ZABMBIIB T EHEREFNDEET VYV ILICL BRIA

LA BMRHE, BEMBIEERMETH > TH, WEHELDILKIZ LY BRI RIRTERL % &
. TD/=, Rousselier ®) 1342 2 FORBMRIO HZMEERZ, RAD X S ITHAL
mEHZYDIETELTWS.

1 _
¢ =7 . er pré’;W >0 (2.113)

p
[IFZEALOERD R, RIFEMOELELERT AN T —NERBER, o, IERA DY
HHEOTATHD. 2T, FIHARE po L WIHAZAMBED R fo ZHONIE, BEOEE p
CZAMRRED R fIZODOVWTUTOREBEME LS.

(y

3

=

/

1_
;le_é (2.114)

X (2.114) Z FHWTRA (2.113) 2B E, HOERFERIKAD & S ICHRHTE 5.

o

¢//:1—f

:éP — Reh, >0 (2.115)
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Iz, X (2.115) OB 1 HZRAKD & FESED L7, UFOXSIEL.

o’ oH

10) :1—f:ép+1—f
U T, BMOIETEMmEM (X (2.25)) 8L UA (2.31) 2@EATHIE, BUEAREFENRIX

BET VYN EHONTIRAD LS IZRT N TEXS.

tre? — Rel, >0 (2.116)

" o’ ..p, 9H f -1.0 _ psP
¢—1_f.e+2(1_f)2ﬂ : Q- Reh,
=6 :¢"+B: Q- R, >0 (2.117)
&', Blde? BLUQOHENL LT, TOUENRAD LS ITEHL TV 5.

~/
g =

o on__f
2

, B i f)29_1 (2.118)

2.7.2 BBRRTVIvILEEBRADERKE
PAEDESENG, BIFENEET X O IFRAD L 512485,
{x}={¢",B,~-R} (2.119)

B RBIE FId 2o DR L 225, BB U TIRAEE R 5.

F(&',B,~R) = (&“I)Q

oM
+ 211 cosh {\/772 (fg\j)z + 13 (%)2 + 774&%]2\3;1{‘7} -1
(2.120)
5oy = gﬁéﬁéj (2.121)
B, = %Bz{jBl{j (2.122)

op = oy + RIGEMOBERIGT, oy 3B OIARRIS S, B’ 1% B DRZERSY, m ~
ZSS A =R THD. BRI, 55 =mIIB T4 DIGIREIZE T3 B2 ILOAR
BRMBHFERNSBNT VDD, FEMIFEE T S, Gurson DRFREFEZKL 2L LTEH
D, Q=0 DEEIZIE Mises FLOBERBEBUIZ T 5.
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TEMERE R & WHPRBE B DR RENIL, TN ThRAD LS I2B6N15.

e =(1- f)Agjj (2.123)
e = A;;; (2.124)
Qi = A;gj (2.125)
& = —Aaéjf; (2.126)

KEFTH AL, WAD Prager DS DEMENHEHEING. T I TIE, BEIZEHEL21TS
72D F % o,Q,0y OBFEBEABZL TN,
OF OF OF

i Qij + v =0 2.127
90570 T 90, T gy M (2.127)

F(o,Q,00) =
om W el DADBEBTHNIE, oy 1SR OBPEBRRE by ZHOTIA RO L S I12ES
ZEMNTE5S,

. do
G = de% b= hyeh, (2.128)

& (2.127) 12K (2.125), (2.126), (2.128) ZARA L CTHEETIUL, AFRRD &5 IFHHEX
na.

oF
A 005 -
A= oy G5 Gij (2.129)
doM kol dBkl

PEDRRICH TS ERBZGR TS Z 8T, BIERER & HIREER O REA D Bk
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2.8. M Gurson DREREHIZH 1T 2 BEFRBAAND YD AHE DA

RIZEL RO LS IZEL6N5.

. 1 .
6% = Enijnklo'kl (2.130)
. 1 .
Qij = mﬂ'jnklakl (2‘131)
» 1 .
2 ey f)HCnijO’kz (2.132)
oy OF 1 1 1 f

oM oF _§5'£J 1 B;]

= = Z 2.134
TS g5 T 2o 2 MY (2.134)
« = 2n; sinh 8 (2.135)
B\ 2 B.,\ 2
B=14|n Dkk + 3 q (2.136)
oM oM
.._07M8F — i 2 %54.4_3 Bigﬂ _|_774 (2.137)
"ij = 2 0B;; -« 43 2 om 7 7730M 2 o '
oy OF 1 1 11+ f 1
ij = o =— ii T 5 i 0 Bij — BixrSY
Dij 2 o0, 1= <m] 3mkk5]) t571- fm Kl Dij kTR
(2.138)
1 o2 OF \* OF OF CPhy — piiTii
oy OF &eq 2 B O-lel,cl
M7 2.14
¢ 2 Odoy (UM> ta 2 i O'M ( 0)

HERCR DB 73 2 &, ARSI EIHi & Rk TH 2 720, BT 5.

2.8 EHM Gurson DBRBEMICHS T IEERERIANDEHEV T H
EEDEA

Hiflis & ORI~ BB WTIE, BIPNRHRIGEICE O THRERERZEE T2

Az, — /T, BIZIXEEGIE T2 O TRAM Gurson DR REEERT I LN T
B 7B2R8E, ZOHNFEIZE>TEULIAEEGE Do/, TIT, RETIFEIIFHH]
RIS TIEERL, BETVVIVOHKERTDE DIZEWEOT AEE L\ > 72 E KD fH
ARG L EERD.
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2.8.1 RAAT—BEHICLIBHOTHRELEET VVILOFEDRE
BRI, R Gurson ORI L, #EGT VYV IVOREXZIRAD & 515K
ER
Q=&(DP, 8 )+ &(Q,5,)DP (2.141)
&(DP,eh)) BEV QL) 1, TNENQ, DP OFEEZRT AT —BBTHL. Zh
2R (2.33) ICRALUTEIETZ L, &(DP, b)) IFRARDESICRT I LNTE3,

a0 = 0L

INZ i (2.141) NRU, &(Q,6h,) DREERZIEL UT, &((Q,6),) = & = Const. &
T, QRIRRDEL>IBELNS.

1
tr DP — 2&(DP, e )tr (271 D7) (2.142)

Qij = 0 DY, (2.143)
2(1— 1 _
Oijkl = (Sff)Qz'j(Skl + &2 <5ik5jl - 39¢j9k11> (2.144)
PIEEY, BEHRT VY IVORERXNFRAD LS IZHLNS.
d;; =10 DY, (2.145)
Wijki = ¢®im®Pn;Omnki (2.146)

2.8.2 BEHRIXDEHXKF

WPEO ¢ AEE D BRI, Prager D#EDOFRMEE R, SEEBEZFHETLE LT
TOESIZ/6N5.

1 :
D}, = 7 i Ok (2.147)
1
Nij = 2(mlk’q)k] + (I)zk:mkj) (2.148)
35
mij = 5 o ady (2.149)
h hS
a = /sinh <20:;) (2.150)
b Sex \?
H = 1 w+ —« - mijajkﬂkumnlm — nkk'yaM(l — f) (2.151)
—f oM
g \2
w = <eq> (2.152)
oM
hS
v = cosh ( kk) (2.153)
200

PABEDE UL, THLARTOBLGR & MR T H 2 2 0DEMT 5.
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AFETIE, MR BT FECOWTHHALZ. NEZUTICENTS.

- ZEALABINCELS S 2 56 E AR B SA, 3UOTETIVE 2IRTETNVDTNT

NUZDWT, ETIMETEEZFIAL 2. RHCEANABANCES T 2 5HE&121, Ao
A EIEE ATV S,

. BALOESIEREE, BT VIVIZE>TET T S, EAHRICE T 52 ALOmH M

DREWFE V2T vVIVEEHAVDS LT, BRAAMEREATS.

. $T5ME Gurson DBRBEEIC & > T, HIIBREHIOR M2 EET LI LB TES.

iy

IRBEBOFKERIIONTIE, REMEAETTINTIIZEADOEHRE%KE L
TEHELTWS.

BETVYIVOFKERZEY TS /28, Clausius-Duhem D AERIZE & DWW /-8
EHEIRI S BB U 2. AMEHRE WD Z & T, BEARE2ARRMZE LTI N
HEE R B.

- M Gurson ORRBEBUIN U TR ANERZEA T DI & T, EADRTGIIL

EBeZRULBGET VY VERAZELU .

& V) ISR ARG 2 i DAL UT, BEAEFRIC DOV TOHEEE
2707, BRBBIZOWTE, RAGMZEEARLLDZH/IEHL .

BRI TIEDH DD, AN T —&THEIGT VYV EBEO T AREDKE % HAMN T
T22ET, BT VVIVORREAZEL U2, fELNS, HADRGHHREEZE
FTIENTEITWD.
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AREIZBWWTI, ML%E RBANI 94 X8 72 &K E EEY o 2 oA LE TV & A
BU, HAOHHREZEET VY IVIZE > TRREUAETIVIZ LB EREREIT 2175,
HEHAA, EBROEMEBIEERRIZEWTEND ZAIXE VNIRRT —IVTHD D, ZAF
B xSEEEMOETIVE UTHES HIZL->T, £ - BRA2HHEIZT>TW5. BETFY
VIVCRANMITREE KRBT 5 720, BERSENIIEF ICHMAK HRTL S, EHEE - JiN
BE KRIEICHIR S N, GHEREOBEARIAENS. RETIHE, FHEEZOETIVE AV A
TIVETIVEESR. HEBOEG e UT, EEMLEZ DM IEZETETIVICK D EREREMFEN
L, EEOSBEERICHAZOMAIEZETIVIZ LD EREZT, ZYMEE2HRGET 5.

L DEBIZIE3IRITET N E VD ZENEE LWV, FlZIEERIZB W TIZSEM R
W O EAZEEDAE - WIRTHAIED 2P, TOEREFHOZHHINE U < N
225, I 5T, RITICBWTERE T IVBEHMIMET 2 2 & THRENT K SRR/ & 97 2 i 2
LRBIE, HHABRBUHENRKNETHZ 25, SEIE2RTET NV EHFML .

3.2 EREZREBMNAE
3.2.1 BHEOBICEITIEETHOYEE

AN & IRE U 72 N CAHBRERZ M 2121, HEEBOYIIME % 7 & ORI
FOTRETDIRENDHD. TOETIMMEFEICOWTRUTICHHT S, 228i5X0°23
BT U2 BRI &Y, ThZhnoR0 ) A ZABICOWTEEG T VY IVOK S L 224
BHEDENPRDEND. INOEDOEEGEERIIRD ) 1 ZHERICB NI —REZ2ED0E
DEREL, NindT 2 AREZDOEHA RICHEELAREZE) S TS, DFY, K3.1IIRT
EOZFA—DEMEND B RIFETHUBGERZE2ED0L L TWD. ZHIlLoT,
ETFIVICESZEAEZ DI, DRVEERCOEREEMITNTREE 5.
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O | Nodes 9§F1<;:>
J\f o

Integral point| ,

\_

___________________

Elements

Fig. 3.1 Distribution of initial value of damage variable.

3.2.2 BMOBHSH-EBHO T AHERK

B OMBLE LTI, Bl U 7~ TR 7 VI =7 A A1050P 2 85Ed 5. MRS
BB DFRER R - FEGZFENIEA L, @5 D Mises DKM AIZHE S Prandtl-Reuss
TR %2 W5, Wbz E e UTlE, FHHbEZIRET S.

HiEln ) o— 03 A e EBRAEL LTI, UTDEDZHWS.

E <
Y s (0<ov) (3.1)

oy (S;fg;n (0 > oy)

ElxY V7R, oy ZOHBERIG T, n M TEEE, o $BRA 72y ME, ey (ZHH
BAROTATHD. 20T Acl, MIEDT A LBV T AL Z2HNT,

e=¢°+¢f (3.2)

:%+ﬁ (3.3)
LELIENTED. ThEXBL)IRATDE, 0> 0y ILBVWTRAERGS.

B Z el +a\"

o=ov (£ (34)

1
P _ N R
el = (ey +a) <O’y) 7 ¢ (3.5)

MEHERUE, HEERRBROMSREZMAT L. #RER3LITRT. ZDORGMFFE-
TV, FEEMGEIZIZHE 2 5 A5 WHEPH W U, FEEROMITIZIZEEEZ ML .
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Table 3.1 Material constants of annealed A1050P.

Rolling | Young’s | Poisson’s Initial Work hardening Yield
direction | modulus ratio yield stress coefficient offset
RD(deg) | E(GPa) v oy (MPa) n a

0 65.2 0.358 13.5 0.341 0.000129
45 65.7 0.345 13.5 0.328 0.000112
90 64.1 0.343 13.5 0.330 0.000119
Ave. 68.2 0.348 13.5 0.333 0.000120

3.2.3 fRITNR

FRFTEIE, 1A% 100mm D E I ER 2.0mm OFEZEALE AN A I E 7
TERAMTIVI=ZOLL Uz, ZOETFINTIE, SWEISGEWVLETIRRD ) 12 AL L
I TREET D Z R0, F1RD 60mm x 60mm O IE 5 RES D A THE R % 71
fligd 2. EADHMEIZX3.21TRT &SR 3HEOMMILEE L 2. FHEERAIZ
Zefl % 30 (HE L TH Y, EEHNREAARESHRIX0.0262 THD. TNTNDETIVIL,
A FEISN DR T ) A % AIEOEFED 5 EUE 0? DEIZE > THADORY) 2 ER]ILLTEY,
ETIVADPREFEY ODBNETIVT, ETIVB, COEFIMY PRI A>TV,

(a) Model A (b) Model B (c) Model C
(v? = 1800 [mm?] ). (v? = 3467 [mm?] ). (v? = 5920 [mm*] ).

Fig. 3.2 Hall distribution and voronoi tessellation of models.
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3.2.4 ERDENCIERFH

EEEAEZOMITZETIVOEESENE, BAORIRE L<HETES XD, AN
VATE B V2, BALEADIG T 2 KRBT 5720, EBAOMESGFIIE S mHE], 28
LI A DEILA DN E#ITOTNWD., TNTHDERNE %X 3312, BEMEHiSKz
FeDEEDERI2IIRT. —HTAVAT—=LETNMIIBOTIE, B TIRODE
TRWIZ NG, JESIDIEEEZZ W2, BEOBIRIEE TR URES IDELEBIRE
U, RO A ZAFEOVN R A, & BROERK A, O A, /A, 223 ET, BRY
1 ADHEERFTS. £33 A, /A, LHiFE, BEBONEEZRT.

(c) Model C.

Fig. 3.3 Mesh division of perforated models.
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Table 3.2 Total number of nodes and el-

ements for perforated model.

Model | Nodes | Elements
Model A | 30346 29486
Model B | 23548 22679
Model C | 17235 16448

Table 3.3 Total number of nodes and el-

ements for mesoscopic model.

Ay/Ae | Nodes | Elements
1.2 341 100
4.8 1281 400
19.6 4961 1600

120.0 | 30401 10000

BREME, K34ITRTEDICETINDLES, Nid z HHERM, y AiMEMEZThT
NHIR U, ETIVO Ebis & OGHHI A E 2 B4 U 72 5 aRRE e Uk, 5] sRiRiEIC
BWTIE, o AMMEEZ 0L LTV, ET7)IVOLENE A, &0 Fie i BER S0
WEME 25 &S5, ETFNVAN, LiZHETDHMRD x HEN, y AMEMITThTh
—E BB EDITLTVD.

%
b

y
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(a) Uniaxial tension.
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(b) Biaxial tension.

Fig. 3.4 Boundary condition for FEA of perforated sheet.
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3.25 VYVI7hozT7ERBRAOBIERDHE

AREBIZE D EREZMFTCIX, 7V FOX Yy P2 Abaqus CAE, VIV NIEPLHERRE
J— R Abaqus Standard Ver. 6.11.1, KA b 70+t v 2% Hyper View % i\ /2. $5
PE Gurson OBEREIRE, 22—V —H T —F > UMAT % VO THARAATEY, UMAT
P28 1) B R R D IFFRTARLS) 1213 Buler 1% 8 2 0T 5.

3.2.6 NOFXR—=AFLIE2RVCELHLOTAHDODEHAE

& ZAT, £tk Gurson ORRBEBUIFIRAN DO AN RIS, OTAERL TN 20D,
EEELEDHAITZETIVICE T 2WMBANRIET, OFTADRAE KT 2 Z & I3#L
W, FDED, EEELESFEIELEETIVIIONT, ZHARLERESEELAEROXA—=14
AR % 4T\, RAENIC B W T EER ARV TAZET L, HENGE T35,

X 3.5 R &I, RORA—=MIBOTESE RTEAOTIMIENEN U Z5E%2 5 2
3. 20X, FHBHNOFEERBEDTHR{E} IFATFOESITRkDZ I ENTEZ.

~. )
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~. h

AN 1

~

Before deformation 77,

Fig. 3.5 Displacement of Delauney triangle.

41



3 RATIHES & B & F R L 7 A IR ER MR A~ DI

{€} = [B{u} (3.6)
T
B ={a & &} (3.7)
T

{U}:: { up V1 U2 V2 U3 U3 } (3 8)
) Y2 — Y3 0 ys — 1 0 Y1 — Yo 0

[B] = N 0 xr3 — T2 0 T — T3 0 T2 — T1 (3.9)

T3— T2 Y2—Y3 T1—T3 Y3—Y1 T2—T1 Y1—Y2

1 =1 wn

A=1 2 u (3.10)
1 =3 ys3

X > TEARMEBA O RO TANEEINS. AV AT —I)VETIVIZ & ST
FERC T HER121E, ZAFROBMMIRE EWMEIZH DO EIZBIT 20T ADEE
K9 5.

3.3 BMFEOZYUMMRIIEER

AIRERMIL, SHREERRNEZ5A0N5 28, TICET DIFECEHNERE I
LU TRWIZ L LW 2R H 20, BPBTULEIARERT L2 RIEL RV, TD
2, ZITRETINVAICODWTERIZEBEERICHAZ 0A I W24 0 NOVEERER T %
MM U CHEGRAERZ 17y, ABRERMT OZ 42 REET 5.

3.3.1 ZERAZE

kbt & LT, TEAMMT IV I =7 A AL050P % V5. BBRFTIRI, EATEi% bR TC
JIS Z 2201 THIEINT WS 5 il LA L Uz, SEATE I IOV T, R
BD#A E 200mm & U7z, iR ORI %K 3.6, EEZK 3.7 R, AEBRFAEICD
WTC, ST & BEIENEM TR, TOMDEIEAT Y —2 vy —IZEoTMTL LA, &2
AT, i 60 OEBEERICEOTIE, HEEOEIDMEE Z>T\\W ., ZOFKED—D
EUT, MADOITIZH ER—EEE RYUNVEFHAL, FEETHNLLU T ZEARNEZ SN
. TITARERIZBVWTIE, M38DESIZHAZERA20mm DTV RI)E NC 75
A ZBEIZ LS TIT Uz, BEISHOBREEZHE UT, BRI T 360 CHEH&
T 1h fRF%, 92 Z & TRESEL 7.
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AR B 3 PR E I 2R vk X 24t 8D SMH /707 sead Bk KUTM-300 2 FIFH L, fFiEEIFGER
BRES AR D 300kN A — )b — Re L& fv7z, ilBRBEOME % X 3.9 128 7. Bk
FEALHENIZ TITY, 5.0mm OZEA7 % 1.0mm/min DFEETEH X 7=,

Void distributed area
Evaluated area

Thickness : 0.5

S 1 7
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Fig. 3.6 Drawing of tensile test specimen.

Unit : mm

Fig. 3.7 Photo of tensile test specimen.
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Fig. 3.9 Photo of tensile test equipment.
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3.3.2 HIEAHE

RERATRICBWT, BAMEEZ T IV ZINVAATIZES>THRE L, ZOHEG? S EATMLE
DEMEELT D, AATITE, FV ) UBRASHBE T IR —RL 74 A5 EOS kiss X2
W, LY RIZDOWTE, UL FY /) VHRAEHED EF-S60mm F2.8 ¥ 2 10 USM
ZRIALUZ. B3.10 1R THEZ AWV THABRA BN ST > THEYST, HERNA
FEHEEAEBEH LR TNEDITU .

(a) CAD model. (b) Photo.

Fig. 3.10 Mesurement device.

— /T, k13, RBEIZICBOTRES 23— 7Y VR LD 2% ¥ F GT-S360
EHWZZARROHMZGTROTVS., ZOAF Y FOMBGEIX 1 EEHZY 5.3 x
1073 [mm)](4800dpi) TdH 2 DIZxF U, 4 EIDFHI A IEOMRREIE 1 EiZEdH 721 8.2x 1073 [mm]
THd. I 5T, IROFETIZAB i —EISETE 2018 L, SRDHE
TlE—2—=2D ROX—=ZABIIDOVTIREETOBENDH D Z L 2 ERLT 5.

W UL, £33 -2 —DDHEIZONT, M3.11DO&D ITHEIZELTH, B2
DIl B, BEMIZIE, R, G, BTHTIOMIZDOWT 256 B TEHE % HiAAA,
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(R+G+B)/3DEA 128 LR THIUTE, THALI Y KREITNIEHE2HL -, —fELI N
ZEFEDDHLHDE D e L ABRL, HOHEDEEN DL RS MBFOEL N & 22 fLH00
PiE & ALY

Binarization

—

Fig. 3.11 Binarization of mesurement result.

34 BRBIUVER

3.4.1 HHISHTICETSZEBRBERELEAZEEDHIELBRERBIERD
teER

IZUDIZ, BTV AT DWW THEEBRKER & EREEE 0 XY 2 G RE R R 2 g s
5L T, EEEAEDAIEMIOZ Y EMGET 2. WA IZIEER 2.0mm DT Y
RINEHNTHAZERL 225, TV RIIDVOEERNIZ K > TEBEDOEAZIFTY RI
EALYEREAY, BEHEHEEC EKEEAERDOFEHEIX 2.4mm THo 72, Lo
TAHITI, AREZETIVCBVTEEAERE 24mm & UTEHEALKZ. £z, AR
FIRT OBIREAERER L AR 2 &5, EMOF I U Ty I 4.2mm OiRiHI4
fEb 27 B3.1212, ERTHRONZEEy AHOT A Onfit Ry, £/, &
L& DA X B2 TV OB RERRNT 251 2 FLOT RO ERER 27 0%
X 3.13 IZRT.

MHHEDOTADNMEIET D &, EFIZIS—H LTV erbnd. 22T, €&
Iz Z U MEZ GG 2 720, O DHBERE r 2k 5. K314 1%, BlCiEEZEAL%
DI 2T TINVOAREREMTAER, i ZBEE ROy A0dTA%EZ 7Oy MU
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D TH5. HEBREIXr =0.908 LIEHEIZEVETH Y, BEHEELAZNAIEZTTIV
12X BERBEEMTOZ YN RINSGZ., ZOZ s, UBITEESAE2HGIELZET
WERA 2 —)VETIVED, AREEBRRR T Z RS 5.

g?ef:p ggerf
0.071 0.071
0.027 0.027
Fig. 3.12 Distribution of &,"". Fig. 3.13 Distribution of &7,
0.08
=
&
7 =
gis
£ 0.06
= &
B
Iz
= 2
= £ 0.04
Sz
5
b
0.02 ‘ : ‘ :

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08
Y-direction strain calculated
by perforated model égerf

Fig. 3.14 Relation between Egerf and &,"".

3.4.2 BHISATICBIT2EEEAEZDFEIELETIVEXVRT—ILETILD
ik 29

BB FIZBWT, EEEAEZ DA ITEETIVEA AT —IVETIE 2L, 2
EUBRR L HETEOZ U2 G T 5. AN Tl 2 ABRERBEICBWNTE, y i
2B 2 I6H oy = 50[MPa) 2 5 Z 7=.
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BE D Gurson DOFFABEE E EA M Gurson DEABEE D LLER

AN A —)VE TIVZ KBRS R OFI & UTC, K3.1512, R0/ A L MO FIHE A,
L EFMM A DILTHDLERAMMILE, A, /A =128 UL EDy HADT H ey D
SRR, BUZIREZEDEXICERTARD ) A D E E EANHE2RREL TS, 22
T, BEDRFLE £T/8T A=K X, BALLIVOMEREEL & > 72 221D RES, 227Uk
FORLEEITTCEITLIENEZILNEEZILNS. TETINAIZDVTHLDOND
EZMETU728ER, c =045 ICBWTEAZEHED M IR ZETIVEAY AT —IVETILD
VDT ADMENBE LT U 7. RETHN LMD 2 DODEFTIVIZDONTE, ¢= 04512
BWTOTANBE LT U720, SEfENT %172 7222l R (v = 1800 ~ 5920,
PIAZE AT D R fo = 0.0262) IZBWVWTIX, ZOENEYEEZOND. NT A=K hIZ
DWTIE, HIRIIG I ZHHE DK E RFISICOWTEMK GRS A —2Th 5. HEYILHED
BESIE 343 HTI 2 TWA A, HEIEIRISN NIZEWTIZ h OFEINIVEEZ, iR
DEOIZh=101 L7,

F 7z, BED Gurson DFEREAEZ FIWTHENT U 72858 %2 X 3.16 (29 . FIHHHDZE ALK
FEAEONAIE, K3.1D&512, BN Gurson DRERBEIEIZE 1T 25T >V ILO#
il & [FRED JFHETHE U 2. 55V Gurson DRERBESIZ L 28R 2 R5 L, ZADOERL
TWVWBGHTEWOTAZRLTNWDS ZERDNE. — 5T, B D Gurson DR %
W7 ClE, 2ETIRIE—ED0TALRY, EAOETERFZLIZEIT20T ADH
INERE 5N\, Gurson DFFRBIEUIL, ZEARBELSRTOAEGERELTEY, BA%E
DHBEEZRTIENTIRVZHDLEEZOLND. TNTNORBRRERIZ L DFERIZONT,
SAF L RABRIZEA 2 EEN IR AET N E L, OFAOMHBIREEFE L. B
TRUZEEEAE DA IRZETINCEDHEREZMEI, AV AT —IVET IV L SFER
ZAEENCR U 2%, X3.17 12539, Gurson DR TIE 2 <HBENE SN THARWD
WXL, EG5M Gurson OFREAE Tl r =0.504 &, HIRREDHE2E82 Z LN TX /.
ZDZ "5, B Gurson DR RESEDEL HEIR I N7z,
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34. HRBIUER

Fig. 3.16 Distribution of £'“*

(Using Gurson’s yield func-

tion).
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Fig. 3.17 Relation between &/°/ and emese,
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¥R2 D HTEICE T 5 ZHMEOFHE

I, DAREEEFELUZETIVE, BTV CIKOWTHGTS. X3.18 B8 K UM 3.19
&, THENETIVB, COMBRLUT, BEHEEALZNMIELETICLSEELDT A
DA, AV AT —=IVETVZEDOTADRM, MEDOHBEMEZRLZEDTHD. EHH
YA RFLBIZ A, /A =128 LTS, ETIBIZDWTEH, BTNV A LFRBKOFERH
Wz, M3.180b) 2RI, BADELEL TVD 22 FMIOTANERLTEY,
ZHUEX 3.18(a) DOFTANMEE LKL TWD., MBI r =0516 &, ETIVA L[H
LREOMHBENELNZ. —HT, EFTNCIZDOVWTH3.19 %2 /DL, EFNAHRED
VT AHDEFIZ—FHL T2, MHEREIL r =0.202 LD 2 DDOEF I & L TN
B o/, EFNCIEAD ) A ZAKOHBODBIENRE L, DHOMHY A
BETNEVZD. ZOESRBRETNVTIEFEELBORY € KRELRD720D, LY EFESE
N TEIBERDDEEZOLND. UNUAEND, 02 = 3500 (ED 5 EME T H L,
RO A LM FHRREDOKRE I OBEEMMK (A,/A. = 1.2) TE r = 0.5 REOHBENES
NdZEIRI N
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Fig. 3.18 Results of model B.

51



H3E RAEG & IR 2 B RE U A RER T A DI

sperf
€y

ERE

0.042

NN

»

O
O]
(@)
OTQ'

SRy

_H<

O

5|

o) q
o © %
0 ——1 O

0.015

ST

(a)Distribution of gﬂzerf ) (b)Distribution of £y %%,

0.04
T
=t
8 ;5’ o O O (o]
= <O
&< 003" o o
g g8 00
g o8’ o
n o ©O
g g °
£ 20027
o g r = 0.292
T L
> Q

0.01 : :

0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04

Y-direction strain calculated
by perforated model ?;”f

(c)Relation between 55‘5”0 and g%,

Fig. 3.19 Results of model C.
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BRHEOHEOR

BRI, EENEAHERIZ G2 D HEIIOWTRATS. [M3.201E, EFILAICONT
WHEY A AR EEICTHER TR THS. RGN EHH LTV &, EAOE
EU BB BRI ABEOER 2 RBETE 5 2 L2005, FIFICRD ) 1 BiR
ELIZOFAHER L TN Z L2025 (R3.20(c) H A ). Zhid, BEEROGILIE
DEHENRD ) A BFRIZB VTR THE-DTHE L EZDBND.

(a) A,/Ae = 4.8. (b) A,/A. = 19.6.

(c) A, /A = 120.

Fig. 3.20 Result of model A with various element size.
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HHEDTHD. AyJA. = 1.2 TIEFET IV C OMBEFRED UMD E TV & KL TR 72
M, A,/A. =3.0~35RETIFMOETINVEFAFOMERBAERD ZLNTEITNS. =
Nk, BESEEZHNS LI EIZE>T, AR EGDOERZ2RETLIHENTE 220D
EEZO6NE. LNLANS, ILICHEEASEZ/MA< LTH, HBEGRKLPLTLE M LT
5 &S BHERIFELNTHARY. T, AR L& 5 I1Ihn ) A RIS W TEEGERO
PHIMERARER L > T\ D 2 e EZ bND. BEEROPEOEE k%, ks
LOLTLILTHETED LEDNSD.

BARAIIZ, EOETIVIZBWTE A,/JA, =30 HETHIBREOMHEA2EL LN TE
THY, BEUVAZETIVCE > TEAFROEREBOMN 21725 Z L ARI Nz,
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Correlation coefficient r
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Fig. 3.21 Correlation coefficient of each models with various element size.

3.4.3 2HIISHTICE T2 EEEAEZDHEITLETILEAVRAT—ILETILD
[ 3%

2 HISIRIEIZ B 1T DR HIED Z 42 MEE T 5728, 3 DDETIVITH U TERK AR
WSSt 6, /0, DA% ZAL I TR 217, MBEIREIC & > TRHtiT 5. GALIGHDOKRE
XiE, EXMBHEYEIGTIA 00y = 50[MPa] £ 85 £ 512U T3,

NS X =58 h D&

BREFILICOWTIIREIICB D 2HREHERT, ETNVA-BIZA /A =12, ET
WV CIE Ay/Ae =48 & U7z, X 3.221%, FHBIRE r D% BRG] Z81% 61 /5c, T
BHLUZEDTHS.
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Correlation coefficient r

Model C

0.3 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7

Stress triaxiality o /0eq

Fig. 3.22 Relation between stress triaxiality and correlation coffecient (h = 1.0).
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DWTIEEIRT D, ZD/dD, NTA—X hDfIZh =08 BN #EYITHIdLEZOLND. L
MUBWE, ORI 3 233 RTHNZ 22 A1LARIIZ 046 U 72 & TV DA IR B &R
WO THEHELUAMETHD h=14 L IZRE->TWD., THUI2RTETINE 3IRTET IV
EDERTHZLEZOND.
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Correlation coefficient r
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Parameter for hydrostatic stress h

Fig. 3.23 Relation between parameter for hydrostatic stress A and correlation co-

efficient  (Under equibiaxial tension).
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Fig. 3.24 Relation between stress triaxiality and correlation coffecient (h = 0.8).
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ZHADHHEOTRAUNMEE /NS XA =8 b IIHT ZIRFHEORE R

LIZAT, MRDEIITNT A= h 22X ETEH, TNV B OHBERBIEH VA
LUV, —EDMHANRRSENTOARY., NT A=K hik, FH5ME Gurson DFREREEEUZ
BIF2 S OB TH2 200, ETINBIK Sip DIEIVNIVZEDFEKE LTEZS
N3, TIT, TEFTIVALETINBIZDOWT, BMBERIGH TEIGTLL ZFEEIEHT v
YV IVOERES Sy fom(Su = 5Skk) DA% KT 5. WA EST LTSI, &
MRS op ISR BT 2L E —B T D720, Sy/oy IXBEDORELZEZEL /-
JIBHZHHE L ARG I EINTED. TDD, Sy/oy ZEEMIZFEERN ZHHE L IERZ
LL¥ 5.

B3.25 1%, ETINVA, BIZDOWT, F20l5[5RIRAEIZH 1T 2 EEE I =W Sy /oy D5
HeRUEZEDTHD. Ko, ML AREAE WG CIMESK S VDIZH L, 224L
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(a) Model A. (b) Model B.

Fig. 3.25 Distribution of net stress triaxiality (Under equibiaxial tension).
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F4Z EAM Gurson DEARBEKICHT T EE
HEERER OZ LML
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AHITIR, BAY VO REERBH IOV TERARS. 7Y 7% v Hi2id HyperMesh,
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Fig. 4.1 Mesh division of unit cell.
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(DOF. perpendicular to plane = u,)
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- o
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Symmetry boundary condition ___—>
(DOF. perpendicular to plane = 0)

Fig. 4.2 Boundary condition for FEA of unit cell under triaxial stress.

Reference node

Enforced displacement

DOF. perpendicular
to plane is constrained
to reference node

Symmetry boundary condition ___—>
(DOF. perpendicular to plane = 0)

Fig. 4.3 Boundary condition for FEA of unit cell under uniaxial stress.
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FAG (Uij (t + At), Ag(t))

Calculate
by Newton’s method

| Aoty = BLE A |

Sub-step for S
plastic process

tsub = tsub + Atsub |

o (t + At) = 045(t) + Aof; + Aa,fj

Fig. 4.4 Flow chart of numerical integration of presented constitutive equation.
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Fig. 4.5 Comparison of energy dissipation by growth of void in elastic and plastic region.
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Fig. 4.6 Progress of plastic region.
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Fig. 4.7 Schematic representation of energy dissipation with and without void.
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Fig. 4.8 Approximation of void shape by ellipsoid (Uniaxial strain tension).
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Fig. 4.9 Relation between macroscopic strain and error of approximation by ellipsoid.
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Fig. 4.10 Strain and stress path of applied analytical condition.

OBIRER 412 105 F. REUAHBRRICBT /55 A—K o, hy, m/m &, BFOE> %
FIETHREL 2.

L. h, ni/ne DFEENZN, 0 = 90[deg] (FREMELIR) (2B 1T Bt I—0 ¢ AR (X 4.11(e))
W, BREZRMEIAERE IS —HTDLD, =04 EWE.

2. 1 /e DFENRL, h OFENREREVEEDONDS 0 = 0[deg] (55 3 HH515E) (2B 1)
BInH—0F AMRK (B 4.11(a)) &L —HT 2 LD, h=10LWE. ZDLETcD
fEl%, 1. MHEEL R,

3. ¢, hDffilZ1. BXU 2. LHUEDE L, ZEADRGHRENLLIEENIEZE TH 2 L
bbb, 6 =45deg] BB 0TAH BTV IVEIR (K4.12(c)) &<~ 3
c}: 5, 772/771 =2.0 kd&i

F7o, HEBERRE UTEADOEANBELZNE U ZBERREANCLDHERYE, GTNET
WIZEBHFEERZHZH LU TS, FIED/NNT A =21, EBREFABIZc=04BLTh=1.0
ThHY, GINEFIMIBIFZ NI A=&1F, HEL<HVWLNDE Gg =15& U7,

70



3.0 3.0
7 / 7
9] i 01,02,03/0 M L L
£ 25 VU 82 25
n n
Z S50k ' T o0l
9 (o) 2.0 ~ — 9 o 2.0
ER ERE
2 S LSt FEM 2S5

& Mresult o & FEMresult
ks RN | Anisotropic void S .ol Anisotropic void
% & 1.0 gr.owth. law = 6 1.0 glfowtl? law
g 0.5 . Isotropic void é 0.5 __ Isotropic void
3 . growth law 8 : growth law
“ 0.0 ~ — — — GTN model = 0.0 .~ GTN model

0.000 0.005 0.010 0.015 0.020 0.000 0.005 0.010 0.015 0.020

Equivalent strain €., Equivalent strain .4
(a) 6 =0 [deg]. (b) 6 = 22.5 [deg].

3.0 3.0
7 7 o5/0m
£ 25p £ 25p P S
=R saal ERPYY! / o1,02/0
% o 20 % o 20 / 1,02 M
e £ | ) o
2 S 15 FEM 2 S 15 //

g Mresult o & FEMresult
SR Anisotropic void o - / Anisotropic void
S g Lo rowth law S g Lopf /0 oo rowth law
Tgs Isotro%ic void TEG / Isotroiic void
<Z‘5 0.5 7 growth law g 051 " growth law

0.0 -, GTN model 0.0 -, GTN model
0.000  0.005 0.010 0.015 0.020 0.000  0.005 0.010 0.015
Equivalent strain .4 Equivalent strain ¢4
(c) 0 = 45 [deg]. (d) 8 = 67.5 [deg].
a
&
7
=
B
(&)
g
— -
& é-O.S FEM result
2 N Anisotropic void
% 6-1.01 growth law
g - Isotropic void
5 -L5T growth law
“ 20 ~ — — — GTN model
0.000 0.005 0.010 0.015 0.020
Equivalent strain e,
(e) 6 =90 [deg].

4.4, FERBLOER

Fig. 4.11 Relation between principal stress and equivalent strain.
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Fig. 4.13 Increase of stress triaxiality by plastic deformation.
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Fig. 4.14 Comparison of FEA of unit cell and numerical integration of presented

constitutive equation.
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Table 5.1 Analysis conditions of models with spherical void.

Void arrangement ratio Ls/L; = L3/Ls

0.75 1.0 2.0 3.0
Void volume
M, Q2| Q3 | Q0,0 Q3 | Q0,0 Q3 | 0, Q| Q
fraction f
0.01 0.0618 | 0.0463 | 0.0561 | 0.0561 | 0.0455 | 0.0891 | 0.0389 | 0.117
0.03 0.129 | 0.0964 | 0.117 | 0.117 | 0.0926 | 0.185 | 0.0809 | 0.243
0.05 0.181 | 0.135 | 0.164 | 0.164 | 0.130 | 0.260 | 0.114 | 0.341
Table 5.2 Analysis conditions of models with ellipsoidal void.
Void aspect ratio ay/a3 = az/as
0.25 0.5 2.0 4.0
Void volume
W, Q| Qs | 2, Q| Q3 [ Q2,0 Q3 | Q1,0 Q3
fraction f
0.01 0.0891 | 0.0223 | 0.0707 | 0.0354 | 0.0445 | 0.0891 | 0.0354 | 0.141
0.03 — 0.147 | 0.0735 | 0.0926 | 0.185 —
0.05 — 0.207 | 0.103 | 0.130 | 0.260 —
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5.3. BERBEIZ D24

5.2.2 ERDE

TR/ \HmONHR LIREZZ2 W, STTVOHIAR - BE K2 X538 L0054
WRY. F72, RETINVOEEZESE %K 5.5, 5.6 IZTNTIRT.

Table 5.3 Number of nodes and elements for FEA of models with spherical void.

Void arrangement ratio Ls/L; = L3/Lo

0.75 1.0 2.0 3.0
Void volume
Nodes | Elems | Nodes | Elems | Nodes | Elems | Nodes | Elems
fraction f
0.01 14496 | 12750 | 15141 | 13500 | 15376 | 13500 | 19216 | 16875
0.03 10891 | 9375 | 11536 | 10125 | 13213 | 11475 | 15611 | 13500
0.05 10891 | 9375 9373 8100 | 11771 | 10125 | 14169 | 12150

Table 5.4 Number of nodes and elements for FEA of models with ellipsoidal void.

Void aspect ratio a1 /a3 = az/as

0.25 0.5 2.0 4.0
Void volume
Nodes | Elems | Nodes | Elems | Nodes | Elems | Nodes | Elems
fraction f
0.01 15141 | 13500 | 15141 | 13500 | 15141 | 13500 | 15141 | 13500
0.03 11536 | 10125 | 11536 | 10125 —
0.05 11536 | 10125 | 11536 | 10125 —

5.3 [FREFHDZ LM

AEITIE, BARBEEE U THOEHD GIN 57V E, Benzerga 1) 12X 2 BEARBEEOD
TV ZRGET 5. WSS REMARDRM & KE U 72 E TV & 2 A RERMHERICONT
ERKZREREERL, MO0 TARBEEEGA2 I LICL>TRREZEETS.
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Bbb, VHEERNIP oy =0 87825 &7, fifFZIREBICEWTIIZEAsAREIC
LBEFGENENLBNEKERDO T END. ZHIIODWTHREET 5 728, ARIETIEMEZIS T
REBIZB 1T 2 AL NV DREREEE) % HIRERMNTIZ L > THND.

BRI R it ik e UClE, MiZIGITIRBE 95 720125 2 5 BRI ADRRE K2
%0295, BERIZE VTR Hooke HIAEL Y 2D LAKE T K, SEHEEIL oy
IARFERME O AN B 728D, HMEIZ BT 2 EHREGHIZ0 RS, £I2AT, K
4.11(e) 2 W3 &, HifFZRIVREEIZE T DI6)1— 09 ABRIFEEERORBICE 48> T
AEIZZLTEY, WY &S BREREEZRDZ b nd. Z0Zens, BN
BEEROEZ L UTIE, ERREMELENE YR L SWVEISEL 28 SITBR U2 ART,
TRDLEEEAFmMZFRERAIL 52 LHEYITHD LEDONS. £oT, EFNZREER
DREFL LT, BMBERIGH TR U 72 ERBEVELSE 2 AW T WP /oy = 0.002[%]
* ERINRR E EHT D,

flifm 2= IRABIC B 1 D B REEE, FISHZEMICEWTHEAZ@ES (1,1,1) S, 3
Bbb o Pl EICKRTDIENTE S, FETIVCEIT D 7 il Lo BR kRO Bk
BE, K51, 520N ThRT. HRE2EL L, EOETIMIODVTE 7 Fl LD
HCIEAAMERIZEAERONRN. £, BREOERPHE L ZR>TWE I Ens, )
MAEPLETLEMMEZMHIEL TS, EORREEELMN L IFIEF—HL THE ZLhbn
. 7w VH BB MEORBRREIL, Mises BOBREMAERE —BLTBY, MiEzEH
IRABIZH W TIE Mises BLDOBRRBEE Z WD Z L@ TH D Libhd.

F7-, M5.1(c) & 5.2(c) &, BET YV IVOMEIZRUTH B PEATGRBENENER L K
MR TREDZETNTHD. WHLHIFEAELARELZEDLBDONDD, KL
AN L EADKEMEIRTH D 5.2(c) 1, BRILZATH DX 5.1(c) & IR U THE AN
MRELHHNTVD Z DD, ZHIEZEADOHEBEOENILS, IGHEFOREIDE
WZEBEDLEZOLND. Y OITEFIE, EAOHMENRISRDIFLHEEIILD
LEZLN, B L > TEADMEBENEL ZHEMEEADGE, ZhEFEHE L TR
NENTVWEEDEEZLND. UM UAND, BT VYV IVFEATIROERE Rz 20
72, INEEBETDIIEARRERTHZREREEHZTILENHD. LoT, DK
TIXERIZESICR > Tl 2 DD Z L & F 5.

AT, n¥HEICBIFABEREDLHIEE Ko TWS Z 25, Mises BIDBEIREEE %
FEZBHIEeMNHEYEEbNEMN, ®5.1, 5.2% /KL, BRMEIFEARESENKELAD
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Void volume fraction f| 0.01 | 0.03 [ 0.05
WP/O'M = 0.002[%] (@] < A
Approximated circle

(a) Lg/Ll = L3/L2 = 0.75.

Void volume fraction f| 0.01 [ 0.03 | 0.05
WP /o = 0.002]%] O <& A
Approximated circle

(c) L3/Ly = L3/Ly = 2.0.

5.3.

W RBEEL D 2 2 1

Void volume fraction f

W? [ = 0.002[%]

Approximated circle

(b) Ly/Ly = L3/Ly = 1.0.

Void volume fraction f

W? /o = 0.002[%]

Approximated circle

(d) Ls/Ly = Ls/Ly = 3.0.

Fig. 5.1 Yield loci on 7 plane with various void spacing ratio.
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0.8
o3/om

Void volume fraction f| 0.01
WP/O']\,I = 0.002[%] O
Approximated circle

(a) a1/az = az/a3 = 0.25.

Void volume fraction f
WP /o = 0.002[%] o) & A
Approximated circle

(c) a1/ag = az/az = 2.0.

I ¥ Ok R T v L TR

Void volume fraction f

WP Joas = 0.002%] o | o

Approximated circle

(b) a1/asz = az/ag = 0.5.

.801/01”

0.8

o3/om

-0.8
Void volume fraction f| 0.01
WP /o = 0.002[%] @)

Approximated circle

(d) al/ag = CLQ/CL3 =4.0.

Fig. 5.2 Yield loci on 7 plane with various void aspect ratio.
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5.3. BERBIERDZ 4

WZONTHINL TWD Z bbb, TIT, BRIFIZE T D Mises BAHYS G 00y &, 22
LAR DR f OBRZR 5312 LD,

AR U7z & 512, AR ROBMNIED, BREEOMMSIEN 00y IZNI < BDTVD
ZEROMNE. TIT, D& D BHUREAICIPIREEIZOWT, %L 72 BREEIERAD &
S L D,

~ 2
F:<%ﬁwm1 (5.1)
oM

B 5.3 DFERRE, ERXRENZEDTHD. AREZEMNFERE R L, EABEIE f
DN > TR DA LIEZNX K BTV D, REUZEERITZ DM E £
ZENTETVS. X5.3 DS IZEHER LR L TRZ>TWED, X (5.1) D& DI
6 DFE2AREBEHNDRY, HARICB I HESIIE-BIIREIND. FI3IALELZMA
ADIFEY B —HIRLIENTELD, ADOMGEXZELL, X (G.1)DRELAZ. /T
A= IZDWTIE, AREZERMITRER L OFBEDO NI BNE 2D XD, n = 0.0502
EREL 7.

—_
o
(=)

—— Presented
O FEA result

0.95

O

0.85 1 1 1 1
0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06

Void volume fraction f

Equivalent yield stress oe,/on

Fig. 5.3 Relation between void volume fraction f and equivalent stress o., at yield

point.

5.3.2 FRKISATICS T BRERESK
WIZ, fREIRT o =0 LR 58KBTIREBIZEITBRERZ2E 25, Z0& X, B
SAEFIRARD & S 12 5.

12 (B%)Q + 73 <Beq>2 = {cosh™}(1 - 2ip)}” (5.2)

oM oM
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DS tr B — Bey FHIZBWTHEMNIBIRE 22 Z e bhnd. TIT, ZOFFEIZED
TR (5.2) L AREZEMTFERZ R U 2. #RE2M 54187, 22T, 525”&%
up = up = uz £ 922 THKIGIDADIEIPREL UTW5. WIHOZEAARESRIC
TEBAROLNDY, AREZEMIEREL PP ITHEHBRICEATHND Z b1 s. R
@méﬁ<k@to INT A =B IFETHITRDZ K S1Zn =0.0502 L LTWS. n9, 13

DWTERTIH & [FRRIZ, MRS RISNT 2ED /M BNE 2 5MHE UT, ny = 12.7,
7B=%13bt X 5.4 NOFKEMIZZDINT A= Z2HOCTHHZAZHN/ZEDTH .

F7z, BS54 IZIEEGT VY IVDOEA M RKHTRU TS, BRREAZRLZFEA
Tv Y, TOEBDATY FIETEET VYV IVOEEFIALZ. ZOM S IIEMOE
MAMZFNTND ZED DY, B ZERNOBRRIEICES T 25T 2V IV OIERREED
hHdIENbNnD.

0.3
o f=0.01
& f=0.03 } Yield point
™~ & [=005
- Approximated ellipse
g 02k — Damage evolution direction
e
a
Sk o7
\N\m 0.1r
N aahd
0.0 ;
0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
% :5, %A(trﬂ)

Fig. 5.4 Yield locus on tr B — B, plane and damage evolution direction.
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H5. TDO&D BB, ISHAMERIEE & o -5 & BRI L TS, Ma - Kishimoto (70
DHEZ AT ZOMNEY) & EZ LN, FIRIFEK411(b) 2R2E, 0y =0y L o3 & T
WRAEZE L 2L DYV T A e DIEIFRZ>TND. —HT, K41l(a) D& D453
EIRRETH NI, SYRLTOERIENEFACOTAOMICESNTHAME 5. 2
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ZHEERO T AR5 R, INEFBRUAMEEZM 5.5 IR,

w  0.004

o 0.003F el Ls/Li=10

- S U ©

= b

S 0002 f 0.75

s=

Tﬁ - A— —_—

Zca V- —-—=%30
O'OOO 1 1 1 1 1

0.00 0.01 0.02 003 0.04 0.05 0.06
Void volume fraction f

Fig. 5.5 Normalized plastic work at local maximum point of hydrostatic stress under

pure-hydrostatic stress condition.
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Fig. 5.6 Yield loci on o — 0¢q plane under isotropic damage condition (fy = 0.03).
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Fig. 5.7 Representation of axisymmetric stress condition by combination of tensile

stress o and pressure P.
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Fig. 5.8 Yield loci on oy — o plane (14 = —5.00).
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(a) Stress - strain relationship. (b) Strain - damage relationship.

Fig. 5.9 Relation between stress, strain and damage tensor (fy = 0.02, initially isotropic

damage condition, parameter 74 = 5.00).
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Fig. 5.10 Yield loci on o — o plane (14 = 5.00).
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Fig. 6.1 Shape of specimen and holes distribution.

Table 6.1 Mechanical properties of the specimens.

Rolling direction

0.2% proof stress

Work hardening coefficient

RD (deg) 00.2 (MPa) n
SUS304 0 293.6 0.589
45 280.2 0.522
90 281.5 0.477
Ave. 285.1 0.529
A5052 0 85.1 0.319
45 80.4 0.289
90 83.2 0.303
Ave. 82.6 0.304
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Fig. 6.2 An example of the photos of holes during tensile deformation.
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Fig. 6.3 Relation between tensile strain and components of damage tensor.
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