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HEHT VI = i (U7 V) OEWNEEEIT Fig1.1.1.1 127533 X 5 124 180
BEEZBZTBV[TAIEY) YA 74, 2013], &I 10 £ O 7L 2 HOENHE EIE
BIE LD LT oML TWa . T IEITRIREE, B, fErk, 2k, ik,
FATY YA 7 VIR, 2005, A AT, 2007], A< GBI ANLATED,
MR HTHZOTREIF|I S HXHT LD LEZD.

TUETHBREMO—JT, AER - A= RX—OBLEND, WIREMIZ X 5 EAR
EAEAED SN THDEN, BMMBEEZ L5 2 L I3—ROICERBEZ K TS5, Zhatl
I T2 DI EIRE & 72 2 7 v 2 HIR O B % [Knap, 1996; £5K 5, 2005112 L 28EEAL H LY 1
FENTWDTH, 1994].

Fig.1.1.1.2 12774 K 912 2000 D7 /L 2 { % 1970 SER DT & kT 5 &, 742 EfR
ERA TTHI 35%, TV IR EIEM TR 30% D EAL S ER STV A /M 5, 2005]. 10 L4
o BEL S SR EBRELIIRVHER TS b 00, ENAOEINEZ RS L, b
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Fig.1.1.1.1 An annual consumption of aluminum can for beverage in Japan

[7 VY YA 7 e, 2013].
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Fig.1.1.1.2 Trend of aluminum can weight and can stock for beer product. Values in parentheses

indicate a thickness of can stock. Numbers behind ¢ indicate an approximate diameter of

can lid in inch unit [/NH &, 2005].



11.2 ZIIEDER

1795 4, 7 7 > A AN® Nicolas Appert | T2 K 2 B SMIRAFOWIIEZ 158, 1804 I E
BT A B RAFT D Z LIRS Lz, L LSO T 2IEEMThH 0, fed<ed
WZ EBRMETH o7, 1810 47, JE[E A D Peter Durand 23/, 2=, EZEZIZAMTT5
TVXO3IE—AHICLHEWITBIEAER L, RERTAZISS L. Zi% John Hall &
Bryan Donkin 233 ¥ 521}, 1812 4F, RGO EGE TIHAHAE L T\ 5. 2Dk, 1847 4F,
Allen Taylor | X & ZH 5722 5 2 B — A& BilF L7 [FEEF, 1980; A AR HZS, 1987 &
2002 & 2007]. ZOBLEIZITK VM TIC L 2EM L, &0 - RV ICK 2O 2 FEN &
D, BIELENDIRNENIFIEH -T2 b DD, AFEFRENMELS, MEHRE D MRV 20,
WIOEHA R R S LCIRIE & A ERIH SN2 o T

—47, 1869 4F, A XA TEAIT T 2 WA 5 S 41, 1876 42121 Howe NEZH A 1A
AT T2 BEE A BUE L 72, 1888 4E1T1E Charles Ams 2NEEMEEE A 15 T /83— > 7IZfR
ORI LERAL, BaEEEOBRNY—V v T ar Ry v RORBEE T, 1901 4F
|Z1% American Can Corporation {2 &L W HEEO —EEHDO SN-HThHL V=% U —HE a2t
fa i T2, 1963 4FIT Alcoa 13 A — ¥ —F—7 = F&EBAFE L, 1965 2L, A /37
FoZ A M= 5 AELE VDI IMTEMIC LY, X5 B =2 B—27 L )3 Coors
fE &0 T S o[ A AR SR, 2002 & 2007]. 75, BUEOT VI EOMLEETHS Ra
—7 » K7 A 7 =22 (Drawing and Ironing Method) 1% 1955 4EIZ 4 A ¥ —4HIZ L 0 BIZE &
NTEY, ZOMLHEZILZT AV IEPID TE =V SNT-DIT 1968 £ TH - 7.
ENOEFHEREIL 1871 4, MHEHEHIC K 54 U OMIBESICHED. 1951 4F, Y a2—
AEFEENENTOIO TIRIEINT=DIL, BT AD200g b~ FYa—R, BEFREOA L
VUV a—AThole. 1965 FIZT NV by T ERMF T AIBMOA —D—F—F 2R
(Fig 1120385 L7 b 00, HIIATF—1iETho7o. BARYIOA—NLT VI =7 MEl
1971 FRICEALEN, 1990 FEIC AT A A Z TROEBENFEH SN TV A A ARG HE, 1987
& 2000 & 2007; /M5, 2005]. U > — LEERE A FFD PET 7R hJLICKIHT L C, 2000 412 1EAR b
JUARANERES Lo, e, MRS IEICNZ, PET R ML OFF> U o — UEEREZ AN L7
N MARIIRIERICIER Z el TV D [/ B, 2005 ;5 $5K 5, 2005].



(a) Pull top type (b) Stay on tab type
Fig.1.1.2 Easy open end[ H A5 {2, 2007].

1.1.3 ZISHEDOEE
7V 2, Fig 1 13.1(a) " FHREEEO T L I (LLF 7V ) &, Fig.1.1.3.1(b)
R ERREREEE AT D57V = AR FUE (LLFAR hLE) ICKBITE 5.

(i [o]

(a) Non-resealable aluminum can (b) Resealable aluminum bottle can

Fig.1.1.3.1 Aluminum can.

TOIEOINEL, BET LI =T LA - T BED—oTh D 3104-H19 &4 DRIE
# 0.3mm OFAFS 2> 5 Fig1.1.3.2 1233 K 5 IRV L, #Y - L Z & 1T (Drawing and
Ironing: DI), AV M L2 P 2R TRHRIESND[AART VI =0 AH£:,2009]. £z, 73
HEOBMIT NI =T L=~ TRV T LBEED—DThH D 5182-H39 A4 ORI 0.3mm LLF
DIERMNSELND.
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Fig.1.1.3.2 Production process of aluminum can body [ H A7 /L I =7 A2, 2009]
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Fig.1.1.3.3 Production process of aluminum can end [5 K &, 2005]



AN MAROHRE S 7 v i L IREREOG SR ZFR E L, Figl134 7R3 L9127V
SEREORKYD « LTEMLEETIET AIGEERRUM LA L, £0RITKY thoREvA
BOINL, ZA— e, 2R CRMIES S5 [ 2003]. AR M AVEOZEIZ N =57 /0
X v v 71X 5151-H19 A OMIF 0.25mm F2E DO MM 26 7~ TR, Fasmil & v v B4 2
EHRARELT DAY v ML, FEEMEZ D BIEOR AL & 2Tl & 5 (Fig.1.1.3.5 &

B (11 5, 2013].
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Fig.1.1.3.4 Production process of aluminum bottle can body [ /#; 2003].

ST)LTLA = F—=1) 5 K = —bkoAF—
(hyTHH) (EIBEhnT) (SA4F—4HEA)

Fig.1.1.3.5 Production process of aluminum cap for bottle can [ILI 7 &, 2013].

IO OmE, HHERETEHEA =T —, HDLWIEEEIA = —In bR T2 EEH~
R S, BREEO R, “EHAERD, HDWIEF v v TRk, fi%TiET S [EeRE

F42,2001; (Lo 5, 2013].



11.4 7ILEDRE

DR EAPED TR & U TRENRBITH L7V IERA MUEOIREIX, LI&E
INTEEDOERL, R b ARIEHB L OOKVEED Lb L Wot AR RORAREZ K M
% 2 & STELTH S [Betts, 1996; Knap, 1996; JI1E, 1990; A, 1990; H A, 1995; 1EH, 1998;
FBHE, 2000; HELEF, 2002]. FElE T8 CIIMARFICIS T 2 FRERTO 7 /L I EIREOFT HEE
5 OIRFIZ AT 2 AT I K 2 B OB N e EEFIH & 22 5[ B 1997). £/, RIS
TV ERAR MUVEIZHEE ICE < T, B ITEERHC BT 2 BRI IRENC% T IC &
% ZEL W)~ DBEfih &\ o T FiTEIE R I 1 D R Y AR B0 RV, R N T OB E A RIS
B DIRENT & o THARMUEE S~ 22 A K DR L OB OIRRA G SN D
[PrPN, 1994; 7K, 2005; <5 5, 2008]. AR O HRLETEICRET 5 & FIRHC, HRRICRE
WEALT BB AR A OREREIHITHLERH S,

S5, JEEIED =D DOEIE L LTT L I HOMBERLR bt ORI MR %
LS 22 LaROLNDHEND D ERIEFE, 2001; /IMHD, 2005, g5 5, 2005, P&l
5, 2006]. EIEZAAE LZMMBIRIZZ S OBET A IGORELZ K FTSEL720, ER
{ERLHEMRE DIf) I X W iR T D LEND 5.

MREREIRRIC T L O H M bR E LA KD b, Fo, BEEERZ T 28 % )
K &9 B S OREIZ X 2 IRHESC, EHICHEPIIHKE L7 VI HEONE ERIC K S
HOADOTEENRE L 2D, TAIFY v BN TH T I EOHEMFERE, iR T~k
ERWNED DOEIZ L DENED ERZFKET D% v v 7ORBOHEEE 0D, ¥y v
DERIEIZ Y 7o o TIR MV ESDIR T T 2KE ORI RLETH 5.

BUE T 02 A0 0 BRI E~Ox R E LT, MLEAOME(LCMN T RO FHRE
[Smith, 1994]23 D BN TW5. £72, BT o ANnLEM 2 R TIE, BBk L
MNZE, HEPMNSWZ L, MTERRE LN &, SHEBROEBNR W &, &
BUEOXFRIZ IR BN EREF SN TV B[E T, 1988].

LLED X912, 7 IHITERECIER OB KIS RS T 2 L FIRFS, HFRAYIZ R T b
S G LD ENEICEE A — 7 — 0 S ER[K L, 2005 5 FEILS, 2006]120625 Z & BMETH
5. ZOXICEZL OERFHEEEE L, BEEFERTH020E, FBROMEHEET T
TiE72<, ®iE LTOT IV IHEOMERHEZ 8 L7z BTl REE-em L7 e & A
RalZ L2 ude 6720,

TV IR BER ORI 2OV CUE, /MRS [2003 & 2004 & 2005 & 200610 5
[2007] 23858 70> B 28 = 428 M TR D s BO M B R PE L O BAfR AT A L T 5. £
Hackworth 5[2000]13 8.5 2 A 7= T ARARIEE S DR EL 2 O TR D IERERE DS B R K &\
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T LT, FREOR008IIMEEDIC S -« OFT AR A2 M EMICAMT 522N TED
i ) — PR S )RR A T, 0L IR IBES O SR EE (X JE G AL IE IS KD e D
V) Fig L L4 \RTHRERE2 R, 7L S HBER O ZE T MEom T 258 o0 S5 PE 2 B & 2
L7z, ZORBGECE O CUE SN D HEROMIEEEEIL, fHRdE T m R0z n T
HY, POMBEFIER SN REMETHS. L, Figdds (T3 X9 IR
P& FFOIEIEN A B DI MTAC K> CHIE SIS T L LGOS, RO BT
71 K ORI 0O WP OMIICE T b 872 5 AT A 555, K- T Lo
BRI, RO RFTE 22 S T Rt D B MR 51k & LT+ Tidiu.
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Fig.1.1.4 Stress-strain curves observe at circumferential positions in plane-strain tension tests

with &4:69=0:1 [FJF 5, 2008].

Rolling
direction

Fig.1.1.5 Rolling direction on aluminum can wall.



—T, FHEO[1998IICL > TRESNHFFIRRBA 2 WD HENH L. ZOHEE
M, BB R Z2/VEd 5 2 & T s ) T CO R R AR E 2 RIET 2 Z &
DTEDL. LR L, 7IHEMEESTS 260 3458 AL, T/ NS Wz
AR TGROBRFBVLETHS. £, ZORRA IV - BRTHD20, OFTHY
— Y ORPECTRE DNE S 5 3BT ORIPESIREE I B L RS0 K5, o O3 740
EITEDVEATRTHD.

F7o, MRS 2 AV D il BRI E AR T D A 2 T D Rk s
HHRBHOA LI L 25, UL, 2ok 2EAKIE, T U TRZSEHREES BB BEE
Vo TR A R O R, ThEXZDRFEFLET LA TCOERRETH LT

, ZES BRI O/ N SN T L IEER TOH KRR E LTHEE T, T IETH
WOREE T VX =0 LRI U7z Z8US S 3REBRTE A T L7 BT RS 72 5 7.

1.2 BEDOHE

1.21 +FEEBRFZRAVEZ8IG AEREICET SR

MO IEREBR A A V25 g 9B BRI >V TId, Hannon H[2008IC k> TE &L H 6
NTWD. 2R AR E 29I 328 o "5 | RRBHIZ >V T Fig1.2.1 2 W CBTT 5.
Makinde 5[1992)\ & > T FF &7 Fig.1.2.1(a) w9~ HliakBREg 1%, W9 ofilic & %1
THMEXT 7 Faxz—2R3 bR TEY, AEREMO A2 iRk e 525,
Fig.1.2.1(b)IZ7~x3 Boehler H[1994]A3BA% L7- " dhakBaikly, MtE X ICRE SN, 4 DOE XA
FACK D ERET D HiEHE E TH D721, KR ER L0 b aE AN— A 2 bk L3 <,
T2, T —AOWAINST 7 EATE, L= AL T AR LD OTHHEE 7 HE
LTW5. Gozzi H[2005])1% Fig.1.2.1(c)lRd b o PRI D Iah 2 F N 7= Bk 2k v oo —dibadBR
MZBTE Lo, Z ol CidssERER 7S Tl <, BB O O3 B E fElek o J& BH % 3
FIRCIRFF T2 2 LI KXo TEMABR b AlRE & LT 5. B [1998]23B %8 L 7o — R
DFrT= 7 —Hh 5 IERBREEE % Fig 1.2.1()ICRT. ENENOMTEREZFFOV U U X 13EhE
R —RIZL VIS L CTHIBI SN TS, ZNE TORBKE D L FICHERELED D
IS, ABLITINER LT/ Z 7T 7RO v gLy, RBRPIcB0THR
B ORLTEEOTLE =B L TWD. Z OIS S RO iR A B S, £7oikx
PR EF SR & 4T U D [Kuwabara 5, 2002; Naka 5, 2004; Wu &, 2005; Naka &, 2007; Uemori
%, 2007; Avril 5, 2008; Cooreman , 2008; Verma ©, 2011; {5, 2003; ZJF 5, 2006 & 2009;



e 5, 2009; 75, 2009; dEil 5, 2011].

TR & B 2 e Y, BhnA R BR [Shimamoto &, 2003]1X°7 U — 75 ER
[Samir B, 2006]72 SiZfliboi, F£7o, @B LS TITHIER[Welsh &, 2002], #kEsRb1E
AR EHONtake 5, 1999; Smits 5, 2004]& 5 WM F AL AR Stephen ©, 2002; Waldman ©, 2002]
ICHWHRTND.

B3k o> "B R B CERENR A A L, R RS O A B FTRE T D 7, ik
B TH v, EEERIC & > TIRGITHEAARE A BRI T,

actuator

ioad cell
— hydraulic wadge grip
cruciform specimen
S 4,

-9
g

10

| I

(a) Makinde et al. [1992] (b) Boehler et al. [1994]

Pantograph-type
link mechanism
5

; {mm] \ S Cruciform specimen
3 250 )
=
| 51
| =1 =
. ) . 5 /
Tl | — /
!
v 4
Chuck -+ Load cell /
] /
| 8 /
| - i
' /
\ /
P o Bl o J|—F ff
Hydraulic'cylinder
500 m_T__.J i
(c) Gozzi et al. [2005] (d) Kuwabara et al. [1998].

Fig.1.2.1 Various types of biaxial testing machines for cruciform specimen.
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1.2.2 EEEEBREZIAL-ZHMIS HERICET AR

B B O BUER (ZIEF ICEM T H D 72, RO B15R V) SBREECERT BRI O & 5 72
L OBEAEFEIZHL Y A1) 5 ZfifialBREE & 723 P % 40T %. Ferron & Makinde[1988]12 &> T
B S oo 2RI T2 U 7 Bt R E 2 Fig.1.2.2.1(a)l2rd. 8 2DV 7 & [
WD Z EICE - T7 B ANy ROFEEBERL T TiERL, KEHFROBELMZ 52 &3
HEL 725, Lin H[1995]1235BH% L 7= Fig.1.2.2.1(b)Z ¢ ik B @iy, BB I B0
WNEESGFENCBE LRV E 91, NF20 LT AROMBICEBAKEZRY FIFTWV5.
Fig.1.2.2.1(c)lZ7~ 9" Hoferlin 5[2000]1Z £ - Cakat S L7 2E B ILH D 44 U A[REZRMEXT 7 5
2T —ZEffZ, K- BEFHONTAUIS e — FELEFIEERELZHA TS, FAYoD
Fraunhofer Institute [2013]I3/EMaABRIEZ FHN D U o 7 B6HEIC X 2 kBt @ 2 B s L 7-.
Fig.1.2.2.1(IZ/R " Z 03E T, BB OMOEHET 5720128 A F7 %M\ 5. Abu-Farha
H2009[IZFZNFETOY > 7 ¥EIC X B TRkt E L eV, Fig1221(e)\mrT 7 v 77
Y RE=F AR LR E A PR Uis, B BRI I (11 5 Zo2EE T, —o
DOEHOENIIIF T EEZ D Z LI L > TETREL 72D,

E N Tl Fig.1.2.2.2 |23 K% H[2009] 07 3 ©[2010] 3£ e w2 VO 72 ZdilaliRdi &
ZEAFE L TRV, PUHOHEEEREIZ L2 ke ige & L.

NS OMIZE Terriault H[2003)12 &> T, HEAFEREICEY 117 2 " ihEER G E 3 B 5
ENTWDH, ZHULFig.1.2.2.1()DEEIZHEPIT 5.

LOALed s, 2D OB ILEERS 2 x5 & Lo K& A BORBEE CTh
0, EREMONREER R 2R E LTV, 207, ERDPOEIEEM ~O T B 7 —
O IFIZ X D BB OMERE~DORBEITBZE I LTV, E2, EETIIOTH
TR Y, CCD I AT HHWERIES, 7 ¥ % VEBAHEEZ W2 O3 REH BT
B TIEW DA, NGB A O/ S 22 JIE SEIIZ 31T 2 FEREBIE RS 72 5 7200,
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Actuator \

b il

(a) Ferron and Makinde [1988] (b) Lin et al. [1995]

(¢) Hoferlin et al. [2000] (d) Fraunhofer [2013]
Gear Train Cover To the
. Crosshead
Test Specimen

Beam
Grip

Middle Slider

Side Slider & Main Rack

Base Plate Side Rack

. g Load Extension
To the Load Cell - Bar [N
Frame's Base 100 mm

(e) Abu-Farha et al. [2009]
Fig.1.2.2.1 Various types of biaxial testing apparatuses mounted on a uniaxial tensile testing machine

for cruciform specimen.
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(b) Apparatus by Watanabe et al. [2010].

Fig.1.2.2.2 Various types of biaxial tensile testing apparatuses in Japan.

1.2.3 “HEHRRICEL-TFRERA IR

WDIZ, FF[2007]12 & > TEEMICHEIE ST D& B AR O il 158kl L7+
FERER T OBl % Fig.1.2.3 1277 .

Fig.1.2.3a[Ferron 5, 1988; Makinde ©, 1992]& b[Demmerle &, 1993; Boehler &, 199417579
T RRER T ORI ESEIITEL K0 SBIEAE . B mm LRV A T, 2Ok
ZVEY 92 13 S TiE7eW. Fig.1.2.3¢ [Hoferlin &, 2000027~ HF B A 13 48
WM CTod 0 B ORER /TR ONDBLEEE L TND. LLRRE, 2ok ) ilA
ORWEIZIZRER A 5. Fig1.23d[AE 5, 1967] & e[Miiller 5, 1996127~ +F BRI
W 70 I E SRS BN 28D, IS Ry 2 BRI ESD H 2 E REEETH 5.
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ZHUTHR L, FRB5[1999]1F Fig 1236 1 n T +FIERBR A 240> T, BSR4 K
& LT A IREREMNT 2 T, IR JIORIERZIZOWTRFT L TR Y, mA3%RETH D
LR TWVND.

(a) Ferron and Makinde [1988], (b) Demmerle and Boehler [1993],
Makinde et al. [1992] Boehler et al. [1994]

(d) Shiratori and Ikegami [1967]

Rolling direction
Siit (width:0.2mm) ”H” -

60, 260

| 4—‘J'

'HI” {
J—.\'

L—60_.L 60
- -260

(e) Miiller an Pohlandt [1996] (f) Kuwabara et al. [1998]

Fig.1.2.3 Various types of cruciform specimens.

AR A B AR DM ZE B 2 JET A 72018, ZHETIZEL O HFHRRBRA P IRES
TWDA, FFRB[1999)1C & » THRE I 72 Fig 1236 1R THFIERB A 23, & bRFEIC
e CTH Y, PORBERSHETE 5. Zo+FRBRA 2 T, IF 8k,
5000 B 7V =0 LEBRO O M, #iTF Z e EITET D s iR ER I TV D
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[Kuwabara ©, 1998; i 55, 2000 & 2006; #iFH &, 2004; FH 5, 2004; (L 5, 2005; G5,
2009; Kimura &, 2009;].

LU s, Zo+FERBRA Tho THMHET S CRERZEITE _ikiBIZ k1T 2534
FAETHY, MELDD VIS E B SR ORFHIR 0 TH D, £, AT
AR I3 mm BREDRELDH DI TR M 2% L LT Y, ML/~ E<, 10mm
PO 5 R EE DR D T/ S 7 fis ST E BRI & 72 2 RIS KT~ 2 BEHIAT ir Tuve

1.2.4 RAERKERICETIHER

MRRABR I X o TR HEE 2 R LT & 5@ Y 2 BRIREEEUC X o TERE A IREL R MRAT
ATRE L 72 % . von Mises DFRRBIEL[1913] ((H8k A.1.1 BHR) (X, SI7MMEIORRIRBI%L &
LTEZL DT THON SO TWS. Lanl, BLEOFEERTHWLILDMEI ORI, A4
RCHRHRBETDTNAIEHRM O LS ICRGEERATSH. TO), @HBEOEEES % T
W2 7= DITITERGVELZE LT BRREBDSLERAIR CTH L. REIEE k5L Lz ki
1855 D BIFHERERBIBUZ DWW T, BRI L2897 O SCHR[2004 2 EHMIC E & D B
TW5.

BUE, TR AVSRTWD B HRBRIREE D —27%, von Mises FARBI%k A FL9E L7~ Hill
D RMEARBIER[1948] ((T8k A.12 BHR) THDH. L L, Pearce[1968]i%, r<1 TH->TH
S HhS SR TIAG J) o & JEAE T R BB 3RS ) o0 DS 0y /0g > 1 L 72 % B FEBRIC Ko
TR L, Hill ® ZREBERBEE CIIRH CE RV 0% 2 "anomaly" E EH L7, 62, %
f#[1978a, 1978b]1%, Hill O KRR TITHFERILY DY I 2 L — g MIZBWTADH
RNOEAEEBTERNWT L2 L, FI MR OBERBEEEZIEZR L, "anomaly" 2 KB T
5 ZORRBIBOAEINEZ R LT, LavL, REEOIURERBEIEIE, B D M PEDMRFE S
NTELT, RTA=ZZL o UIRRITEIZMARND Z E MM EN TN DH[FRES,
1998]. Hosford ©[1980]1%, ESWEIZEES < fEfmBBIEMEHTIC LV, JST) 0 T & F5 M o 3-k
PN—ETL2H5EORRIEZFR L, TORRETET 2BREEERE L. 20T
TIRELM Z B RT A—242 L LT, FCC 48 Tl 8~10, BCC &JB/ITH L TId6 ZH#EHE L T
W5, 2L, Hosford OREARBIET "anomaly" Z#RELTX 9, £z, HAWNILS IR ZA L
TN, FIREARTICHND Z LN TS0,

BUE, PSR Z x5 & T 2 A IRBEREMATIC B W T b IR D BT 2 I PERE
fREI%IT Barlat 5 2322 L 72 Y1d2000-2d[2003] (8% A.1.3 ) TH 5. Z ORI THWT
WD 8 ODDEFFMNRT A—H ZRD DD, 8 DOMEHFIEEZ VI L 3 5. RHFZETIE,
FEBRAE R AN & < RHLTE 2 FHI[RA5,2006]D0 %0 Y1d2000-2d = AV 52 L &7 5.
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1.3 BIROBE/

B BRI — 2 3B BB EIC DWW TIE, O TIEEROAS S D, BEE /REET
DOFFMEZTTIC L Gl ST X 2B 5, 1963; (S, 1992], BIE TIEEBICAH BN Z 1T
% ARFIRAE TOMEVREM: 2 #1892 70 DITIZ SIS )5 KX D MRERBR 75 CREii 9~ 2~ &
THDH[EI, 20131 E WV IFEFEBIAE Y SOH 5.

Green 5[2004]i%, 1145 72 =0 AHE&DOHFERABRAICEBWT o ORI 22E 2
TEBRNOHBIIG —OTHAHRE I 2L —va VR B L, MR —&ToLimT
ToAS, EEMRER TIZZRV. Stoughton 520051, Y1d2000-2d TEF /UL L7= 6016-T4 7
VR =T SEEOMEHRFE A I T IR 0 1B T 2 BUIBER A ORI A DUV Cia LT
5. Yoon 52004 & 2011]1E 7 /L 2 =7 AEEH Al-5wt.%Mg <° 6016-T4 Zxt5 & LT, r
fEROURAL W B AIC BT D HOFEIZHOWTERE L VI 2 L—va UREREZ L TR,
Y1d2000-2d BFHEFICEL —HTHZ L 2R LTS, ZILS TR S ENI T v 2 HiR
R OMEFTIZR V.

AWFEOH G TH DT NV I HERAMEIORMEZ G & LICWFIE S 72 STV D [ S,
1985; LH 5, 1990; FH: 5, 1995; [LIH 5, 2005; 34K 5, 2006], W3 40 s 3R H 5 U
VIR S TREAM L 725 RIC K 0 25 TOEE A48 U T 5. Kikuta 519982 & 1998b & 1999
& 2000)1E 7 /L O AL D TS T DM ELOETEZEENZ OV TR L TW A28, HEOK
JER IO S & OFELZRRHICE EF 0, 2S5 X 5 BRIATON TV, £z,
TNIEM ERICT VI BRI ONTHFIERAB A 2 A7z Zais ) e X 20580370
TV 5 A3 [MacEwen 5, 1992 & 1993], 7L I {HAMELL 0 HIEWRM ZF7E5 & LTH
0, R &R AR & 135 V. 7L B OIE S 139 0.3mm ThHDH Z &,
INZ TR LA N SN &2, 7oL 2 M o il /138 & K2 LTV 5. Dick 5[2008]
1%, 7 IEOEHEEMRBICHEET 2 Ll KT TMEMHEOREL > I 2L —rva VEH
WTHALTWADR, ERIZE D EDEMEFET LTI, (ABRKRMERET L& VT
FEt LT 5. Yoon H[2008]i% — 2 D572 5 &N X » TR Lz v 7 O~FED BB
WEEDDHIEERZLTODN, A RATSHS.

Z T, AT, TSRS ) TSR T D TV R H OB M O M2 T R A
AOMNIT LI EHAMNET D, Z207DIL, FRLIZK > TREINHFIERBA M
WD S TRRERIZ I W T, IS ) ORERS B A ) B S BRI L ORIBRIEZ B L,

(ZPEZES TR P Re 2 e il A A R R T 5. iz LI T ICRE .
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OENRERE O W EICoWTE, ISHRIEREEL RN E T 20T RREMEEZREL,
DPERLE R EF MBI IR S F, BGMEMECTh > THHEMHARERMETHD Z L &2
EREATIC &> TORT.

* I CRE LD /N S WVEIFFIZ 38U C b BB E CHIE FTRE 7 +F R A TRIR 2 12T 5.
- fEE 2R R BRAEE (T OV TUE,  UH O Hh 5 | 3REEREE 2 BRENR & 3 5 Zfihg iR E, B
FOVAT LEZWHETH. KR AT 22T, BB 7 VI EOFKRTH HME T
V=T A A3104-H M2 BV E CHIETE 2 2 & 2R 7.

- BAFE LT TF v v 7 B — BRI E 2 e s BERBRORE R A RRT D HEE L
TAMRKENEZIRET .

1.4 AR DT

1 ) T, AFRICEDLZERERSR, 20k, +FERBRE AV TS
TRABRIZBET 2 2N E TOMRABBLL, AEORNEEERELYTILNITS.

52w [l 2 e s B O BE M omEE) <, +FEEBRA Of
IRESREMMT 2 O TS ORERAEZ /N e T 50T HRENME L RET 5. Wi, AR
R TCDNS ) DRERR I R T B L m 3 & T, IS ERIZ I W TEE LGS
RO T RIET I OWNW TR D

53 B TRGHMEHZ T 2 Bl O ZRENE OMET TiE, #2 BTHRAR03 4]
EDRBMED, BB COEATRETH L Z L a2nd. £, EBREOkERIC L VR
Pt R OO By Al D2 4 2 7= T

o5 4 5 PR/ NGB R 28 Uz s R OTIEOBRFE & RG] TIE, LA O HES|
SRARBREE 2 BRENIR & 3 2 672 o IRRBUEE A PR T 5. 2 2 TIXERM ORBRIZKIR
T 57D CCD H A T & WM OT HRRNE LT . £, Frv v 7 BNt —ERo
TR E ORE R A WU RBLT D 1O OAMRK BN A RET 5. £F, Lo L
LU A3104-0 BT Lo TIRE L 72 W5 3R S A7 L O RS GET 5. S b1, K
WFFEDOXIG T d 2 HE 0.3mm DI LHELO/NS VN A3104-H #4 2 VT, ST IE B 23 84
WICEGET S E T dls R ARETH D Z L 2R L, AMREEXEZHWTE LG
RIZOWTHAT 5.

Bk, H5E [fm) T, LLEORREZHE X T, RIFEORIER LS % OREIC
DNTIRRD.
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F2E

+F AR Z ALV
Z it SR ER D #0418 AR AT BOAREL

21 [FL&HIC

AREREICLDREIEY 2 2 b — 2 VOEKRSELDOTZDIIE, OO EHE R
PDLETHL. ZODITITIZHIG ) T TOMBRBRPYLETH S, L L H5] R &
B2 0, B O 28GRI T D IG5 AT — AR TRV e DIS I DRE B A S TR,
L7e3oC, Wb O ZHls 113 BRIE 2 HENT 92 7o DI2iE, BB IR0 ) B 515 D %24
PEDIRFEN LA TH 5.

Bkt oo s S BIEOREF & LT, R & W% 515725 % % [Kuwabara, 2007;
Hannon &, 2008]. Z D J{klE, EEOISIHICE T 2B OHIBIEATE A NHE TX 5,
HRIE SV RRBRIED X9 IRESNVETE R RE L 72, R EOREEFT 5.

+FEREB A1, BREN 2R A &S TE T OME 2R U723 Ao 2 i
CHFHEND. S HITHIEIL, BEICA Y v 3D D L R0 E DO 2 FIAICHHEND.
WFHORBRA IR N T A ORE 22, BICRAY v FOHLHABA TIZAY v k
SR C OIS IERORELZ T 5720, ISEH DI AAAEIAL) — L2, 2Dk,
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Jin 1] D] —PER R ERR ZE ORI X DR R O EAL 3 T TUy D [Demmerle 5,
1993; Yu 5, 2002; 255, 1998 & 1999]. Demmerle 5[1993]i%, i J3iIE S OMIE 2 WA L 7=
AR XS & U, IS TRERRICI T D001 & O B OFEER 2 2 A BRERMATIC L D R,
IS DY) —PEZFEM L TV D, Yu H[2002]1F, I RIE R & O O 0 OWRE % Bt
HC < Le Pl 2 8 diigsr L, SRR O 242 Et LT s, & 51998
& 199911, W2 AV v b 2T 5, WRENERE —R TR 2558 L LT, ISHHE
HIZBIT DO0T LGN DA FRRERMATIC LV BEEL, I OFEERAEILR 4 3% T
BHDHEHERIL TS, S HIZERH2002)1%, BCAY >y NEAT 5, WRENERE—72F
HOT 25158 0 3B OF REZAT 21TV, IS OFERREICHESNT, BT 5
2V MR E AV v MRERD RO RE A EEZREL TWD.

L2 L, WFNOMIZBWT Y, R ORERELE R/ & T 23R 5% E &3S
THLTIRWARWY., £, ISHORERZICKET HRERB R O HROEEZONT
ERIT R CToE S 220,

I TH2 BT, WADOMERZEDED 2 TIEZ OV T U, HFRaER R O
IR BRBERMEANTIEESNT, IS DOWEREZ R LT L7200, OFHAEMES LUK
HR TR TR A ST 5.

22 EHORERELRBEVOT AHHIEME

AL TR RIS & § 5 +FIRBR A ORI A Fig.2.2.1 (T, ARBRA X, 4 ROl
Bl P E N TG HBES (KFORKER) ol Shs. BEildRAY v h&HL, AU vk
DRV G N T ¥ v 7 ONIHRTH D . AR ITZFIF 51998 & 1999112 L > THRANTIESE
SNTEbDO T, WENE—THL-ORERHETHY , B A Y v FE2RITLHZ LIk,
JEPNETC T DIE 15 DY —MEIZER 5.

Fig22.1 2B\, BIIME, Bsy,Bsy 13454 x sl L Oy i GUBR A .0#R) Eickwn
T AU > MO ROHEHE (RIFIETIX Bsy =Bsy =B L 9°%), LIZAV v MRS, w
AV v M, N3 1 ARL7Z0 DR Y » bAKL, RITBEOFIFROAKNFETHD. AV
v MIRERITEAR we /2 OMBIRTH D . RERT OUIHIREE 1o LT 5.

WS [RERBR A L 13 R0, HFIERBRA OBA IR I BIETN OIS F1 5040 & )12
LZEEREETH D, Licnio> T, BBA TR & OF OBENE 2 Fifk 35 Z & I2 k0,
TSI ORERE AR DL I LN, EERREE 2D, REICE T 5L, 5O
PIEESHE B IR LT, I ORERE X &S @D 5 12O DOT HORENE 72 & NS +-5-
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R ORI T- (L, ws, N, R) ZRETHIETHD. & OITISTHIEERTEB IZ
X HMIE tg DRE, B IO THEAEIEE n ORBIZ OV THREET 5.

Arm
Gauge area
BI T A
h Rolling direction
N Bsy, <>
L \
B/ (N+1) Slit
3 . Number of slits: N
Initial thickness: ¢,

Fig.2.2.1 Geometry of cruciform specimen for biaxial tensile test.

IS DREEFRZDHE 2 F5 %, Fig.2.2.2 DA Z VT3 2. S HREH O OT I,
JIEARIERREICE N, FlIZIET0TRF =L )R rd2HWT, REFICIET 5
EIRETD.

G
o
Y
£, ' A
ﬁ Gaugq_ area G

G

Gx<tj_._._{_ ._[:> B
I —
- HL—‘W {E '

F. ‘ ”lH" F. @0'}(,1 \Strain gauge {g, &}
7

A

y| O 1 Initial {GXG ~Fexp(&)/(Blo)
, - Initia G
X thickness o,” =F,exp(&,)/(Bt,)

!

Average stress ¢ Local stress o Local strain

Y o &
(Measurable) (Unmeasurable) | (Measurable)

Approximated ~ Constitutive relations

Fig.2.2.2 Illustration of the difference between the average stress 69 and the local stress o .
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TG T COMERE DR — OF A B & ERCET 2 720101, URFICRIE Sh
HOF I {ex,6y} | & TRGTEICIST 2 JRFTG S o ={or,oy} | OBIRIBRAS AT 72 IR 0 RS
BLHIE SRR EZR S0, Lin L 8hE | 3ERER CHIE FTRE/RIE 1, AT 2 —#ha|
BHEF,, Fy%, “HOTHORER .,y L 0 HEE S 2B OWECk L CEE S
N5 00 =68,60) T B, LimnnoT, MIEAHEARTEIEH 68 2 BaTsh ot ic
AREZRIR VD TS D 2 L A8, ERSHER THNS R A EET S b OREERE CH .
Z 2 Tol i, ISHORERIE S IETABOTR (B L5, of & ERICHIET
HZLIFTERVD, ARERMITHERLY oX2M5 LN TE 5.

AT TREFANT % -5 OB RSB IZ T 23 2 2R L, Rl 0§24
BN & +FRRBR TR AR ET 5.

221 WHOREREDEZS

PRI, M T 2 BTSN o & SRR IGE WA T ) 09 o Bl DRI & 72 5 15
NORERE es DEFRE T HIREHRMAT OB MBI HE5HEL LTHLA o &
RIS B RO 2 6 OBIRIE, BEFET L & LCRRITIC AT SV MBI HE 5 . %
= EBIIN 09 1220 T, Z OB RIS BT 2 RFTAR DT HOMEN 66} 1 BHEE S
ND BTG % OWHERE (5 NREIN O OF B OB L IR —E &I A 0E) & B
Fe, Fy bk CHEShS.

oy =Fy exp(s;)/ (Bto) (2.12)

oS =F, exp(e,)/(Btg) (2.1b)

INLERWT, ozt b o8 ofxtiEE, bbb 0B EBEE e IRV E
ET 5.

G L G L
~ |0'G ol B \/(aij _O-ij)(o-ij —al-j)

L
c L_L
o™ | O[Ok

S

2.2)

N G_ G_ G_ G_
72lZL, op =0y =03 =033=0

olh=ck =0k =0 (FHEISHEZROEHL)
D e BRUNCT BAEN, S OB EEE S B/NCT B 12 DO BB 0T R E B %
HLEZD.
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222 BTETLELUEH

Fig.2.2.1 O+FHRBRAIZEBNT, DN ERW IS 2 FIRERMEHIT OIS E L, #
HriZiZ, MSC.Marc2008r1 % FV 7z, SRR L0 N 14 s8I A2 7 Uk L, 4 Hisluare
VRS S B 2 FN 2 ZIRTTIRIT 24T 9. 7272 URIE O 28 % 39 2 35 A1 13 8 i N1
By Uy FERZ W ZRGT 21T, WREH MO 12 gz e7 b Lz, 228, b
NEPFPRTRINDRAY v MDD we /2 OHPNITM R EHREEZR LTz, DBREIETF v
Y ZICK VRSN, TREN OB & A D B AR AR S L, BaoobE 51w
IR AR L, BFEFENCIRISHHIS UM EE N A 2. wEE, SEmss—
CET D EAE LT, JHAREEICHT G- OO 5 &2 L U S/ 5010825 5
XTIz RFEHTTIX, Bsxy=Bsy=B=30mm & L CEHEEZITo7.

FENTZ51E % Table 2.2.2.1 (2787 WESM L LCIE, AFG s, 15, =1:0,4:1,2:1, 4:3, 1:1
D5EMEE Lz +FERBR OBIRKT-& LT, 6, AUy hESL, AU v bAK
N, AUy MEw,, BEOFHTROABEE R ORBLFA LT, 7235, Table222.1 [ZiL#
LTeT v ¥ =T 4 VoA T BB R o~ HE A oR T

Table 2.2.2.1 Analysis conditions (Underlined: Standard condition)

Stress ratio : Sy :5y 1:0, 4:1,2:1, 4:3, 1:1
Thickness : #p /mm 0.6,1.2,24,3.6,4.8
Length of slits: L / mm 15, 30, 45,

Infinite length(Unconstraint on

arm edges in transversal direction)

Number of slits : N 3,5,7,9
Width of slits: wg/mm 0.2,0.3,0.5
Corner radius : R /mm 0.1,0.5,1.0, 3.0

FEAT CIXHMER X OIS E2E L, Yo 7 %I% 200GPa, R7 Vi 033 & L
T, von Mises DFERBIZL[19131% W . 7o, MMLEbfEEk (o) OFEBEHTT 57
DI Swift B FARPTHI AR 2 Fig.2.2.2.1 12, T D /3T A — X % Table 2.2.2.2 |Z/"7. &
Y E & UM RS O ZETARBUHIAR (fs-0) ZH W [ZIR S, 1999]. nfEDO R 5 ET

JU fs-1~3 1%, fs-0 &R UG 1B X OEP =0.01 TOLEFE U EAZ @AM E L TE

-29-



ELT.

Stress (MPa)

400
300 —— 5 —0 !
==
S =M
>‘0‘Qg@g
—O0— n=0.209
100 H
—A— p=(.2
—0— n=0.3
0 —— n=0.4
0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05
Strain

Fig.2.2.2.1 Effect of work-hardening exponent » on stress-strain curves.

Table 2.2.2.2 Work hardening models for FEM analyses
(Underlined: Standard condition)

n-value* & c* /MPa
fs-0 0.209 0.0041 522
fs-1 0.2 0.0038 505
fs-2 0.3 0.0073 723
fs-3 0.4 0.0110 1004

*Swift type flow curve: & = c(gg +&°)"
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223 BRBEUVYHBIEMEDKE
BRI NT, BRE 1%OMHYBIEOT IS T D ENMZ SRR TOR
T DOFEFE es DFEEMRX % Fig.2.2.3.1 [I- 7. AFRIS I sy 05y 23 HLE5 3 (Fig.2.2.3.1(a))

O TEISR (Fig.2.2.3.1(e)) ~ZA LT 2IZHEV, e 1TSS HPEFHNTH—LL, oK
BT 5.

fs-0,
von Mises

eP ~0.01

(c) sx:sy=2:1 (d) sx:sy=4:3 (e) sxisy=1:1

Fig.2.2.3.1 Distribution of stress measurement error €s .

S F I EER N D S S5 A A Fig2.2.3.2 ([CoRrT . & T EhBIRICE T D oy DAY
(Fig.2.3.1.2(a)) 1%, A YU v MGHOEEEZFRITIE, IS F1IER O HLL D b B R T 5 £ ¢
JENEFAIC DT DIRIEE—Th D, scisy=43 T, AU v MEEICBW USSR AL —IC
PRDREIRDN sx 15y =111 XD HRORIEL o TWD H DD, s 18y =1:1 OIS S5 S I R
Ths.

*1 AHRA2ES MR, 25 TRET L2 CORETTHIPAD M| 235 1T DG HIERAZEZ 108 TR L
il asE 7 —2 LU TH#T 5.
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o/ MPa
222

= 1218
214

210

206

202

(a) ox on Sy:sy=1:1

/ MPa

245
241
237
233

229
225

Ox
]
“~——
—

(b) ox on SxiSy

=43
o/ MPa

253
249
245
241
237
233

(d) ox on sy:sy,=2:l

o/ MPa
243

T 5239
235

231

227

223

t) Oy On Sx Sy_41

E

(h) Oy On Sx-Sy—l.O

/ MPa

220
216
212
208

204
200

fs-0,
von Mises
eP ~0.01

L.

oy /MPa
185
181
177
173
169
165

C) 0y On s,:s,=
y y -

Jy/MPa
129
125
121
117
113
109

() 0y on Sx:sy=2:1
{ o,/ MPa

63
59
55
51
47
43

(g) 0y on sxy:s), =41

w/MPa

(l) O-y on Sx:Sy=1:0

Fig.2.2.3.2 Distribution of stress components in test area.
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Sx 8y =2:1, 41, L0IZET DI 2 S 5 &, B I5I20E5 <2y, oy i
T oy ORHIEARE—I1272 5. 2L, TROOIGHTIEE L0 & F, 03 %I
INSWTZDIZ, y Bl AT A ORI O IR & EF 0, Z OBEE o P EIED x i
AT RS OZN LD b REL D7D THD. FI7epl & LT, 5,05, =1:0 1281 5,
Wikh % 5072 0y D534 % Fig2.2.3.3 (R p il & VAT 7 ORI & M T oo
FREIZH Y, ZOEGITHABN T & 9 (ST H R T 2 MER L IR F% L
BIRFT LN TES.

oy/MPa [lustration of deformed
100 arms along y-axis

50

0

50 fs-0,von Mises
) gP ~0.01
-100 s, s, =1:0

Magnification of

displacement : 10
L, x

Fig.2.2.3.3 Distribution of stress 0, for sy :sy, =1:0.

Fig.2.2.3.1(a)~ (IR LTS I DEERE e, DALY, eg N/ & 72 2 O B IENL &
2 x il b (RKRFEISHLE) [CHEET D ERDND. £ 2 THIGHIZEIT 5 x il B e
DOEAt% Fig.2.2.3.4 |27, AL x fil iz CRER TR0 B O A IR oAk L7
B A=x/(B/2) % -, Fig2.2.3.4 ® Average |ZF I I1HICEBIT D ey O HHIEHE 2~
WTNDIGHH TS, AR 112ES<E, Ay M OSAHEFICEY e 1ITREL 2D,
s, =11 BEO43 TIE, BERITTEZBRTIE, OFHOMEMBEIZL DT e 13 1.4 %
PIFERD. s,08,=2:1 TIEA=0T71Z8BW\T, 5,185, =4:1 Tl A=0.65128\ T e o/ &
THZENTESD., LML, OTHT—VICLDMEICBNCUIAROmEEZ LELE T 5.
F7o, OFHRPEMEIDSHICE S TR UALETH D Z L, OB OER & 15 720 &
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DB & IR DR — AERBEERIC KA NZ E B E L. 2D K D R EBEOREIZEIT D
TR EZZRE L, EM2ICHREZITH 2O OOT AAENME & LTIE, 0.6<4<0.8 DOFiFAIC
FeURERPIRED Z ENEE LN ZORENMED PR TH D A1=0.7 & Fild O3 A E
i e LT, BOBRIZBWTHNWSZ LT 5. 72k, 5.5, =211 BLO 41 2BV
TA=0TDOOTHELRETNITes 2 1.3 %L FIZHZ DI ENTES.

ALY, HEhGE (s 05, =1:0) 28T DI OREBRE e 1L, ENLSDIESIH LY
HLREWZ ERDND. LL, s.is,=1:0 OFBRITER O Hlh5 | KRB CHEMEFIETH
D, +FERBA AL S LBV, 2 I TUTORETIX, BMBIBIZIT 5 RERRT)
HTHD s, 15, =21 BIOL1ITBIT D e Rk ZRE L, 5,15, =1:0 1T D e 1TBEH
& LT .

—0— S8, =2:1 —— S, 15, =43
s, =1:1 —e— Average

0.06 % . .
Mﬁ‘.ﬁ:ﬂ.

) ~ CA
T o s OSSN
v '0'0;«««3,7

Stress measurement

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Relative distance from center of a specimen A

Fig.2.2.3.4 Effect of stress ratio and strain measurement position on stress measurement error €

23 BHDOEEREICRFIHRBRAFCOEETHEESLUER

231 WREOEE

WS to DS ST DR ERRE e IR T HBE, ARG ks, 15, =1:0, 2:1, 1:1 IZ2\ T,
ZNZI Fig.2.3.1(a)~ ()R T, 1o = 0.6 mm (X U CIEFmhs AT & = IRof#iT ofE R %
DR 3 2. RIEBSEWIGE T IS OBGERRENLT D DT, MFEIZETRL LR, )
JEREL 22 21206, IO VIR DRERAE e ITRE 0D, Tk, WEOHEMNIZ

*2 Bz0E, BN THIRSIW TOSHEBTOT 27— (BIRICBIT DO T HIRRS%) DA, /Dy
—VREX02mmTHY, A ERETLIZaER h OO BEEER AR ETOES15Smm (= B 2)2%t
L, M1.3%DESIIRD. 207 —YON—Z5[1E3.3x2.4mmlE, B2ITHKL, 22%DESIT25HD
D, BEEBIZHE BN, JIEIZIB W CRIE L2V,
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FEVERER R NS CRIE SIS ) o, oo AMNGE IR E T 5720 Th 5. WTHORREICE
WTHANRD A=0.7 DALEOHIEICEY e Z/NS <R D ENTE L. ERRITITHIE 1
23 0.08 BLLTFOHA (B=30mm 2% LTt <24 mm) 1L, JSHOREBEE 1.9 %LLTIC
MABHZLENTED.

—e— Plane stress —0— 1, =0.6mm
—— t,=1.2mm —0— [p=2.4mm
—o0— 1, =3.6mm —0— lp=4.8mm

0.06
] e? ~0.01
]

04

0.
0.02

fs-0, von Mises
l

0.00

Stress measurement
error e

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Relative distance from center of a specimen A

(a) Stressratio Sx:5y =1:0

—e— Plane stress —0— 1,=0.6mm
—a— t,=1.2mm —0— [;=2.4mm
—0— 1, =3.6mm —0— 1p=4.8mm

fs-0, von Mises
1

0.00

Stress measurement
error e
() ()

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Relative distance from center of a specimen A

(b) Stressratio Sx:sy, =2:1

—e— Plane stress —0— 1 =0.6mm
—A— 1H=1.2mm —0— f)=2.4mm
- —0— 1=3.6mm —0— 1(p=4.8mm
= ;
g 0.06 — R
= fs-0, von Mises e =001 ¥
5370.04 ' |
S5
E5 0.02 Rm-O-0rO-0-0-0-0-0-0-0000000
§ 0.00
ﬁ .

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Relative distance from center of a specimen A

(c) Stressratio Sx:5y =1:1
Fig.2.3.1 Effect of the thickness of specimen ?j and strain measurement position on stress

measurement error €
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232 RJYrOEY, REEIVIEOEE

SIS DREFRE e \IZKIFETAY v NN OB % Fig23.21 [T NBHER D L e 13
INEL 7ML, N OBINC LY, ISRIEROEREIME T 5 & RIREC, o 2
U NHEERREE (8 % Ofitg) 23580 L, BEi o mN e x4 2 IMEMER T 2720 Th 5.
AUy "R ZE 7T AR EICT I, 4=071280WTe 7 1.6 %A FIZIMAHZ LN TES.

[o—N=3 -0~ N=5 - N=7 —~—N=9]

0.06
eP =0.01

0.02 |
fs-0, VOl’Il Mises

Stress measurement
error e

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Relative distance from center of a specimen A

(a) Stressratio Sx:5y =1:0

[o—N=3 -o—N=5 &~ N=7 -~ N=9]

0.06

fs-0, von Mises
|

Stress measurement
error e

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Relative distance from center of a specimen A

(b) Stressratio Sx:§, =2:1

[o—N=3 0—N=5 - N=7 -o—N=9|

0.06

1
fs-0, von Mises

Stress measurement
erTor e

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Relative distance from center of a specimen A

(c) Stressratio Sx:5y =1:1
Fig.2.3.2.1 Effect of the number of slits N and strain measurement position on stress

measurement error €
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N DOREBE e [CRIETAY v MES L OFE% Fig23.22 07T, L= ol 3K HHO
RFFONCELET 280 E Al e T 25RKME G 2T, 613 L ORIICHV RS <7D,
A=08 5 TH e X+ < b, ZhUL, AR EFEERIC, AR T22 LT, BEo
N TEPEMER S 2720 TH D, 1=07TiE, L2BEThIEe X 13% AT LS,

—0— L=15mm —o— L =30mm
—0— [, =45mm —a—L=0co

fs-0, von Mises
1

Stress measurement

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Relative distance from center of a specimen A

(a) Stressratio Sx:5y =1:0

—0— L=15mm —e— L =30mm
—0— 7 =45mm —a— L =00
0.06 — T
M eP =0.01 i—
0.04 l

. (AR
fs-0, von Mises | | 00l 2
1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Relative distance from center of a specimen A4

Stress measurement
error e

(b) Stressratio Sy :sy, =2:1

—0— L=15mm —e— L =30mm
—0— [ =45mm —a— L =00

g
>
>N

fs-0, von Mises | &P =0.01

e
()
X

o
=}
)

Stress measurement
error e

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Relative distance from center of a specimen A4

(c) Stressratio Sy:sy =1:1
Fig.2.3.2.2 Effect of the length of slits L and strain measurement position on stress measurement

eITror €g
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JEDRTERE e ITKIET AV v MEws D% Fig.2.3.2.3 127, wy ORIZ L e
HINEL D A=0T712BWT, we=0.01BLLF (B=30mm!Zxf LT w<03mm) (235

ZEIZXY, e B 15%UTITMAD I ENTED.
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fs-0, von Mises 5
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error e

0.00
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Relative distance from center of a specimen A
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(b) Stressratio Sy :sy, =2:1
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fs-0, von Mises

P =0.01
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Stress measurement
error e
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Relative distance from center of a specimen A

(c) Stressratio Sx:5y =1:1

Fig.2.3.2.3 Effect of the width of slits Wy and strain measurement position on stress measurement

error €
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ARETHIZER G & LT+ R T, Bl 2s B g R ISV IRIE & 72 2 72, it
AN NBE M OSIRRSIZRE LR R TR T 5. 22T, sIRIREIZH 2 5
RN BT T & D B KA L SRIEIC K 0 IS IJRIE R AT IN T & 2 R R YO T 7 60, &
% L 7=[Marciniak 5, 2002]. &m WXFEIZISI M, N TAE{bfEE n , BB OB 5ME, £ LT
+FIERBR T OZNENOBEEICEOIWIM TSN A Y v Mg ws IZIEIFT 5. 2 2 Tldn, w
R Epp \CKNTTRIRE AT, b OFHRRERIT, FHMMEZUE U7z B2 8 ) 71
SN EMERAT I 22RO T2 0B BER N LT RETH 5.

BNt oy 1oy, =2:1 EWVH DT, B=30mm THY, 7O w,=02mm, 0.3mm ¥ LN
0.5mm O+FIHRBA K LT, AU v NAREN D &7, ICRIFTHEL Fig23.24 [TR-T
WS (N=T7, wy=02mm) Ti, &5, =32%THDHN, N=9 TlIéep, =2.9%IK T
5. ws=05mm OHFAIZIX, N=9 Tiden, =1.5%ICE TR TFT 5. Zhid, MEHEKOE

NFHMEV =225 BT, AU v MAE N OB &0 BEE oA 2hWr A1 X
LI B THD.

p

max
S
)
i

g

0.03 %

0.02 e W, =0.2mm 15 Hlj
!

—p—@0—

A W, =0.3mm
@ w,=0.5mm

0.00 :
3 5 7 9

Number of slits N

Fig.2.3.2.4 Effect of the number of slits N and the width of slits Ws on the maximum equivalent

0.01 R

0y:0,=2:1

Maximum equivalent
plastic strain of test area

plastic strain applicable to the test area of a cruciform specimen.

Fig.2.3.2.5 120,10y, =2:1, L1ICBT D N=TOHHIZ, n, wadd el [CKIETHRER
T FERB ONEBEEIARE T E DR A EORD & b 7= b I Wil A R iR O
T, &R, 1wy OHINTHEND T 5. n 23K & RAPBHE I O SBIEZE TG ORI
W, RS ORIEEE S 28, Eh 1X n OBV 5. Fowic, HIEHEKIC

B TE D5 RIS DN 5.
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Fig.2.3.2.5 Effect of slit width ws and work hardening exponent # on maximum equivalent

plastic strain &, applicable to gauge area of cruciform specimen. The number of slits is 7.

fiiim & LC, BRA OTRBEEHIRB VT, AU v AN 2L LoD, AU v MEwg
RS THZENTETHS.

2.3.3 BOFHFTHROAKFEDZE

ST DRTERRGE e [ KIET RO TR O IRFE R O A, "SIt s, 15, = 2:1 O
AT OWT Fig233 (277 . Mt L7 00034 <R/B<0.1 (B=30mm (Zxf L T
0.1 <R <3.0mm) OFIPAIZIVT, IS DORERZE e I RIFT R ORBITEH TX 5. 22k,
DS ST DN T HRBRDFER TH o 7.
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—0—R=0.lmm & R=0.5mm —e-R=1.0mm
—0-R=1.5mm —e—R=3.0mm

0.06 T :
fs-0, von Mises e? ~0.01 {

0.04

0.02

Stress measurement
error e

0.00 ‘
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Relative distance from center of a specimen A4
Fig.2.3.3 Effect of corner radius R and strain measurement position on stress measurement error

es for sy:sy,=2:1

234 IMIELEHROFE

ST DFTEREE e | RAT T INLAEALAEE n D38 %, WISt s, s, =2:1 DBHITON
T Fig.2.3.4 (27”7, nlE02~04 OFPHIIEWT, e lTEBLRWI ENbnd. ok, it
DRSO T B EERORE R T o 72

—— n=02 —0— n=03 —o— n=04
(fs-1) (fs-2) (fs-3)
0.06 : : e
0.04 von Mises zP ~0.01
0.02

0.00

U=US0 S

Stress measurement
error e

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Relative distance from center of a specimen A

Fig.2.3.4 Effect of n-value and strain measurement position on stress measurement error €5 for

Sy ISy =2-1
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2.4 RERICKHBR ORI EDTEE

ZHE TIFARERMBTNIE LWV E W I RBHRICESWTigim L T\ 5. KREITIE, F2BRIC
KV 2261 L2 3EI Tl AT A IRER T DR M2 MRS D . B RRET MM 2 WD Z &
IREECTH D720, EBROIIFEEFETHDHZ L 2R TETODIHME V5.

241 ABRMHEHER

FW 23R 13RS 1.2mm o 5| 3EFRE 590MPa(JSCS590Y ) D @ [ EAES M T 5. ELE ST 1]
2L T0° , 45° , 90° J7AI(0° &RD, 90° & TD)D Hidili5 | dEER (2517 2N Tafifb Rk &
rfiEi % Table 2417, BRERM OEFVENR/NE WD L ITERICHER L TR Y, 12TH M
ERIED. 2LV, ZOMEHT2.26 & 238112351 D von Mises[ 191318 D& H MM BHE T
IV NI G BREL R MRAT D2 M MR T 72Dl LM B Ch 5 & & 2 5. 3l i DORD,
TDJi A% E i, yihs ExT 5.

Table 2.4.1 Mechanical properties of the test material (JSC590Y).

Tensile direction | oy, (MPa) | ¢ (MPa) n £ r-value”"
0 392 1064 0.184 | 0.0021 0.81
45 394 1052 0.181 | 0.0023 0.90
90 398 1046 0.172 | 0.0016 1.04

" Approximated using oj = c(g, +&*1)" for &= 0.002~0.092.
" Measured at uniaxial nominal strain ey = 0.1.

2.4.2 Z“#55REAR

AR O B PERRIRBAE 2 T 8 5 T O +F IR T (Fig.2.4.2, B=L=60mm) [ZJi 5,
19981% HWC 5| 3ERER 2179 . RER 1, BB OE T H D FEMRORDFHE L OTD S
BUNZAT & 72D X 9 [EIER D & L — — N T2 X » CTHIlF L 7-.

Rolling direction
sm¢mumﬂgmm)‘”lH' |
== T

X

Ml

Il

.60 .. _60
PP . . - I

Fig.2.4.2 Cruciform specimen.
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ZHhB1R T IC T D B O TAEAL BN & E BOCEHIT S 7200, IR D
SEYAMEALE [ O A [Hill & Hutchinson, 1992; Hill 5,1994] % iV 5. N TR L2 %045 2 Bk
# & L CRDA MO 5| =ZER ) 515 5 D5 -0 Bl 2 Fvniz, ZoOHETIE, £
TEIPYEO T I 60 (I 5 BEOEE ) 09 & BALARTE S 72 0 OSBRI, 28D 5.
IHEHWT, EPEMEAEFRENW) E[E I X 5 IZTDHFIMICIT 5 O EIR ) ogg & il
O HNDBEIE SISy (0,.0,) ZED D, BENZERICT 0y ShE 4 (0,,0,) 1, RD

SR HERIBIEOF 75 20 \CHE S B IR 2 BT 5. &) S FHTRSVEE, Th
(PSS 2 AT S X I OB R & B 2 LN TE D,

ZJR D [1998]23BAFE U 7 W — Rl o0 —iih 5 | sRERERIE 2 I C, s B &2 17 o 72
CHlS T o toy, = 1:0,2:1,4:3, 111, 128 K01 & LTz, O ROT RS (64,6, 1F
W F X ZRTTETEMAT > AT (GOM, ARAMIS®) & FIW T o434 & LCHIE L=, & o
BB A R D D T2 D DOT T (4, 8)) ITAMRDOFERICEEZ =07, Thbbo,io, = 2:1,
43, LUK LT (v p) = (+21mm,0) , o, 10, = 1:221ZxF LTI, (x,p) = (0,+21mm) THIZE L
7= BRIy (04,0,) 13 Z O VT, K(2.3.2), 2.3.5)F AW TSI OREMEZ KD T-.
ZIT, F, FIIZEME, BIIWEE, o 3RBRA OREIRE L 3 5.

o, =F, exp(e,)/(Bty) (2.3.2)
o, =F, exp(e,)/(Bty) (2.3.b)

728, ARBRHEE | TAR Y AME O R EE T(5-6) X 107 & L7z, llpkBRiEE L B ik 0
HNIZFO[1998 & 19991 B SRV, IEA 0,10, = 1:0, 0: LIS DWW TiE, R
5 | IREER T T d HISI13BIR (JIS Z2241) % 7.

243 “#5IEREBROBR
Fig.2.4.3.11C &§ = 0.01 (T304 2 St w2 To Rk § 2 IE IS N 8277, SIS R ol

L&y =0.01 IZAHY T HRDF M DWENE ) 09 12 & > THEXR UL L TW\W5b. Fig2.43. 11213,
von Mises [1913], Hill®> ¥k BI%L[Hill,1948], kFM=57DY1d2000-2d (R BE%4[Barlat &, 2003]
W RIIFR 25 <. 7038, 206 OBIBIRIZ DWW CIEHRIZR 3. Hill’48 & Y1d2000-2d
RERBAEL DO M TN 1y, 1as, 1o DA% Table 24112779, Y1d2000-2dB& K B % o> vk Fm=5
X, BT VRS EBREORAED B RN E/INI/R D X D1k iz. WEM=50Y1d2000-2d
REARBI S M I b — T 5.
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Fig.2.4.3. 1127~ L 72 BRARBAEIZ )4~ 2 E AV O NS AE 2 BT 5 72012, BYEOT Al
FE DT 0 % 42 C ORI IEFEITR U CTRIE L, Tz BambEtkffiox LTS3 506
NRIZHBT HEESME T MVOARE LG LT-. Fig24321lFDOfEREZRT. 22 Te
XFIENZERNC BT DS ST AMRIE Oxh b DAETH L. £, 0L ¢ IIxzZ0EL L,
BEEIRID Z I EE ER LTS, 22 THIRE M=50DY1d2000-2dERBEBNEM 2 i b B
CRBELLTWD.

15

s :
~ g =001 3
5 0 :
0 Exp. i
0.5 -~ von Mises 2
....... Hill'48 [t

[ | —— Y1d2000-2d
(M=5)
0.0 :
0.0 0.5 1.5
a./ o

Fig.2.4.3.1 Measured stress points forming the contour of plastic work for 88 =0.01 | compared with

those calculated using selected yield functions.

135

©
S

>
(W

— Y1d2000-2d
(M=5)
0 15 30 45 60 75 90
Ioading direction ¢/ °

Direction of plastic strain rate 0/ °

Fig.2.4.3.2 Comparison of the directions of measured plastic strain rates with those of the local

outward vectors normal to the yield loci calculated using selected yield functions.
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HIREZRIETHWDMEFET L E LTI, REM=50DY1d2000-2dR R BIEASBRAS 1k L
Tl L7ZMBFET L Th 5. Table 2.4.312 K EM=5DY1d2000-2dFEIRBAEL DR KN T A — &

o) —ag %%T

Table 2.4.3 Material parameters for the Y1d2000-2d (M = 5) yield function for & =0.01

a

(2%)

as

ay

Aas

Qg

aq

ag

0.9572

0.9905

0.9781

0.9686

1.014

0.9715

0.9791

1.0316

244 BREZRBITOKRIE

0,10, =43DFRMETRDIZA=071281F 2 “HhDIE - OF BRI DN T, R & g

bl U i R A Fig. 2441107, A IREEMNT OEG S L B O 2049, 09)
BED AW EFIETERE F CFIETH . AIRERMATOREL, REE s

BE<—#%L7.

800

(=]
o
o

True stress o/ MPa
N EN
o (]
o o

A =0.7

O'V:O'y=4:3

E xperimental
—FEA

0.00

0.01

True plastic strain &°

0.02

Fig.2.4.4.1 Biaxial stress-strain curves measured for 0 :0), =4 :3, compared with those calculated

using FEA.
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LU s, 2L A=0.7 ORFEFTICIT 2 HEM & FHRE RO T ERn. 22T,
O HOH & LTONM T 5 2 LT, AIRERMNT O 42 R 5.

IGO0y 10y, =43DMEICB T B &, =0.02 DO EDF Fr s, , £,12DT, ARAMIS®
2 X DWEM & ARERMNTIC L DAERO LI A Fig.2.4.4.212 R 7. AIRERMATIF2.431HT
TE D T2 RBM=5DY1d2000-2d KR BIE & F -, e B8 X ey, DA H1T 2 IEME & FHRAE
REiInFhb B LTS,

<¢,<0.0055

(b)

Fig.2.4.4.2 Contour diagrams for total strains &, and &, measured for 0, :0), =4:3at

&, =0.02 (a), compared with those calculated using FEA (b).

Fig.2.4.4.1 L Fig2. 4 42(/R LTCRER KV, ARBFZE T W TA TR EEFRMEAT D 224 PRI LB
WZHERR ST
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2.5 #&H
THERR S OFREREMNTICIESNT, ERTH LRSS o & EBRIICHIE WTREZ:

THIE T 06 OEEF/NCT B0, REOTAMEMBEOREELZIRE L. ZOFE

B Z 2 ZHlS 1 5ABR 71T Tk <, o RRBR VA b i H AT e A Il ERR 22D

M FETH D, Tz, TOFEIZESWT, IGIOREREZ R L5720 0+FER

BT DRI - O B E N 8 2 B B Lz, AR TR D2 A & s+

HEUTDOLITHD.

D ISFTTRESOINE B AL LT, FROWRE 151X 0.08BLLT LT 5.

2) +FHRBIT DAY v NARFN, 2V y NEEL, AU v MEw 12RO L O IZBET 5
TERHELESND  N2T7, L2B, w<001B. F7z, InJIOBEERZE e \IZ KT T D
FHFAR DI R OFEE,  0.0034<R/B<0.1 O CIHER TE 5.

NI DR EREAEZ F/INCT D720 D, Fa 2 O AORGEME L, 3R .00 bRKRE
JEITET NS 0.7( B/2YDNE TH S, 12720, OTAHAF = AN TCOTHEHIET 55
HlE, 0.6<A<0.8 DFAPHIZ T — VBRI E D L OITRED 1T D Z &8 aFE Lu.

A IREZ T D2 AT, AIRERAT ORI & EBRIIIZFFLTETH L L AR LGS
FAE O il 5 [ BRAABRIC X - TRNE S 72k R 2 i 5 2 LIS K » TERIICHEES iz,
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HEAMMHEIZHITS
RE0 T ABIELEDKRE

3.1 [FL&HIC

PEFES TN 2 A 1T —IRANC E PR BT dH 2 (1L H, 2005; G, 2009]. Ziulk, 52

IZB W T, Kuwabara H[1998)IC L > TR SN +FAB A B A KEL LT, von
Mises[ 191315 Z 5 & L 72 2 5 MM BHE 7 /WIS X U T 72 il 72 O3 A0 TE 7 1 03 22 05 MR
MIZxt L CHZETHLINE I D EHERT DUNERH D, HIZ, xIFEER bR b E
BRI > & 7 & 7= BGPERR R BRI RS < FRREEFRAFAT 2 FI T, HIE U 72 BeR il i o8
& BRSO MNIT 5.

3.2 BIWETILEEH
Fig.3.2.1 (2 FFIEaER A O~FE &S RN 7 v 2R3, BB O~HEIS DRE R
ERSET D X ITED. 2O T, FHMMEAEL TS, ¥ 73T 200GPa,
KTV U HIT 033 TH 5.
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! Applied force : F, /2

A rr Y
|| nIL we=0.2mm

B=30mm
Il 11 ff | Gauge area

|| ” ‘(R Imm Apphedforce
F./2

AR
mnm

AREH L=30mm

Fig.3.2.1 Analysis model and dimensions of cruciform specimen.

R THEIT LI ABRERMBHTIZ BV CTHV - Swift B IKHH#R & Fig3.2.2 12, & Ok
/XT A—H % Table 3.2(a)lC, FERBIEE T /L % Table 3.2(b)I~ 7.

ZDOFED() (THREEERL, (b)ICSWIfRl OB R OBIRE RO 587 A — 4 %
AT AN IS LA ROE LT BEERY 72 E 7 /L & L Cvon Misesﬁ%ﬁil%gi}&(yf-O)%ﬁH AV
RIEE I3 Tvon MisesBLOR B & U T o 72 il 72 O AIENL 8 75 B 5 PR EHS
ARETH D0 E ) AR T 572912, Hilloo “RERBISKHILL, 1948] (yf-1a,1b) & I M D
VO Y1d2000-2d B8R B %[ Barlat 5, 2003] (yf-1c,1d, le)& V2. yf-13 U — X FH O BAR B % %
HIp DM TH DN TN E L TET VB LT2. yf2al 2bIZBEOHM 6 E - R
J7 M RAR B %L T & 5 [Kimura 5, 2009; Barlat &, 2003].

300
——
o—
_O- A—rt
-0 A—
200 ——OOOOOCP/O il
< o A-b
o O O
s |
7]
(7]
(]
& 100
—O0—fs—0
—A— fg—4
I
0
0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05

Strain

Fig.3.2.2 Comparison of stress-strain curves.
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Table 3.2 Material models for FEA (Underline: Standard condition).

(a) Flow stress models.

No. |n-value* o * c* /MPa
fs-0 | 0.209 0.0041 522
fs-4 0.31 0.010 568

*Swift type flow curve: & = c(gy +&P)"

(b) Yield function models.

No. in-plane Yield Order | r-value or
isotropy function M materials
yf-0 Isotropic von Mises 2 r=1.0
yf-la Isotropic Hill’48 2 r=20.5
yf-1b Isotropic Hill’48 2 r=1.5
yf-lc Isotropic Y1d2000-2d 4 r=20
yf-1d Isotropic Y1d2000-2d 8 r=0.5

yf-le Isotropic Y1d2000-2d 24 r=1.0
yf-2a | Anisotropic | Y1d2000-2d SPCEN
yf-2b | Anisotropic | Y1d2000-2d 8 AA2090-T3

o)}

3.3 G HBIERERN

BEL 1%DF G EBEIEOT B3 E I REEBIZ AR S5 & E D, vonMises & Y1d2000-2d
(yf-1d)DFERBIRZ N Z NI BT D Rl DTS I Sy 08y IZXET D IS TJIERRE eg D% =)
#RX % Fig.3.3.1 & Fig.3.3.2 (TR 7. I ZHhg[R(s, is, = LD)ICE< b &, e 1T kD
INEL, VB2 D 2D ORI GG TBEOREEITOT ZIE OALEIK AT 2 2
LIILNTHS.

Fig.3.3.1 & Fig332 2B D e DALY, WTFNOBREIEIZB W TY eg ITOT Hdv ik
REIET LD x#hi ETHESND & ER/MEZIRD Z Lo Tz. ZD72%, von Mises
(yf-0) & Y1d2000-2d (yf-1d) D BEARBIEE 2 et L x il o eg D24k % Fig.3.3.3 & Fig.3.3.4
RT. S ORNCBT AR ObNE, B A=x/(B/2) ZHWT, x#l EickiT 5
BRI HOL N D OEERTTAL LT BEBE A R, £72, 2B ORITR L7 Average 134505 /1 HIC
BT D eg DRMVEIEZ T, ISHAERZE e i/ N T HMEITBEZA1=07TTHDZ
EEMT ORI LTS, HELOFE RO BEREIEL yf-la~-1cand -le TV &L TN D

Bk & 22 BERBABUC X2 x B35 1T 2 5 I ERRZE e D534 % Fig.3.3.5 [T IRE M 73
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BRI 8 D yf-1d & 24 O yf-le ZFrE, 5 @EAER(s, ts, = LD L, 4=07 DHHE
e <12%Tholz. KOEmWREM OBE, e (JSHREFEBICKT 26 5 5 EATICE
WTRELS 2D, £ LTe <2%& 22 8BIIMIRICHIRS N, B/2DBEZ 10%THS.

yf-0,fs-0
y P ~0.01

0.04
0.02

(C) Sx:sy:?.:l (d) Sx:Sy:4:3 (e) Sx:Sy:1:1

Fig.3.3.1 Distribution of stress measurement error €5 for yf-0.

yf-1d,fs-0

Y eP ~0.01

() Sx:sy=2:1  (d) Sx:8y=43  (e) Syx:5,=1:1

Fig.3.3.2 Distribution of stress measurement errors ¢ for yf-1d.
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Fig.3.3.6 (X5, !5, =2:1 IZBWV T xfh D 1=0-09 & 722 H00E CTHIE L7z yf-0, -1d, -le (Z%f
T DI & A RSN TN FTE DO RRBIE Z R, W07 QA gl RIS ) Y1 12
Lo TELTAL SN TN D, BEREFROMRO KR SIS BHEOT 7 " =0.008~0.012 (280>
TAET DM T X DMENS N OEZRLTND. ZRZENOIETSIE— I A oHEm
IZE S TEYRELI D, WM PEDEL Tresca BORFEREIFRIZITV yf-1d & -1e DR
fARIE, 0,10, =2:1 OIFHFITBOTHE DL ATV, ZHUIREM BELY EWEAIZED
TlE, o, 0L TNRENTS 0, IZRELS BT LZOTHD. TOME, REM a0
RESE DA, IERZRIEHIE 2 AT8E &4 2 OF AREN B 1T Ik L 72 5.

—X— Sy 18,= 10 —O— S is,=4
—0— Sy 18, =2:1 —A— 5, 15, = 43
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Fig.3.3.3 Effect of stress ratio and strain measurement position on stress measurement errors ¢€g for

yf-0.
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Fig.3.3.4 Effect of stress ratio and strain measurement position on stress measurement

errors ¢s for yf-1d.
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Fig.3.3.5 Stress measurement errors €¢s with yield function models.
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Fig.3.3.6 Measured stress plots on 4 =0-0.9 and prescribed yield loci.
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Fig.3.4.1 Comparison of prescribed yield loci with calculated stress points comprising a contour of

plastic work for £ ~0.01.
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Fig.3.4.2 Effect of material models and stress ratios on error er .

yf-2a (C31F % e ([CBT DA SO 70 e D% Fig3.4.3 157, " Ne lI2B LIF
WENI/NESWZ ENb ot Fhl, A=0.7 IZBRBIS O ERE R R EIT KT D O A

i

TBIZBWTIEEAERBERVETHDLEEZH.

$'0.020

5 |OzP <0002 @zP =001 WEP ~0.04

£0.015

.£0.010

Q

5 0.005

=

£0.000 . , S ,

R~ 4:1 2:1 43 1:1 34 1.2 14
Stress ratio s,:s,

Fig.3.4.3 Effect of plastic strain and stress ratios on error ef .
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(a) Front appearance (b) Chuck and slider
Fig.4.2 Biaxial tensile apparatus on a uniaxial tensile testing machine.
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Displacement of crosshead : U,
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Fig.4.2.1 Linkage mechanism.
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— follower links
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(a) Initial configuration (b) Operated configuration

Fig.4.2.2 Schematic diagram of linkage mechanism on U, :U,, =2:1. The subscript 0 means initial

configuration (a), and the subscript 1 means operated configuration (b).
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OBy = L, cosg +rcosq (4.1a)

OC( =Ly cosgpy + Rcosa (4.1b)

BN DAL O 22D ANEE Y 2 ¥is By, Cp £ TORIIFFEKICL TRAUT L -
TRODHZENTES.

O_Blz Ly cosg, +rcosa; (4.22)
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_._.I_._.O_! ..... - CO \<('3
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Initial thickness: N=7 gauge mag' - T v
1,=0.3mm Gauge mark after testing
(a) Geometry of cruciform specimen (b) Dimensions of the gauge mark after testing

Fig.4.3.1 Geometry of cruciform specimen for biaxial tensile test.
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Fig.4.3.2.1 Effect of gauge length on measured ss-curve for U,:U,=2:1.
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Fig.4.3.2.2 Comparison of theoretical stress of Cy,/B = Cy, /B =0.7 and measured stress for U,:U,=2:1.
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Fig.4.3.2.3 Comparison of theoretical stress of C, /B = C, /B =0.7 and measured stress for
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Fig.4.3.3.1 Loading paths measured for U, :U, =2:1.
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(a) Initial gauge mark (b) After testing

Fig.4.3.3.2 Gauge mark on the cruciform specimen (CCD image).
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Fig.4.3.3.3 Biaxial stress-strain curves obtained by the proposed apparatus.
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Fig.4.3.2.3 OILRBNIRT .

4.4 ARARIZE TS 8 515REGERS EOZR LT

PHE U 72 25 b — R i 5 | o B & B U ERTi A — 779 7 (AG- 50kNG) (ZHR
AT T mhg | iRaBR 21T o 72, £ PsBR S LT, ARG REER 715 0 24 M A FF
T 272012, IR A BEH O TEEIZ K 0 IS HES S EMEZETE L0970y A3104-0 #
(WIHIAE 1,=0.3mm) %M\, 78 2~y REET 1.67<10°m/s (=lmm/min), X5k O
JEJFIM % x i & — B S, B U, iUy =100, 2:1, 1:1, 1:2, 0:1 THEf L7=. F7z, Fig.4.4.1
(R TEAR OFER P % IV THERE J7 0] 36 L OVELE B 7 7] 00 B 5 | Rk & 92 L 7=,

75
5
0y
ﬂz —
=)
— N
36

Fig.4.4.1 Specimen for uniaxial tensile test.
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ek, BR¥E L7 b ERBEEII S 0V VI HiRE RO, UyiU, =111 OFEIC
BWTHKEFMF v v 7 OEMMBEES T v v 7 OEMEID bDOTNIREN. 20k
0, Uy:U, =1:1 ORBUIEIES 2 EOKRF G0 & Licha &, EERE G E Lz
BRaiTwv, ZnthU, U, =1:1), U,:U, =1:1Q2) L £FiLT 5.

Fig.4.4.2 (= 5| 9zalBrte O 2 n 3. + P8R A 2 vz Zihs [ aRkealBR TlL, £
AL DR E W OREER SR L T D Z LBl STz,

TN =T DRI 7 # E=T0GPa, RT YV U Hv=033[AAT VI =7 AHE
2007]% FWT, BB D ATEIC R L7 BN, BEIRT) « SHEOT A% ED T,
TR BRI TR T BN TR LA & E BRI 2 7o, SRS A E LT
LEWMEAFEmEIY, UTOFIEIZE VRO, P HEEST MO Hhs [ aRAERE R 2 AT, #l

EOT P &) =0.01 ~0.05 % 0.01 %7 & L7=BEEDOMEOENO T el & 2, ZofEic
BT HETICRSNEIMALHE WP 2k 5. SDWT, “BIERBR X OELEE A HH O

HE s IR R NS, WP L EROBMEHFEL 5225 (0, o) ZRDDH. ZOX
I L TROTZEEVIVELF R O 7' 12 » b 3% Table 4.4 (239 & 32 Fig.4.4.3 O ) ZERITR
. RIS SR T IO T A5 _ 7 b oFmZE LT 5. S -
PAEZ DG RIZRBWT, Z OISR B 2 R T F B FmEIc T 5 &0 )
Hill H[1994]DH#ERIZIE LW E D & L, D ORRREEIERRRI Y 320, 3720 6 Bl
ERMART v L e BRI D7 BIX, BHEOT RSN MO F R, BRSO
Shi EIERRAS 7 SV E — BT D . AR s [RERERIC X 0 HIE S O
3R RNV FIANTEEMEAL R R OERR 7 ML EBRhR—H L T\WD LRt d. OF
D, SEIOAGERRIZBN TS, FBEMAFmEBERT vy L E BT ZENARETH
5.

F7-, &) =0.03 23317 H AR R4 Figd.d.4a)lc, 5519981 L » THR &zt
Jibe—ER D "SI BRI K o TR R A Figd.4.4(0)127 7. 7235, Figd.4.4(b)D3
JRHIZ X DFBRIEFE CHEIZFIH LTV a2y, AFFEL Y & RER-FEORBR A 2 v Tn
D, MHETAMRIRNRR D720, ARSI 2 F MR REIC OV T OHEER 7R
HEIINEETH Y, B FEEMREOSRE DFHIZIB N TOARLKATRETHD. Fr v 7D
NN —TE & 72 DAL E 2 X » TR 727 — % (Figd.4.4)E, &2 HEE 4 Fr o7
STt — BB O ER 7 1E(Fig.4.4.4(0)) L 1 ZEFFEORREZ R L TE Y, KRR IETEE L&
WRRHMAATEECTH D Z & A RER LT-.
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Uy:U, =1:10) |

U,:U,=1:1(2)

a

Fig.4.4.2 Fractured specimen of A3104-O
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Table 4.4 Measured stress points at each ¢}

for A3104-O

&l 0.01 0.02 0.03
Oy oy Oy oy o, o,
oy:0,=1:0 106.1 0.0 135.0 0.0 157.8 0.0
U,:U,=1:0 115.0 18.1 143.5 27.0 168.1 34.9
U,:Uy=2:1 116.3 72.9 147.1 89.7 169.7 | 108.8
Uy:Uy =1:1(0) | 1155 91.9 1474 | 1276 | 1683 | 151.1
U,:U,=1:12) | 91.0 1133 | 1249 | 1402 | 1520 | 163.7
Uy:Uy=1:2 69.0 113.9 89.5 1449 | 1092 | 1672
U,:U,=0:1 12.4 109.3 23.7 146.5 31.7 167.8
0,10, =0:1 0.0 102.8 0.0 133.0 0.0 153.2
gl 0.04 0.05
Oy oy Oy oy
oy:0,=1:0 172.9 0.0 183.6 0.0
U,:U,=1:0 186.0 42.5 198.0 46.3
Uy:Uy=2:1 184.9 1258 | 197.8 | 142.5
UytUy,=1:1(1) | 1848 1722 | 197.6 | 186.9
UytU, =1:1(2) | 1727 180.4 | 1844 | 1893
Uy:Uy,=1:2 127.1 181.5 | 143.5 | 194.2
Uy:U, =0:1 39.6 185.8 475 199.2
o,:0,=0:1 0.0 166.8 0.0 181.1
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= I —- (.04
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True stress o,/ MPa
Fig.4.4.3 Measured stress points forming contours of plastic work. Each symbol corresponds to a
work contour for a particular value of S(I)) . The short lines attached to the stress points

indicate the measured directions of the plastic strain rates at the associated stress points.

A3104-0O &0 =003 A3104-0 &0 =003
200 200 —
| uwu=01 U:U=12 U:U=1:1(2) oio=0:] 0:0=12 oio=3:4
o, .O'y—O.l L N Xy | o0, % 0y
. . * UU=LID) < & o
150 < 150 o=l
< UUS21 i o;0=1:4 o
A P o
= 100 1 =00 et
b~ J o™ O'YZO'yzl 4
50 G 50 [
’/ | o
‘ ¢ Proposed 0:0=1:0 ‘ < Conventional ‘ /UX:U}’:LO
0 PR E— . P 0 PR I R L
0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200
o / MPa o / MPa
(a) Proposed biaxial test (b) Conventional linear stress path

Fig.4.4.4 Comparison between the proposed biaxial test and the conventional linear stress path

experiments on the measured stress points for & =0.03 |
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4.5 SREBERORE
DIz, T RO R D Z 5 HRRBRIC X o TR B R DIE ) & O R0 BIERIR O R
T VNI X D ORT. BT VRN IR LT 5 von Mises M & {EL, oy/E=

(09 +H'eP)/E=0.001+0.056P L 72 DML EZAGE LTz, ZZTEIXYY 7, oy T
BetRIS T, HUTMTHALRE CH D, RBART Vv i 03 & Uiz, ZHhi5RRBRIC B
T b — M) TH DI AHEHFIZ X - TR O LI & OF B DB EEBAR O R & 9160120
T WICOTHEIE, BB HTFRRBRA BB AR 55 v v 7 OBMHIEONEIC =~
IO LD HFRRBR N & - s Rk, IRES~ART 208 % DS
He—E] & LTHIET . Z08E, Figdsl@)llrd X 516 H2ef ETIRE#fe LT
KHIND., ZORRE L THOLNDOTHEREE Figd.5. 10T . KH O RO iR
IS ZEMN I T D KBl 2 — b S 4172 Hooke DVERI A W TOT A ZEMIZ B4 L 7= i
MTHD. OT BT, OFTHAEMITIST 2 FIIER dif & OIZRUTIBN TR O 51 %
B2 5. INER—ETHIE, A2 TdH % Prandtl-Reuss DRUZ > TO
THRIEZRKDDH T ENTE, BREEOOT AL RENOYEERLHETH 5.

1.5 i i o,.0,=1:1 2 o:0,=1:1 —
Initial yield locus ‘
0,:0,=3:2
1.0 0,:0,=3:2 1 MOOOQ-{
e Deread o:0,=2:1
3 | 3 - OmO=O=OmO=O=O=O=O=O=O=0)
s 0.5 o.:0=4:1 S0
50 y_ . ?QA
0.0 0,:0,=1:0 -1 X \\ o 0=4:1
‘ Initial yield locus N_  ™S\_
in strain space R - =1
0.5 0,:0,=3:-1 P ‘ 0,:0,=3:-1 0,:0,=1:0
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 0 1 2 3 4
o/ oy &/(oy/E)
(a) Stress paths (b) Strain paths

Fig.4.5.1 Loading paths on stress ratio controlled biaxial stress test.
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wIZ TOTHE—E)] &35 s hRBREE 2 5. A& LTHEIIZOT AR &k
WL L THLNDIGIRE % Figd.5.2 (239, Figd. 52009 i 22 E ot ki,
FIBEAR T & O ICB N T, 2dcHrndin Y, 2ok, PTG 00T Ak % BK i o
ERR & T DN TIEEARRONITHNE S 2. ZOINBEOZEENILLTO L D ICHA SN D,
MWAEFHFHN CTIE, 5 L7209 Ak & —{b S 7z Hooke DIEHINT £ o T Sy O HEAY
RED. OIS TERMEISS S RN EE LZGE, BRiEm oS mE s meE LT
2N RSO M E, rGOOTHREIT - LARWeD, ZoENHIEOT
HERY, INNOBEREEBESE L Z LIRS, SO, BRimoEfE L ToR
PEOT B M EFTEOOT RO ENNS K RDHET, DEVFTIGEOOT A LR &
L CHRpORRR M EO RIS LR FHFEIND Z L1272 5.

22z &:6=11 g:6=2:1
2 | % i — 1.5 — Initial yield — d :
Initial yield locus =21 _— locus
in strain space =
ﬁ 1.0 &:6=4:1
~ 1 |
X 1.
< o &:6=1:0
g *"’Od;f;in S o5 s ’
B : ~
0 —1. / ] &:6,73:-2
&, gy—l’l 0 0.0 -
£:6=31-2 £:6,72:-1
-1 L—== 8x28y=2:-1 -0.5 / ‘
0 2 3 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
&l(oy/E) o/,
(a) Strain paths (b) Stress paths

Fig.4.5.2 Loading paths on strain ratio controlled biaxial stress test.
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—J7, RRBIEE CIIHFERBA 2R 2T v v 7 0 TEMIE &) IZHIET 5.
F ¥ v 75 &S ITAE R A D7 SHE A0 IR R K OWIMEZ A L T & RGE T T,
ZERE e —EHIEIEH N OF R OFIAPNIC B O TOF A — I &[5 & B = e n T
L. L, HFERBA IR W IR OMREIMES, BRI LRICE L MO E
CTLEI D, ISNREDICH RS OT 2 BT 2 Z L IXTE 2. Figd.s.3
R TNTRBRA TR EET VL L CTF v v Z T 5O A 5 2 72 & & DS TERRIC
HEULAINNBLOROTAHOBREZ R LD THDH. KHo0nd LI EOT AL
TG EMRAREREZ R S 720, BRI UL Uy, =2 12380, IR RN (B
W) TOPHBENPRE SZELTWD. ZHUTARIETI O x J5 18 O3 e F781E 5 &
DOEITEIR LT, Fv v 7 THERXIEMDBBEHBOBPMEMONE L TIREATLEY,
JENPEBEBIZER & LT ETETWRWed Th D, DM b HITU, U, =2:1T
T ¥ v 7 BBEIT 5720, ARSI OIRY y FFI O NI O /v LTIt J1lEH
RS, IEIRRITEE y MATICHERE T 5. ZORER, BHU, U, =210k
I JEIE T S 10 < THIMIBRREIRRICET S, 2ok, WA ORI LT 5 2 &
T, OT RERITREIZEMIZITNOT AL~ LT Z L2 5.

8 i i — 2.0
U:U=1:17 | |
e / U.:U-=1:1
6 7 T
//\
Q 4 s {if
2 U,:U,=2:1
\\12 / e
® /" U:U=2:1 45 ),////
1 U:U=1:0
0 é ------------------ - xy
—_— \
2 —
0 2 4 6 . 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
&/(oy/E) o,/ oy
(a) Strain paths (b) Stress paths

Fig.4.5.3 Loading paths on chuck jig's displacement ratio controlled biaxial stress test.
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Fig.4.5.4 |CAMREHEMNTIC L DAL 121, 2:1, 1.0 ([2BIF 2B OLK % 10 52K
L7eMZRmT. WTNOEMMIIZEN TS x FMEMERIZFE U Th 5. Bt U, U, =110
FEHT TR TN 2 b DO, ISFHIAEBITES B ERoToE FIERL TS, ZhiZ
KLU TEMBEU, U, =21 T SN x F M OB y T o & el U Tl 72 > TR Y,
B DTN Ko TS DRI~ + 3 R B 2 5 TE W LD, Zftt
Uy Uy =1:0 TS IRHBER O S (p H~HE) 138 LTERY, y HoBORIMEAR 2
WX STy HFMOEENECTWD Z ERbN5.

U EORBTREROBLEAREIT 5. +FHRBA &2 AT v v 7 AN —E SO
BIZEWTIE, AMOGERE EICh 2MOEENKRE EET LD, IEHhE0TH, »
THOBREIZBWTHIE —EBIRELZ LI TE V. 20k, Rk LN S E
%, W= OFT MR, IEHZEMTORKN (0,-0,), HDWITOT HZER TORIKIX

(ex—€,) LLTHAICRRLTS, TNENORISEFTAID Z L ITHE L.

Deformation x 10

Fig.4.5.4 Deformation of cruciform specimen for U, :U, = 1:1, 2:1, 1:0.
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ARBRAE R AU RT 57201, T b 0AMKRKEAFRRICR AT HE (CIF, A
MR AM) ZET 5. —fFlé LT, BAitU, U, =2: 1128 5 AMRK 2K % Figd.s.5
IR, 22T L7 #ifR 13 von Mises[1913] D FEAR BEIS 2 E L 7= 48/ Nk Fr oA
FREEZAENT OFER A HNTW D, ZOf#R i, MG maEE LTx Frsl o, &, #t
fh L mAEIEE LTy RS Ho, z, M T hmaEs LT x FROd e, &, MhES
MzEE LTy FMOThe, zEZNEhrd. £70, YIZRIRIST), ElZvYo 78, vIidw
T YU, HUIINLHERETH 5.

Strain ¢,
0.004  0.002 0 -0.002  -0.004
200 ' . -0.004
&0, curve Initial yield locus
A in stress space
100 F— -0.002
s Initial :
Z yield line | o,-0, path
|
SR : o £
172) [ =
g | e LS 7
=
n
-100 0.002
& & path/ &-0,curve
| U:U=2: 1 |
-200 O 004
-200 -100 0
Stress q/MPa
Initial yield locus Y=100MPa, E=1000Y
in strain space v=0.3, H'/E=0.05

oy =Y +H'EP

Fig.4.5.5 Schematic diagram of the loading path graph.

ZORFTTIIEL LT, JEIRK oy —oy HIFRITEHE RIS, OTHREK e, —¢, tfIE
=HMRIT, x HROIES —OF Bk e —o IZBMURIRIT, y OIS — O3 s
&y =0y ITH _BIRICENENRREND.

RREISD T (Figd.5.5 D6 x Jim) O &, —o, B L 0 EF 2 WIWIERR A CEUARIR
DOOFD) ZmE LT, FHC TR0 & Figd. 5.5 1R 3 SO dhii & o%8 s & ER
fis &, BUCRT L9 ICE MM OYIIBER S A REATERAW AR 2N TE 5. RIFET
TN ZBRRTIEL, IR &IPS, ZOFRTHIEICE - T, Fllificis T 2 9IER
REBRGIHRET DI LNl 5.
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4.6 A3104-H # ) —&h5|5REER

4.6.1 A3104-H HDEFERER

4.4 i & R CRBREMEICHW T, A3104-H 7 (T IERT « JHFEKR, HE 03mm) DR
BRaAT o 72, Figd.6.1.1 |2 Zaih)s ) akliatg o f 2~ B A 2 e 2l /)
BT, B ORE WG OREE T L T\ o Z L BlE s,

BPEOT HOEIEIZ X 0 RO - AR 2K % Figd.6.1.2 2777, Fig4.6.12 DL 9122 T
DREREN 2 — DO DAMBRK BRI T &, FFMRZEPRNEC 272w, BRI
AR AR ZER L, Zi45 % Figd.6.1.3 [Z(a)~(h)IZ/R 7.

Fig.4.6.1.3(a)lZIZJEAETT 1A, Fig.4.6.1.3(h)\ZILJEAEE A J57 18 0 Bl 5 | s B R 2 R d. =
NOORBRTIE, FFREBA T <, @E OBREh5 5ERER A 2 e, RIS T1T71H
D e-o WFRE YD WTHOHKR S I L Z 300MPa TRRIKL TV 5.

Fig4.6.1.3(c) R L7 U, U, =2:1 D55, H—RIBIRSND oy —0, #iff Tld o, 2B
K% 300MPa THiL#iA D, —WT D& o —o, O ZORAIOFIA Y 5 (LI, &
i) Z BRI E L7z sl & REAR L7\ s, K EISH D &, — o, #ifik & OXfIE%
ExDHE, TOEMATIIEHRERICR LN O HOREEINEA b NRWeD, Z0
ZE AR AR T2V, S OB S TORKTINT) o, 13, JEHEIF AT O Hh5 | 5RR5R T
ToBER A (300MPa %) &IZE—EL TS, DFEV, o, —o, il e, —&, MFRITHRA)
(CBL D28l R (G — 28 ) 1R K TG S 05 1A DR 23 B 7035 CRMR L= 2 &2 kv
BNLEMETHD.

B OMBREORFEICOWNTIE, #H O ERER & FEOETEE VD, o0, B
TS IR L COTA DRI R E <22 2 L 2RI LT, kTGN 5T
b e, —o, MR ETRHRRAEZFFEL, ZORZEAE L TARMKREEAR TR & MEER
EiiE, MO E OREEFEATERELTRICE Y, Sl B B BR R & EMECBR T
HZEMTED.
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U,:U, =1:1(])

U,:U,=1:1(2) |

Fig.4.6.1.1 Fractured specimen of A3104-H
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Fig.4.6.1.2 Loading path graphs for A3104-H.
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Fig.4.6.1.3 Loading path diagrams for U, :U, =1:0, 2:1, 1:1, 1:2, 0:1
and 0,:0,=1:0, 0:1 for A3104-H.
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FIRRED KRG ERBTHZNTE S, £, AMRKENEZHA VWS Z LT, ERo LS
(R FIS ST M DT — OF BB B IS ZERNC B T DBERA A RET 5 2 LN TES.

46.2 FHHMLER
H Mo 5580 71 FIZF 0T 200 LA bR 2 @ RISl 2 729, 4.4 §i & [AIRED FIE
CEBEMEAFmAZRE Uz, S 2T 2 00 ) T T OIS IR CHIE T &

DX e) =0.0012 £ TTH-oT-. —F5, JEILESHEOHERT|3ERE T s) =0.036 £T, 241
b 1:0 Tid e) =0.005 % T, ZEA7EE 2:1 Tid ef =0.0012 £ T, 247k 1:1 Tid &) =0.004 £ T,
ZERTEE 122 Tl &) =0.0012 £ T, 22kt 0:1 Tid el =0.006 % T, FEAEE 7 0 Hififg | i
BR Gl &) =0.036 £ TIN SR HERRETH - 7-.

TR A & O RBREIC B WO TR KR OXEIEM O R 6§ THh 72 0.006 £ TOJ
NTOMIENE A Table 4.6 (27”7, £72, ZHAEILET [ OFFBRMHEAFEITIS CT2 RIS
oy TIEHUL L7227 T 7 % Fig4.6.2 \Z~7. HiR L7 X 912, HMIIM LaELEEE (n fE) 28
INSWTE D, IEITER A BRI S Z ENREETH S, L, A TRE LK
BRTIEIC & o TREIBM O3 7 &) =0.0012 S CHMMIEAFE 2 MET S Z LN TE 2. [N

(2, S EBIEONT A & =0.0012 OBV 2 FV TRET/R T Y1d2000-2d FEARBI%L ¢
[Barlat &, 200312 L > TET /AL LRt Z "3, 22 Co HYAIST), MIZREREEED
RBTHD.
p=25M 4.7)
VPR & RRBIEE T L & ORRZED HRMD /NI 725 K5Ik M ZIRE LT
FEOL, ORI M DEIX 7.78 TH o 7=,
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Table 4.6 Measured stress points at each &) for A3104-H.

&l 0.0002 0.0004 0.0006
Oy oy Oy oy o, o,
oo, =1:0 | 2954 0.0 296.0 0.0 301.7 0.0
U,:U,=1:0 3233 17.7 322.6 17.5 325.2 17.1
U,:Uy=2:1 329.3 154.8 | 3294 | 1558 | 3299 | 1592
Uy:U, =1:1(1) | 3087 | 3260 | 3156 | 327.6 | 3165 | 3298
UptU,=1:1(2) | 3257 | 3114 | 3272 | 3124 | 3265 | 3134
Uy:Uy=1:2 110.1 | 3223 | 1251 | 3263 | 143.1 | 3299
U,:U,=0:1 17.4 293.1 17.6 297.4 18.0 310.5
0,10, =0:1 0.0 299.3 0.0 306.3 0.0 309.8
gl 0.0008 0.001 0.0012
Oy Gy Oy O'y Oy O'y
oy:0,=1:0 302.2 0.0 303.3 0.0 303.4 0.0
U, =10 327.1 17.5 327.2 17.5 324.9 17.6
Uy:U, =211 330.3 162.0 | 3323 1793 | 3316 | 181.6
UytU, =1:1(1) | 3173 3333 | 319.6 | 3333 | 319.7 | 3329
UytU,=1:1(2) | 3269 | 3155 | 3296 | 3164 | 3288 | 3173
Uy:Uy,=1:2 155.8 | 3342 | 1562 | 3342 | 1757 | 337.6
U,:U,=0:1 18.1 310.6 18.2 311.0 18.2 311.0
0,10, =0:1 0.0 311.1 0.0 311.3 0.0 313.2
gl 0.002 0.003 0.004
Oy oy Oy oy Oy oy
oy:0,=1:0 307.8 0.0 310.3 0.0 311.1 0.0
U, =1:0 328.7 18.8 | 330.7 | 20.1 333.9 21.4
U,:U, =2:1
UytUy,=1:1(1) | 3183 | 335.6 | 326.7 | 3405 | 330.0 | 3436
U,:U,=1:1(2) | 333.1 3244 | 332.7 | 3242 | 3328 | 3245
U,:U, =1:2 — — — — — —
U,:U,=0:1 21.7 323.3 24.6 328.4 25.0 329.7
o,:0,=0:1 0.0 315.9 0.0 319. 90.0 321.5
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&l 0.005 0.006
(o Gy (o O'y
oy:0,=1:0 311.8 0.0 313.7 0.0
Uy:U,=1:0 334.2 22.3
U,:U, =2:1 — — — —
U,:U, =1:1() — — — —
U,:U, =1:1(2) — — — —
Uy,:U, =1:2 — — — —
Uy:U,=0:1 27.8 334.2 29.1 334.9
0,:0,=0:1 0.0 324.6 0.0 326.0
1.2
— | ) p
i | oloeF ™ % &4
l_ogf/ o 0.0002
‘ © 0.0004
® 0.0006
0.8 o 0.0008
o 0.001
< A 0.002
b™ 4 0.003
0.4 A 0004
<& 0.005
0o ¢ 0.006
' —— Y1d2000-2d
A31?4-H &
0.0 :
00 02 04 06 08 1.0 1.2
o,/ o,

Fig.4.6.2 Measured stress points forming contours of plastic work, compared with the theoretical

yield locus based on the Y1d2000-2d yield function approximating the work contour for

€5 =0.0012 . The stress values are normalized by o, associated with respective values of £ .

VIEZ Y, AROFECTHRIEL 25 A 3 KO g skalBsE 2 i i, o Mok
2 6F, INTEEFERO/NS & AR ORES N L SD HAISH LT hiE
MERETH D Z &R ShT-.

- 88 -



4.7 &R

TR LD /N SWERM OMREFI E L THE T VI =T A 3104-H MExtge s LT, il

FIRIS IS BT 2 SRR e BV TR E ORI E 2 AEg & LT, P/ MR A2 L7
G SRR IEZ B L2, ABIE TR O HMAIZLL T OEY Th 5.

1)

2)

3)

4)

Fx v 7 BN SR T TO @S RO R G, S22 & O AZEMIC T
LR A AR T DO FEE LT, AmMRKEMNEZE L.

LA O Bl 5 RRBE A BRENR & L, F v v 7 OB LA Z T aRER Y o 7 i & PH#
L7z, THEMWT 3104-0 M OFMmY A gem 2 JE LI2fER, ABEL Y R, 230
REBRBBAZHNRET NN —ERBRICIVAESNZZNEITE—FKLEZ. Zh
KU, RS RRBEIIEE LSRRI TR TH D Z & AR L.

A3104-H #4 0 il 5 | sEFABRAE R L TR EXOFELZBM L, &K T 0.0012 O
FEBEPEONT ATt ST 2 F PR OREICKS) Lc. S 612, HIE S 728k
dimiE, R M=7.78 ® Y1d2000-2d BERBIEIC K W BIrRETH D Z L 2SI L
7-.

TIERT 4 BN TH D A3104-H 0 — 8B ELIERB 2 HE L, ZOLEK%ER 4
ERINTHET 5 720 O FEBRFIEE ML T H Z LN TE
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51 KXHRDOIER

AWFZECIE, ZEh5 1R T2 2 7V i H OB O VS SR & B S i
THZEEZAME L. 20D, FHRLICK > TIRESNEZHFERBRA 2 AV 5 il
SIRERBRIZ 31T DI ) OREREE M EWCEROMLA TS, FTo, FEXES ORI ATRE o fdifE 7038k
FHEEREE LT, WENELS, Dol Lo/ EWT L E M IS L 7z kel o
THRERER B A BARE LTz, DL FICARBIEO A 2 k< 5.

2 BETIE, ZHh A ARREEIC H D TR R O A RERMHT 21TV, ZORIREZHWT,
JRETONT 20 & 3R & R T ) & FEBRAGIZIE RTRE 72 RS ) D 2% /N5 2 & T,
RBRIEORIE RS 2 E BRI 2 FiEZRE L. ZOFEZHNT, fE O3 HHIE
A E R L OUG S ORIERSE 2 6] E S8 5720 0PI A ORI F % & BHIH 52N
L7z, ZHUC KDY, FHMEMEHZIRWTIE, B LR B A IR L OYsRT O B3l E A7
EFIHT 5 Z & T 2% RN ORE CIS INHERETH D Z L 2R L.

%3 ETIE, @R Y1d2000-2d BEAREAE DG, ISTRIERZE 2 i/ &3 D I 72 O3 7
REEBIIRW S OO, 52 BETRE LI OT HRMEE R L OB A R0 BT R G M4
FrOo— R GAICB N THLAEDTH D Z L &R L. WBIERGMEE ROk LT Barlat
Y1d2000-2d DREL M % 24 £ T, rfliz 0.5~2.0 £ TEILIE=MEZME LT, BT
IZ X DA ERZ T o TG R, 55 2 B CoR LIZRAERHIIE C, 2% ORI E RS E S HERF ¢ &
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HT xR

4TI, T LO/NSWERM TH 2D 0.3mm OFFE 7 VI =7 A 3104-H M % k5
&L, R 72 VRS TR 03 T E AT RE 72 3 BR T 1k & & OB ORISR 21T o 7. Z OHE IS,
L O 5| R 2 BRENR & L, Fv v 7 OB LT alfEe ) o 7 B2 5% s+
5. Fiz, Fx v 7B —ERMET TO@BIERBROMRNS, JSI)ZEM & O R 22 H
BT D AMRKZ RS 572D ORRFEE LT, AMREKERE R L. ZhE VT
3104-O 4 DZEIPPEAT 00 2 JE L7 fER, IS —ERBRic L v lE Sz & 13E—3%
L, AT#h5RRABIEEOZ Y Z2 /R Lz, £72, A3104-H MO " #h5 [ ERBROFEE, KK
T 0.0012 DR GIEVEOS KIS T 2 F M F R OME K Lz, T IHRT « HFHE
BT 25 A3104-H M D "85 IR A 2 1E L, € OERED 2 EEIICEHET 272D 0
FRFIELMNLT H N TET.

LLEX Y, KO, HHRRBRA & A TS [BERER 0O )5 ) RS 0 G B
BIOKEER Lo OB FIEELRRE L. 77, B LERBREIC L 70 I EHER
DOEE T VX =7 LEAROB/INGERER R OFHHAATRECTH D Z L &R L.

5.2 S&RODFREE

AHFFE CRH%E U 7= HlhBREN M OSBRI L 0, R/ N o+ aER oo g R
BRNFREL 7o oT=. L L, ZURAMLO X > R T VIERO —RKEEZEBETH &, T
IV EMIEE O VIR E 2 R T 2 M ER S S, 207Dk, MEETH D7V I EHH
BENSUI0 B U2 12 X 2 “Hls [ RRBRS L L 72 508, T mEBEIEER L Y b
TN D BT L TWD 720, M E COOTAMGIXETETHRE D725 ).
F7o, ZORBAIIT I ERBEOMFITERTOIRY 28D, EOREIEARMTE TR Y %
ST LD L EBICHEW 0.lmm TH L7720, "5 ERBRIIE T I RE /D LB X
5. LTI 77 A== =10 bWOIBEZ R CTE 57 4+ b=y 7 ffidm L —¥—
MBAFE SN TEY, LEROBRERRO—R D EEILIH L DD, KO OHH+FER
B OO PN DWW T T RGN E L 70 5 5.

7o, A% BEICHE SN D 7L I EOHREREIZIB VT, KRB CTHEZERIT
R 72 EBRAORENE & L CRIARIBETH D, D728, TERITH 2 M B0 MBI T AR RN
EITHZENHEETHY, ZRATEEREMENE L T HEMET A 2 HWTHE A —D
DGR T DM Bt O TEFM T 2 LB 7257255, LL, ZThOOEERNLEEL
TMEET Vv EA WY I 2 b—ra i3 To TR LT, EAHMEZ RED - ETHEEOR
& D, BEBLETHD.
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A ST AR TR B PR S 2 7 b T il E R WIRRAR o 3 M &2 &t
6 FHDOHTEZ L L OTZHDOTY. KR ZEITTDICHY, L Db THRE,
ZBE, ZTHAEBY ELE. ZZICEHOEERLET.

FOR TR T2E0MIEbe Johmbik o 2 7 L8581 SERIZEIRITIE, 6 FRICHT v 28
UITERZHREZBY E L. DRVESHR L LT ET. £, ARXOFEREICKRL THE
M ZHE LY TR Y £ LRI, mimEe, EARIEREEER, LR
HEFARZ IR L B &

AR ZATTDICHTY, ROTHFL THRYA2THES E L =2~7 U 7 Aatt
MR L, (UNAER, == =P SRR BB, W ONBIFRAAL
(SO EVIEHR L BT ET

() REBFEEA T2 Z =28 Of) gL — « EEREEANR G BT O ZFE 4%
(TR 20 FRFEDND 22 AEPEIC SN U7 T ARERR O R BAL AR 0 2 SIS RRER 1A 2RSS
DRI AMITE) M ORI BEHEE DEFEZ T TR 23 FRE B 25 4FFEIC M L 72 T
A A O 5 [SRABR T IEDEBHEREL) ICEB L LTINS ETIHE, £&
BIVREAQRIERATHES E L. AMIEELZITT2ICHI> TEEBIIR-T12T TR,
REBHEED LRV E LT, DEVBEERLET.

AWFFEDOR G & LE LIEMEHZ D& £ LT, =270 I =7 MRS HIIZER S 4 K
DTN 2/ TIRMIES, BBRAZERT 22 enTEE L. REMEHL LT,

LRBFZEE TH D LT, PBIFICBE L TERARDWERE) &8 L AW IS 2 TH X
£ LI BARTERZFMRMERIRIC, £, 2 NFBEL L THIIGOELRLTEE, %
R7p T T e = 83— VBRI A O — 1 PR G L LT £

RBICEHNCODIE D NP EE L TOAEEZ LA TS NIRRT O DREGH L ET.

2014 43 H
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%
A1 EFERKBEE

AEITIE, AFTECTHW 2RI (von Mises, Hill’48, Y1d2000-2d) % <.

A.1.1 von Mises D&{XEI%
von Mises DRRREIEIE, FfER b — B2 REMANE LTHOW SR TV A.

1
f(o-z'j):Z{(o-x _O-y)2 +(O-y _O-z)z +(O-z _O-)c)2 +6(O-)%y +O-)2/z +O—§x)} (Al.1.1)

JEEJ5 1) 00 B 5 | iRERER CTREIRIS S o9 DRE SN2 LT 58, 0,=0,=0,,=0,, =0
=0t Xxo, =00 THDHNL, NALLDHEDY

1
of =E{(ax —0,) +(0,-0,)’ +(0,-0,) +6(cs, + 00, +o§x)} (A1.1.2)

MRS ) R TERT 5 AT MO0 0y =0, =0 £93).

_, 1
52 :E{(ox ~0,) +(0,-0.)2 + (0, —0y)° +6a§y} (A1.1.3)

MR MR A TR SN D,
G-00=0 : [k (BMEIRIE)
G009 <0 : RIEEK (BILIRAE)

o Z OB R dey = (00 /00y )dA M L, WA &GS,

0c 1 1 dA
deb = o di=|o, ~5 0% —EO'ZJT
0c 1 1 dA
p_99 n-|-= ——0o. |22
de, _ao_y dA = 20'x+<7y ZO-ZJ = (Al.1.4)
dg?: oo dl = —lUx—lUy‘FO-Zjd__i
o, 2 o
del, = deb, _1 % al/lzédxyd—_/1
o o

KM O Ay deP 13, & & de® ORBHAL KRR 7= ) OS85 52 5 &
SRR TERS NS,

de? =(o,def +o,del +0,del +20,,del)/ (A1.1.5)
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A(ALLYZER(ALLSITAT S &,

1 1 1 1
O-X(JX_EJJ/ _502j+0-y(_50-x+0y_502j "

deP =
1 1 ro 9.3 o
+O'Z —EO'X—EO')}'FUZ + ny' 'EO'xy
s 1{( 2 2 2 2}0'/1
p_
de =5 o,—0,)" +(0,-0,)" +(0,—-0,) +6ny;
deP? =da (Al.1.6)

KX(A1.2.60)F (ALLHRAL, or—0,, 0,-0,, 0,0y, Oy ZWHEOTHIEHD
R CEERT L,

2 do
o, -0, =§(d$£ —deb)—

deP
2 do
oy -0 =3 (dey —deﬁ)ﬁ (A1.1.7)
o, — =—(ah9p de p) —
deP
2 o
3 deP

RALLNERALL)NTRAT S Z LT, deP LT A ORI N TELTFD X 9
IZRBLTE 5.

2
52-1 i(dg}g —dsD)? +i(dgyp —deP)? +i(dg§ —deP)? +6- (dg )2
219 9 9 JeP

2
{(dgp) +(deD)? +(ds?)? +3(deh))? —deldel — dg;’dgf—dgfdg}c’}[i_p}
de

pzz\/(dgp) +(deD)? +(deD)? +3(deb,)? —deRds? —dePde? —dsPde?  (A118)
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A.1.2 Hill D 2 REREH
Hill {3 von Mises DT PED RSN 22— LT, RO & 970 2 IRERBIE 2 RE L.
2f(0;)=F(o, -0.)? +G(o, —0,)? +H(o, —0,)? +2Lok +2Mo2 +2No2, (Al.2.1)
ZZTCF G H LMNIIMEORGMELZREAT DMK TH L. EIETT O B [5RABR T
BRI o9 DIES NI ET DL, 0,=0,=0,,=0,=0,=0ThHonb, X(Al2I])
X0
2f(0) = (G+H)oj

—02)2 +G(o, —O'X)2 + H(o, —O'y)2 +2L0'§Z +2M022x +2N0'§y
G+H

F(o,

op =

MG )2 WA TERT D (TR, 0, =02 =0 LT 3).

F(o, —02)2 +G(o, —O'X)2 +H(o, —O'y)2 +2N0§y
G+H

&= (A1.2.2)

MR RIT KA TER SN S
G-09 =0 : BER (BIERE)
G009 <0 : RIFK (LR

= ZCHbEh R dey = (00 /00y)dA M L, wAE1F5.

de? = T . —-G(o, —o,)+H(o, —Gy)d__/z
oo G+H o

X

p oo :_F(Uy_az)_H(ax_o-y)
Y oo G+H

(A1.2.3)

Al

dé‘g _ oo d/,L:_F(Gy_O-z)"'G(O-Z_Gx)@
oo G+H o

z

105 . _ Naxyd__/l
2 0oy, G+H o

del, =del, =

X(A123) 2K ALLSHITRAL, (A122)Z2EET D ERE2HED.

oy {— G(o,-o,)+H(o, —O'y)}+ o, {F(O'y -o0,)-H(o, —O'y)}

—2
+0'Z{—F(ay -0,)+G(o, —0,)[+0,,(2Na,,) dA{(G+H)5*}

deP =

F(0,-0.)*+G(o,~0,)} +H(0,~0,)* +2No?, a4
G+H o

deP =da (A1.2.4)

-96 -



H(A12) 2 KAL12)RAL, 0y -0y, 0,-0,, 0,-0,, Oy ZWHEOTHIEHD

oy CEERT L,
—o, = (pger —Gaeh)-Z
FG+GH + HF JeP
G+H o
—o, =——— " (Gde® - HdeP)——
» % TG ar O Z)dgp (A1.2.5)
o =— S haep _pagn)-2
FG+GH + HF JeP
G+H &
Oy = def, —
de?

H(A125) 5 RAI 2 RAT S = LT, de® ZOPHESOERN 5 HVTUTFOL 5
ICRHATE 5.
(F(Gds? - HdsD)? + G(Hde®? — Fde?)?

5 ]2 G+ H)

2
+ H(Fds - Gds?)?} G+H 9| 42N G+Hdg§;y o
FG+GH + HF deP N deP

G+H o
FG+GH+HF ;.p

G+ H)

T F(Gde® — Hde?)* + G(Hde? — Fde?)?

2(FG + GH + HF)? (dgp )2

+ H(Fde? - GdeD)? + P

N

1/2
F(Gde? — Hds)? + G(Hde? - Fde?)?

2(FG+ GH + HF)? ( 10 )z (A1.2.6)
N o

dg_p— NG+ H

FG+GH+HE | | H(Fds? —GdeD)? +

<oy, Ty, s, Yoo \Z K DEFMHUARE DRI >
o, Yo, Tas, Ty W, BGMARE F, G, H N ZUET 5. JEE ST n Hls | 5EER L 0 r

28, FEAEEA T Bl S [RRRER KV o NEE D, BRI 2IGIREEL rEOEFR LY
RAEFT5.

p
_dgy B F(o,-0.)-H(o,-0y) :H

= =
dé‘? _F(Uy_az)+G(Uz_Jx) G
w6, =0, =0y =0 (A12.7)
dé‘}c) _G(O-z _O-x) +H(O-x _O-y)
oo =

d&'g - _F(Gy _O-z)+G(O-z _O-x) -

oy =0,=0,=0
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WAZ, JEFETT 181> B o7 1R O Bl 5| SEFER A 1233\ C, AR 7 1 Y OV 0855 % del, &
T5. HIREEMORNE W RAEHGD.

_ 2 _ .2 _ .
O,=04,C08", O,=0,8M"a, O =0,snacosa (A1.2.8)

2 2

dej, =del sin” a+del) cos” a —2del) sinacosa (A1.2.9)

R(A12.8)ZR(AL22)ICIRAL, WKEHS.

S G+H
= - - Al1.2.10
“ H+Fsm2a+Gcos2a+(2N—F—G—4H)sm2acos2a ( )

H(A123) % RAL2I0)ICRA L, KBS,
del = (Fsin? acos® a + Gsin® acos® @ + 2H sin” a cos” a — 2N sin? a cos”® a)o,dA (A1.2.11)
K(AL21D) & rEDEFR L 0 R EES.

_dsh, H+(2N—F—G—4H)sin2acosza N
de? Fsin® a +Gceos® a (A1.2.12)

a

K(A12.10), (A12.12)IC @ =45° ZRA L, o045, ras ZUETS.

e =25 /G+—H
45 NI FIC (A1.2.13)

L _2N-F-G
Y Ve

oo, 1o, Tas, oo MW TEEMAREF, G, H N KRBT 5L, :(A1.2.2), (A1.2.6)ITKA
TEILIND.

2 2
rO(O-y _O-z) +r90((72 _Gx)

_2 1
B Al.2.14
7'90(1+7‘0) +7'07'90((7x—(7y)2+(7'0 +}"90)(2I"45 +1)O')%y ( )
P py2 1/2
7"0(7'90d€y —7'07'90d82)
2
. +r90(r0r90d8p —I’Od&'p)
deP = Voo +7p) . pZ ., ); ,
- + o0 (rpdey —rgpde
o0 + 79 Too + 7700 090" x2 20 yz) , (A1.2.15)
4(rore0 + 19 790 +1o"90) ( p )2
(2145 +1)(ry +199) ¥
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A.1.3 Y1d2000-2d D E&4KBE %
Barlat © (3 Hershey, Hosford |2 & > CTHEEE S N2 BB AR E S8, RIS Fifhs &R
D MRDOBERGIEIRE LT,

p=¢ +¢"=25" (A13.1)
ZZT,
¢’ = |S1 —S2|M , ¢” = |2S2 +S1|M +|2S1 +S2|M (A132)

ERED. SIRAESNT Y VOEETH D, R (A1.3.2)1F% 51D Hosford DFEIREIEk %
¢, PRI bDTHY, ZOBEGIERIKBEIR A AL U THIBANRIC L0 RGHERK
BB AESD. ZOFIRFRADO L HITD.
X'=C:5s=C:T:6=L"0c (A1.3.3)
X"=C":s=C":T:6=L":0 }
ZIT, SIHRERIT VN, ', CNids B X, X"~ ERT D 4AEDOT Y L TH
%. F7=, el Cauchy DS T Vv, Tide & s ~EHd 5. C', C"XTIZXo L', L"
PMEGI, 2L, L"ZEHSEHZLTX', X"BEond. $72bb, C', C"E72iX
L', L" DR OWRENRTTMHENT A =2 OREL D, C', C", TIZLATOXSI25256
ns.

Gy Gy 0

C=|Cy Cpy O (A1.3.4)
0 0 Cg
[2/3 -1/3 0

T=|-1/3 2/3 0 (A1.3.5)
0 0 1

ziZl, A1L34E M) BEOY M) 2FME L. L', L"FRAZEIVERSND.

Lyl [2/3 0 0

L,| [-1/3 0 0

Ly |=| 0 —13 0ja (A1.3.6)
Ly, 0 2/3 0fay

[ Les] L O 0 1]

ol [-2 2 8 -2 0fas]

L, N R 2

L), -2 8 2 -2 0lag

Le| L O 0 9] g
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A(A1.3.6), (A13DIZBIT D ap (E1~) R ARERIRMEI OBV NT A —2Th 5. o) OHi
DITHNX, BOHBEPEZIZRDLEI I EINTZLDOTHS.
Wiz, BRSNREEN X, XTOEHEX, Xo, X|, X #R(A132)0 s, 5, &k
THZET, f, $EKRADL ) ICHEED.
=[xy - x|, g =exs + xqM ey + x5 (A1.3.8)
L7ehoC, EGERRRBEHIIRATREND.
¢ =|xi - x5" +pxy+ xi +pxy s xgM =25t (A1.3.9)

X', X" DOSIFIRAE o TS,

X |:Xxx Xxy:|
= Al1.3.10
Xy Xy ( )

X, Xo, X, X% X', X"OfHTEEMZL L, KlTRIND.

1

! 1 ! ! ! ! 2 ! 2
X :5()(” £ X, +\/(Xxx —x1, P +4xy, j

! 1 ! ! ! !2
X, = 2()( +X, \/(Xxx P +4X), j (A1.3.11)

Xil ;(X” +Xﬂ \/( " _Xﬂ +4X” 2

X, = %[X;x vxy, - e - x, P ax: 2}

<HEIFM T X — 2 OYPEE>
BIWNT A= Ta~ag D 8ETHY, ZNHERETH7DITIE, 8 DOMEHREE
ERNEEEL 0D . —KEINZIL oy, Ous, Ooy, Ovn, Ty, Tas, Tog, To ZHWTEGMENRT 2
— X EBRET DN, AIETIIn =1 DIGEIZHESE, Bk EZE 272 8 DDISIENG,
SEIRMEAL R & BRRPEECE T L & ORREDRUNE RN RN E 72D X O BIGW AT A—2 &
WEM ZFEDT-. TIT, op [ THE SRS T 2YEREIS T, n (3% s RICk T
BYEOTHRHELLTHY, RATERIND.

= (A1.3.12)
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A2 FREFHICEITHIENIEREDSH

B EE Fig.2.2.3.2 TS TRIERRZD i % 5 BePE TR L TWD A, T2 TV ERMe
DMEHETE D LI 10 BRETRRT S,

Fo, PFERABA AT R E LTI, AWFIE T HfE U 7o 45578 o i PH o [ i 2 48
o,

A21 BEEEHICE TR AAIEREOS

fs-0,
M €s von Mises
1 0.10 zP ~0.01
| y
7 0.08
X
0.06
(@) Sy:sy =1:0

0.04 [ -

0.02

0.00 —

(©) sx:sy=2:1 (d) sx:sy=4:3 (e) sx:syzlzl

Fig.A2.1.1 Distribution of stress measurement error € for standard condition.
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A2.2 +FHRBERARE ty RS HBIEREDSTICRIFTEE

fs-0,
M €g von Mises
= 0.10 gP ~0.01
| y
= 0.08
X
0.06
(a) Sy:s,=1:0 (b) syx:s, =4:1
0.04 - -
0.02
0.00 - —
(c) Sy:s,=2:1 (d) sy:s,=4:3 (e) sy:sy,=1:1
Fig.A2.2.1 Distribution of stress measurement error € for £,=0.6mm.
fs-0,
M €s von Mises
10.10 eP ~0.01
= 0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02
0.00

(c) Sy:s,=2:1 (d) sy:s,=4:3 (e) sy:s,=1:1

Fig.A2.2.1 Distribution of stress measurement error € for ,=4.8mm.
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A23 +FEERBHEAVICEBN ARG HACEREOSFICRIZFIZE

H L‘ H S )

M €g \ von Mises
1 0.10 / ZP ~0.01
| N
r 0.08
> X
0.06
(@) Sy:sy =1:0 (b) sx:s, =4:1
0.04
0.02
0.00
() Sx (d) sx : () S
Fig.A2.3.1 Distribution of stress measurement error €5 for N=4.
- fs-0,
M €g ' 4 von Mises
5 0.10 g gP ~0.01
r 0.08 ] Y
) | x
0.06
(a) sx:sy=1:0 (b) s 4:1
0.04 -
0.02
0.00

(c) Sy:s,=2:1 (d) sy:s,=4:3 (e) sy:sy,=1:1

Fig.A2.3.2 Distribution of stress measurement error €5 for N=10.
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A24 +FREBRAVYNRE L RIS AARRED A AICRIZTEE

fs-0,
M €g von Mises
10.10 gP ~0.01
| y
i 0.08
X
0.06
0.04 -
0.02
0.00 |
(c) Sy:s,=2:1 (d) sy:s,=4:3 (e) sy:sy,=1:1
Fig.A2.4.1 Distribution of stress measurement error ¢€; for L=15mm.
fs-0,
M €s von Mises
= 0.10 gP ~0.01
i 0.08 Y
X
0.06
0.04
0.02
0.00

(c) Sy:s,=2:1 (d) sy:s,=4:3 (e) sy:sy,=1:1

Fig.A2.4.2 Distribution of stress measurement error €5 for L=0°.



A.2.5 +FHRE KR YME we=0.5mm DEZDEHAIEREDDH

B e e

M €s ) ) . \ v von Mises
1 0.10 — c— gP ~0.01
|| [ CE— | C— y

= 0.08

[ — (G
X
0.06 o
4:1

(a) Sy:s,=1:0 (b) sx:is, =

0.04

DU e
0.02 7
0.00 —

| —

(c) Sy:s,=2:1 (d) sy:s,=4:3 (e) sy:sy,=1:1

Fig.A2.5.1 Distribution of stress measurement error €5 for we=0.5mm.
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A2.6 +FHEBRABIOMITROAKFEENSHABREDATICRIETHE

fs-0,
M €s von Mises
10.10 eP ~0.01
| y
i 0.08
X
0.06
(a) Sy:s,=1:0 (b) syx:s, =4:1
0.04 B N
0.02
0.00 —
(c) Sy:s,=2:1 (d) sy:s,=4:3 (e) sy:sy,=1:1
Fig.A2.6.1 Distribution of stress measurement error €; for R=0.1mm.
fs-0,
m €s von Mises
10.10 eP ~0.01
r 0.08 Y
X
0.06
0.04
0.02
0.00

(c) Sy:s,=2:1 (d) sy:s,=4:3 (e) sy:sy,=1:1

Fig.A2.6.2 Distribution of stress measurement error €5 for R=3.0mm.
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A27 +FRERAFEROMITEERAEHARRED I FICRITTEE

H H “ k ' 7 fs-0,
M €s S g N ¢ von Mises
10.10 eP ~0.01
| K
r 0.08
> X
0.06
(a) Sy s, =1:0
0.04 L
0.02
0.00 ]
(c) Sy (d) sy : (e) sx:syzl:l
Fig.A2.7.1 Distribution of stress measurement error €5 for n=0.2.
fs-0,
m €s von Mises
10.10 eP ~0.01
r 0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02
0.00

(©) sx:sy=2:1 (d) sx:sy=4:3 (e) sx:syzlzl

Fig.A2.7.2 Distribution of stress measurement error €5 for n=0.4.
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A28 MHETINEHBEREDSFICRITTEE

yf-le, fs-0
M €s Y1d2000-2d
" 0.10 (M=24,r=1.0)
L e? ~0.01
y
i 0.08
X
0.06
0.04 T -
0.02
0.00 —
(c) Sy:s,=2:1 (d) sy:s,=4:3 (e) sy:sy,=1:1
Fig.A2.8.1 Distribution of stress measurement error ¢ for yf-le, fs-0.
L yf-2a, fs-4
M €s (SPCEN)
10.10 gP ~0.01
r 0.08
0.06
0.04 -
0.02
0.00 — ]

(c) Sy:s,=2:1 (d) sy:s,=4:3 (e) sy:sy,=1:1

Fig.A2.8.2 Distribution of stress measurement error ¢ for yf-2a, fs-4.
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yf-2b, f5-0
(AA2090-T3)

eP =0.01

10.10

1 0.08

0.06

0.04

0.02

0.00

(c) Sy:s,=2:1 (d) sy:s,=4:3 (e) sy:s,=1:1

Fig.A2.8.3 Distribution of stress measurement error €5 for yf-2b, fs-0.
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A3 +FEHEBRAOTEAZEICRET HIRE

TERBLOE SETIE, S TEETICAETRVLO L LTIT 21T 7223, BLEICIE
HTOMIFRENELD. 2 2T, BEBomEE B, AV v bAREA N & Lz & Z1Z, Fig2.2.1
(CRTRER S DR EIZIBW TR 2 A Y MO OMREBs,, Bs, OSHEAE, BX
OVBEER O g 5 1010 33 ) 2 S AHE B/(N +1) 2306 /) DR ERRFE es |2 BT TR BT 2 M
REaRT

A31 RUYMNROEENIENDEEREICKIZTTEE

AHiTIE, Bsxy =Bs, =B=30mm L X, Bg,, Bg, NAZEET0.1mm TRIESHD & (T,
ZID DOSHERZEDN e IZ RIFT BT 2 Mt R &2 7T

FENTSRIE, B X OMBRE T /1% 2.2.2 THICHE UL7AAZHES R 2 VW 2. FIAZEAS 0.1mm 72
DT, N 14 ETTNVEERZ ET )V E LIEABIT T, Bsy, Bs, HIZHEHETE£0.05mm %
M4 5., @A E T V% FigA3dl (28 7. FigA2.l.1() I /& 7 "x0y0" IT,
Bs,/2=Bg,/2=15mm OIAERR TH 5. Fig A2. 11N R T "x+ y+"1%, Bs,/2, Bg, /24t
(2 HEHESTE4+0.05mm & L 72 HR, FigA2.1.1(c) 2 /R T "x+ y-"I%, Bs,/2 % HHE~FE
+0.05mm, Bg,, /2 % FHESFIE-0.05mm & L72BIRTH 5. FigA2.1.1(d), (e)ITF-7"x- y+", "x-
V-ICOWTHRETH 5. AFISIHICOWTIE, o BmICM, WM RIFICET 5 E8EA
JEHEETH 2D 5,05, =21 BEO L1 IZBIT D e ZalflictZ & L, 5,15, =10 2B 5 e 1T&
ZiEe LCE#ET 5.

fEHTIC X > TIRT2 A=071287 IS DREERFE es  Table A3.1 (/R T. ZORIRLD,
ST DRETEREFE es 1T R T03% D EEZT 5.
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15.00

Bg,/2=Bg,/2=15mm

o o y
© ©
s 0
x
15.00
(a) x0y0
15.00 15.00
Bsx/2=Bsy/2 Bg,/2=B+0.05mm,
=B/2+0.05mm Bg, /2=B-0.05mm
U - i) ()
= © €)) S
Ip) L ~ W
15095 15.05
(b) x+ y+ (c) xt+y-
15.00 15.00
Bg . /2=B-0.05mm, BSx/2=BSy/2
Bsy/2=B+0.05rnm =B/2-0.05mm
i) (@} i) o
O o o [
Ip )| - Ip!
- \—4* |
14.95 14.95
(d) x- y+ (e) x-y-

Fig.A3.1 Geometry of cruciform specimen for biaxial tensile test.
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Table A3.1 Effect of the distance between opposing slits on x and y axes Bgy, Bg y on stress

measurement error € .

Sy Sy 1:0 2:1 1:1
x0y0 2.0 1.0 1.3
X+ y+ 2.0 1.3 1.5
x+y- 2.1 0.8 1.2
X- y+ 2.0 1.2 1.3
X- y- 2.1 0.7 1.0

A3.2 EMENGHDEEREICRIZTERE

ARHEITIE, MEOmEFIECLY TR O EN D BN R 5 Z LA EEL, BEHo
i b AMU ORI DA Z AL LS ORI OE & 0 B 0.10mm JAVEE IS, R OFEIERE e 12
RAFT 3BT DEE R 2R T TSR, B R OMEET VT AL HI LR TH S,

it &7 v % Fig3.2.1 \ R, iz, TS & o TRIZSHRETNIC R T 28 OFE
e & FigA322 1R Y. ZORREY, BBICH W TR BIMUDRIMMEA K E < 722o T
b I DEERRE e WZIT 5 HBITHTE 5.

15_0..0 575 15.00 265
— 3575 ™ ™355
- 3575 - £
. 3,575 —— =2
3,575
3575 393
3.575 455
3575 3,59
[} - o o
S b = S L ©
Ig by o Tp) v 1o
15,00 * 15.00
(a) Equal in widths of all strips (b) Wider by 0.1mm in width of the outer strip

Fig.A3.2.1 Geometry of cruciform specimen for biaxial tensile test.
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syisy=2:1

0.06 I
—~ non-uniform strip || fs-0, yf-0| &P = 0.01

—&— uniform strip

0.04

0.02

Stress measurement
error e

0.00
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Relative distance from center of a specimen A
Fig.A3.2.2 Effect of the strip width and strain measurement position on stress measurement errors e

for s, : 5,=2:1.
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