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DEERL A MEZH <. T70bb, MFEEDZEIZBWTIEL, WThoRE
LT, LHEMEC = A MHIRZ BT 2720103, TRERGHRIZ, BB
#H, UV—7 OMEHRE), U—27 0o, SIS E, THIL O 5 A EAITHE
LT, FCTHT 2 ZLRERICERETHD LWV D.
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Corporation), FORGE ({4 Transvalor) 72 ENHITF HiLDH. ZHH CAE VY 7 b Y
TT WD Z & T, I, HESRM ORI & BRIEATE O TR, a8 o BEFER
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5L 0o T B9,

CAE V7 b =7 ORI TIE, ZOEANTIREENFLTHST
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K LEaH 5. Ziuk, F/MEER S H DA M B4 BHRITEA L2 Tl
<, BUEENPOLDEGFIZL DL Z2AUDRDOLTHLELITHD. LIPLeRs
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282011 AFIAT o TeARZET o — NIk D &, F/MEZEDN CAE V7 by T %
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Fig. 1-5 Appearance of chevron cracks in cold multi stage extrusion ')



1.2 EEEOREGHRIEAE

1.2.1 BI3REAER

SR Bt G L LTz — ) Die b R 22 @S J1 R E 1A, JIS Z 2241
FOICHESNDFIERBRICE D b0 TH D, BEEMOLE, B D L < I3k
MR ENDEENE L, B ICIE, HIE, B S OMIR % F L= Fig.
1-6 [T R T LD R F RO b OB —RRANZHIH S D . BB O 4 515k
KB DOT v v 7 TONATEIEE 5 2, BB AT T DA S s f#
W EBIRMENO KON E SO OTAEEHT 5., — &I, HOTOT A
7= PR OFEAASR UG TEHl S, — RO ORHNICB W T, —HREEL
BE LA- DT E > TEOT A (RHROTH) er DR IND.

gT:m[Lj (1-1)

2T, LIIERHORIE SR, LIEROEBEORBETH L. £z, Ty
SIBRIE ] (BIGTD) Omave 13, —HRERE LOMEMEHRORE—EEET HZ LI
FoT, XA)TEHAETLZLNTES.

O zqve =

|

P L
R —— 1+ 1-2
. . O'N( 8N) ( )

Z 2T, PIEAIEME, Ao ZOMBEiE, 4 132  OWmE, ov ZAFRIS],
el IAHROTAHATHD. RAUTELY ern DO e ZRETDHZ L THY
FAEOT e, #H T 5.

o
gngT—gE=5T—$ (1-3)

ZIT, ElZY R THSH. HiSIIRETHIUE, FEH519RIET) & FEHIE T
c D —ET B0, YIS - YO THOENIGEONS. —RICZE
MEFOFEENG T B (Flow stress curve) & FESS. 3725, —iRAU725|iERER T
RO OFHN THIE, FlRMTE & ATHE SR OMONEHET 572
T CHRENS ST IR FE TE 5.

FDO—FT, R ORRAEZE 2 RIZ ONEEL D720, Hifils 7 REED
52 T PREEA~EATT 5. 2072, MUGHERMICK T 2 —HREORE b
B O SETZ TRENG ) OWE TN EE & 72 5. RFEFO—ERMTNZE, Table 1-1 (278
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Table 1-1  Mechanical properties of carbon steel !'”
Japan . . Forging |Hardness | Y-S T.S. EL
(1s) G%Hsnzin(yA(I]gIl;\] ) Chemical compositions method (HB) | (kg/mm?) | (kg/mm®) | (%) e "
Carbon steel
s10C C10E(DIN) C:0.08++0. 13:8i:0. 15++0.35; Cod | 1017156 | >a1 | >3:2 |>33]| >
1010(AISI) Mn:0.30++0.60
s15¢C C15E(DIN) C:0.13++0.18:8i:0.15+0. 35; Cold | 109/161 | >24 >38 | >30| >
1015(AISD) Mn:0.30++0. 60
$20C ¢ 22(DIN) C10.18++0.23;8i:0. 15++0. 35; Cold | 11617 | >25 | >a1 |>28| >
1020(AISD) Mn:0.30++0.60
$25C € 25(DIN) (3:0.22++0. 283510 15++0, 35; Cold | 1237183 | >27 | >3 |>27| >
1025(AIS1) Mn 0. 60++0. 90
$30C C 30(DIN) C:0.27++0.33351:0. 15-+0. 35; Cod | 1377197 | >20 | >a8 |>2:| >
1030 (AISD) Mn:0, 60++0, 90
$35C € 35(DIN) C10.32+-0.38:51:0. 15-+0. 35 Cold | 149/207 | >31 | >3 |>3| >
1035 (AISD) Mn:0. 60++0. 90
§40C C40(DIN) C:0.37++0.43:8i:0. 15+0. 35 Cold | 186/217 | >33 | 85 |>2| >
1040(AIS) Mn:0.60+-0. 90
$45C C 45(DIN) C10.42++0. 48:5i:0. 15++0.35; Cold | 1677220 | >35 | >3 |>20| >
1045(AISD) Mn:0.60++0. 90
S50C € 50(DIN) ©:0.47++0.53:8i:0. 150, 35; Cold | 179/235 | >37 >62 | >18| >
1050 (AIST) Mn:0. 60++0. 90
$55¢ C 55(DIN) C:0.52++0. 5815110, 15-+0. 35; Cold | 183/255 | >40 | >66 |>15| >
1055 (AISD) Mn:0.60+-0.90




1.2.2 FEEEI
FEAEDBIEMTAZEHB T, N TAHICITEERBO—F MO E B 1 5 K
OTHBMMEEEND. ZD7, ZOHPEOTEIS L, AR & M3 2 Bk
2L > THME TR S 7=, CAE AT I S5 . ARFER 2 LRI EIZIE,
R(1-DR TR, (1-5)127 7 Ludwik H 29, K 1-6)12789 Swift HI
RVEND D .

o=Y+ H ey (1-4)
o=Y+ Cey' (1-5)
o=F (g0 + &e)" (1-6)

Z 2T, olFMYIST), YIIWIMIRRIRIST), H, C, n, F, eol3MEHZ Lo THE
HINT A= THY, TOHH FITBMHERE (FE), n 300 L kAR (n E)
EBIEEIND. TAI =T LEG2D LD ROTHOEINIEN n ERBADT 2
23 DA EHZIE, KA-7)23F Voce HI| 2P A IR L7213 9 23 EER 0N LAl
{EZEENENGE R H 5.

0= ay— by exp(—cy &eq) (1-7)

ZZ7T, ay by, 0IINNTA—EZTHS.

WFH OB LRI Z2BIRT 2B A8 N TH, FOXKNNT A —Z I T—HHOD
FHHCOMBMENZHONCTRIE SN D=8, KOTHRIKOFRENS IO Z 441X
PRAE S AL TR,



1.2.3 BridgmanizZ RIS AHEIEAE
(a) Bridgman iZDEKNEE

< ONBEAELIRE O FREN S 1 % BRI FE T 5 Tk L LT, Bridgman 2973
U7z < ORUEIS I DI 715540 OFEMT#E SR 2 K3 % J71% (BL#% Bridgman )
N5, 7o, HELOMHTIL, Davidenkov & YN X > THiTh TS,
Bridgman 1%, JEESIERBRIZI T 5 < OFVERH OISR EEZ, 1) Sl FRi
MELTERYH S, i) MEHE von-Mises DFERGAFIZHE S, i) FHY4 I T) & F6
BOTHDNL CNEHBICB W T —ETH D, FORED T T, HIEMEIZID
fiERT L7, Zauz LU, < ORUEWImIC I T D BWE IS TR0 3R U L - TR
HHIND.

2 2
S h{%} (1-8)
2aR
2 2
a”+2aR—-r
. =OCfow - 1l+In| ——M—— 1-9
o: =04 { [ SuR j} (1-9)

Z 2T o lTRITMIET], ool TETTWIST), o 1XGIRITIAIET], opow | TTRENIE ]
29 a BEORIFIK NIEIZBT D/l L OMREETHY, r
E<S OHVEBmE LD OGO TH 5. £72, 0. % < CHIEWTEICH
ToTHEDPLIMENP EHELL DI END, RAZEHRTHZENTED.

1

a.ﬂgw = R O zave
1425 [ 1+ %
a 2R

K(I_IO)EEOD Ozave c:ﬁ)ﬁ)éIEzﬁ, Ozave % Oflow Gimﬁ*ﬁﬁj—éﬁﬁii (u'f(ﬁ)
Bridgman O IEFREL EFRT ) THD. T2 T, Cane TR TERE S NS V5|
RIS (HIR7)) Toh O EHIFREZRIS I TH 5.

(1-10)

Czave = Pl(ra?) (1-11)

S bIZ, <ONEKBHEIEOZED D, WriEN O 2L O I g0 13K
THRTIENTED.
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feq = 2 In (Ao/4) (1-12)

2T A0 B LA IZS CNEDOHIHEB L OERZOWIHE CH LS. T77bb,
A(1-10), KA-1DHB L OX1-12) &0, AEFERICBWT, PEBIY, <V
NEIZB T RF2Z A2 D a BELOR ZHETHZET, <UNRBELREOHEY
O A ERENS IIORRZRET 5 Z &N TE 5. Fig.1-7 12, Bridgman {EI2H
B IEEIS J1550A0 3 KO Y O B ORI & 7R3 129,

261, XA-YY)B L9 H, ZHSIIREZRITIEIE L L CTREST) (§
KE) EHBIETTDLTER SN Z8E » 2k K-> TEHTHZ &
MTE5H.

om 1 a
= =—+In| —+1 1-13
n 3 (213 ) (1-13)

ZIZT, onlE T (§KE), o ZHREISITHS. ok, EXE<KONE
W OB DS =W E 2R LTV D,

(b) UNRKOEFRIFE

Bridgman O EMREAZET 5720120, < ONEICBIT A2 442D g &
R DFERUEN M & 70 2. B &k 1201201 %) BaREERIC— BB A Hr
L, RpxZ 2D a & R ZFEHT HWEHERRA IR L TS, 7ok, Wikisl
ERBRICI T D R OWIENE, Fig. 1-8 (23T X 92 < ORUEN S —E BB Yo B
UTe Xo DREBEZ YCFBIERIC K 0 FHAI L, (200728 » HEH S5 X
OXEFATHZETITH 1200 /2, EHES 20, Wik IERBRE R~ 124
BAMEHZEA L, BEO9TAHT1.0 2B 5B R ERET D Z LIk L
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Fig. 1-10 Examples of SEM image of fractured surface '*?
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Fig. 1-11  Effect of hydrostatic pressure on fracture strain in carbon steel ¥
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Equivalent strain to fracture
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Fig. 1-12 Relationship between equivalent strain to fracture and average stress

1.54

054"

triaxiality on 2024-T351 aluminum alloy '*”

Axial symmetry, tension 0

Plane stress

Fig. 1-13 3D asymmetric fracture locus '**®)
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21 #®%E

B1EICTRLEL OIS, BIERBRICBWTOE BRI N4 L
% e S ONEIEZ S IPIRIBIC S B SN D728, Kix X 2 O 5| 5EER 7 R DY)
)71 (L&, SPRIGIRIG T EFRT D) Ouave = P/IAVEE DRI T, MELOHR
IS opow £V EOICFHAIENLTLE 9. Fig. 2-1 [T RS IERBRICE T 5,
RENS 1) &SRR SRS N 2 R LT TH 5.

ARETIE, ZOVESIRIE) Z B NCHHIET 28 LW HEEZTRE T 5. |
BT A T2 O R A g [RBR & T L, 15 DAL D BRI )] omave 1 ZKT
L C FEM f#ffr & feiifb B K D Wi 28T 5 2 & IS I EE A2 IR E S
5. ZOFEZLOWENICES ETORBS 1%, [FETDHI ENAEEE D,

ARFVEOZ LM 2 MEET 5 BAYT, FEM fRHTIC X 2 U1K AT IS | IR ER D %%
EFEBRZE L, H 50 CORE LI IEfEOGENG /iR (LLE, SRigENL D
HHR 0y E AT 2) DB TE D0 EMGE Lo, £70, FEM B2 W2 EBR T,
EEVERS L C & 2 — A AT O ) RAS ARG | BEBRICARTFIEZ A L Tl
Wr = CoOWRENL DR OEE 2 kA Tz, £70, BUEERB L OFERIZBWT, KR
Tk & WAT U CHIEARIEIC LS < B 72 8 DA IEYE T 5 Bridgman 15 29T
bICIHIEZ IR L, S ERE OB AT 572,

4 Average tensile stress

bl HHF Ly
Necking ~  __--"" 4
- - A
2] /__‘__,,,____7{‘ p— R
3] Flow stress S s
72 T o . 2
T P
T > O-_' ve =0 W O-zave >0 Tow
: Equivalent strain o s !
/ Uniform Post necking
v elongation &

Uniform elongation Post necking

Fig. 2-1 Difference between the average tensile stress and the material flow stress in

local elongation after necking
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22 ZEEAE

2.2.1

HEM & & OEHER A izIK

— A E AR 0O SS400 FLEED BB RMER A ZHI 0 L, FEBRICEHEH L.
SS400 ALFEDILFHHAK & Table 2-1 (27~ 513ERBRIZIT Fig.2-2 [Z "9 L8,
4 FEREE OYIR AT FUES | 9RER 7 & 1 FEO IS | RRER F 2 (L. il
FUHEG | RIS CRHA U 72 Bt A RR AR F K VAR YD i CRE L 72 Swift
HID/RF A —% % Table 2-2 |Z/RT. Z 2T, glIfA4BHEOTAHTHD.
YRR ENET D2 L TS ONBAEMBENEEZY
DRI D, Flz, PIEIREZE R ZENSEDLZ LT, < CHEBITHAET
DIS I OAMIERE 2 Z L SRR RE L 72 5. EE OIS AmBIRE OS]k
FRERRE R S [F CHENG DR S DU, FERRYTH D T 5.

ARG aRkaER i,

1N
Eintl

&)

35

150

R15
R0:3‘9 (_ R0:6_ - R{):IO RU_ZO_ - 100
2a0 = @5 2ap = ¢5 2a0 = $5 2a0 = @5
@5
@11 L - ¢l . @11 @11 o ¢l
(a) (b) (d)

Fig. 2-2 Notched round bar specimens (a)~(d) and a smooth round bar specimen (¢)

(unit: mm)



Table 2-1 Chemical compositions of SS400 (mass %)

C Si Mn P S

0.07 0.16 0.6 0.024 0.041

Table 2-2 Mechanical properties of SS400

Tensile Yield Uniform
) F* n* €0
strength strength elongation

473MPa 357MPa 19% 788MPa 0.19 0.002

* Approximated using o = F(eo + ¢p)" fore, = 0.1 - 0.19

30



222 BIRFABRTTIE

4 FEOGIRATBIBERBR A 106t LT 1 Ao~y RIHEET 3 mm/min 038 B T4
AT B IERBR 21T > 7. SI9RBAAR ) DT £ TO < IO A O+ % CCD
J1 A% (Point Grey Research £f, GRAS-20S4M) THEE g L, HH O MI2368%
U 7e BT & AT BT Ko TheNbi #4¢ a &, #I3R D Bridgman V£ T2 &
2% < OHUED 4L R 28 iIC]E L7e. 7ed8, RV AT LTI, RIF<
CHEIZEB T 2 EfG el 2 MM /b a7 2 & THREL TS, %5
PR R D LT 0 2 O R 2 1572, £ D—21%, FEIGRIET) ozave - HH
BOTH e R TH Y, JENFEDRKAEL R DR TH D, IETHOELH
RERETDHERETDE, Cae FIRATEHETE 5.

Ozave = Pl(a®) (2-1)

Y OT I geg 13, < CHUEWTRNIZ oM T 50T A%, REUTHEHBIZEHE L
-HtDThsb.

geq =2 In (ao/a) (2-2)

b o =I5, SIRATE P - < CHUEWH L (a-a)IFR TH Y, & OWifET
DIFRERG L2 %.
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23 HEERRAE

ETIEORYMEZMEET 5 BT, FEM | K D28l % 5566 U 7=, il
R0 < OFUEWT A R 2 R L, B PRELZR I T Fig. 2-3 1T 3 K 9 IR A
HEWTE O 1/4 IR Z T 7 b L7z, < OCNEICKT 52 REEFEHEIL 0.1 mm T
5. FMEHIHBMEIL T von-Mises DFRIRZAFITHE S LAGE L7z, FEM fEHT Y/
JL2NZ1% LS-DYNAO971 (Livermore Software Technology Corporation) % FHV>, i
BRI EREI AL 2 525 2 & C, Sl 2175 7=.

B BRI T 2 2R ENS TR 001F, (Q2-3) B L OQ-HITRT LB,
Swift 35 KUY Voce HINZHE D o™, oy D 2 AR A IR L7z,

ou =830 (g, + 0.002)%2 (MPa) (2-3)
ol =602.7—338.0¢2%% (MPa) (2-4)

HE X —ARBOOFEANTIRIRIE L, <UONBEURIGENERT LI
NI A=RZPEL ThH D, FlosiRABMITRERD 2.2.2 HiD TR & [FERIC,
Czave-Eeq HIERIS L OV P - (ao-a) %, FEYEMARIS X ONEIE R Geilifr & L CTHERR L
7o, S CHUEOHIERER R IZOW T, < UHUEST R O Hi AU 2 9Tl L,
FIBEZEAL 0.1 mm Z & (CHIH L 7=,

t11 T 4 200 mm/'s
a~
e
b
8| ot :
EEEy, s e
b
R, =10 R, =20
R =3 R“=6 9

Fig. 2-3 Mesh in tensile specimen and boundary conditions
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24 WHWEERE
2.4.1 Bridgmanik(Z&k BICHAMEIE (HEEE)

Bridgman DJLIfEMNT N KA, ARG IBERBRIC I T 2 < OEKHEIZES
5K 1 1R Q2-5) B LOR-6)TEEIND.

2 2
a”+2aR—-r
O-r = 0-0 = O-ﬂaw'l M—RJ (2_5)

a’ +2aR—r?
GZZGﬂOW' 1+1 T (2-6)

Z 2T o lTRBIMIET), o 3B F WIS, o i X51RG IS, rid< CHUE R
LD OFEIFHOREECH 5. £77, 0. % < CHERTIZ DT> TREO L
TEN P EHELLL D2 D, RQNEEHTHZ LN TED.

1
O flow = R P O zave (2-7)
(1+2]1n(1+j
a 2R

KQ-DELD Goave (DD IIE, Ouave & oftow (IS SIHIES 2 FIHIRE (LR,
Bridgman DM IERE EFRT %) THY, HaxZlx DR L a PbIRETDHZ LN
TE5. ERERB L OBHEERFER DN DG OIS ouave-teg HifR & Bridgman @
FIIERRE & OFE R & > TR TIRIEZ FEhi L opow-ceq HIBR 21572
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242 HEITIZKBDEHMEE REER)
(a) RENGAHBEERD/INT A —2 R

ARRIETIE, REHSMERETHD, P - (a-a)iifEHS FEM BT CHEL SN D
K 21Z, WEENTIZ L 2 T towve ZHIIET 5. WENTIZEEH T 5 optow-eeq BRI, 52
B L OBUEEBRD D DIVD ouave-teq HIFRZ FEVEMIFR & LT, Fig. 2-4 DL D
ICEFR LTz, T7b b, —ERMOOFIFHN TIX B S BEREBR T IZ L D omave D
WEMEZIEfEE L, ZHUBEOOTHHHICOWTIE N EOXMIZHF L%
BT CEIR L, SMAYOTITHIET DENE T opow 1FQ2-8)D & H 1
KT % RIB RG] ozaver \Z x=x; (I=1,2,",N) ZF L DHETRI L.

O fowl = X1O0zavel (ngl S191=1929'“N) (2_8)
a/bwlga/bw1+l (12172)'”]\’) (2-9)

Z Z°C, x X Bridgman O EMAEITHIST 2 B LET R ORGER TH L. K
FSCTCIE, RN AL A Ul & S m S 72 55 T To
EeaktG LBz, RQNDWMESRMEEAE- Uiz, 77205, KT OHET
N OFRENS DB O ERANEKIL 9 2#iH L 25, ML OTAXHOE
X, eu=eeq=0.5 OHFIFATIL 0.05 IR, 0.5 = ey = g DHFWPATIT 0.1 FfHE L
2. 22T, el —RRBORROMYOT I, el TMEWEED < CHUEIZI T 5
BIFHYOTHTH Y, RO < RN R % ar &35 &, g=21In(an/a) T
B 5. Bl ZITBEERERENRE LTSI EOLE, 6B L O RIZELT
=02, =12 LIRET D&, RETAREIRFIEEIT xi~xi3 D 13HTHS.

(b) FREFTDITE

AT DOIFIERT R, RO, ErE TD P - (a-a)lift e L7z, Z
D HHFRIZ T —FRAR OLABE D oo DIFHIZ < EEADH . Fig. 2-5 1L [RE TS dhi#
(ZF\T B 5 R E D FEER L P & AT O E O FHE A Fi(x)M ORRZE BT 545
AKTHD. RQR-10)ICEFR LT P & Fi(x)DRIOYRE) i e Di/Mba H
MIBEE E LC, x ORcifEa R 5. 22T, nidBiRonEMchH 5. K
WH7E T, 228> KIFFTE T L CTOMENT 21T 5 129, x DEcEfE DRI,
GA VSRR S D K b FiETiE7e <, Stander HIZ X - TR I
7o BRI IS Z Hh iiE O —FE T 5 SRSM (Successive Response Surface Method)
PV EEMH L. FE R REILICE LR S D, ek 7 hv T
121, LS-OPT4.2 (Livermore Software Technology Corporation)% {1 L 7=. Fig. 2-
6 (21, SRSM O 7 v —F v — k&9, FERREHE O KAEEIRIZIE D-optimal F
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B 25 U Col R 2 F2hi 3 5. IRV CISEdh il 2 Eks 2 28, [REXSR
MR S92 BHELR 2 & E i Fix) Z2AERL, & (2-10) TiE ﬁu‘_ e D
B D i A T 5 .

1 F(x)-P, . i
Z[ MalP, J — min (2-10)

SRR Fix) 13 x 12T 25— EZEATHDH. £72 e OFR/MEOTERIZIZ
ASA ¥ (Adaptive simulated annealing)i%: % FHU 72, S2BR & fRATAE SR ORAZE 4
INELIRDET, NI RA—=F x OBRPFHEMABE), #i/ S Thiuk LEHE 25
fiti U7z, 7 3B AT CEMET 2D 5l BRI, onow-eeq HIBRZ BRUNT 2.3 HiDEK
EFEHR & [Fl— DS THER L 7.

zave N

4 Corrected tlow stress curves
Average tensile stress curves

o flow N

Equivalent stress

& cc,'f

u
Uniform elongation Equivalent strain

Fig. 2-4 Corrected flow stress curve for inverse analysis
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Computed curve E (x )

Tensile load P F

Change in radius a,-a

Fig. 2-5 Error between experimental and computed curve

(  Start )

A 4

Sampling

\ 4

A 4

Perform tensile test analysis

Creation of metamodels

Optimization

Move or/and contract
the region of interest

Fig. 2-6 Flowchart of optimization method
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251 BERRZENFELILZIGAHEL ZDOER

Bl FERAE & TGk 7 v —F ¢ — k% Fig. 2-7 (2777, Bridgman %
B L OWHRNT FIEZ NN TIEIIE S 172 apow DRIEREF & M ERIC AT
L7 o o bbHE U, £ OB 2 31l L 7-.

Fig. 2-8 (21%, Bl EBRE R0 5 Q2- DB L Q2-2) % FHV T Gaave-teg FIR % BF
BLIBlIE LT, oy 2 L7256 OSSR R Z T8, K2 2 %2 OWrifE )
D oae Rt HE LIZELTH, ZNHIE " L0 HFITELS Y, RoD/PNEINIZ
CEEETHD. UL, Ro B/ VI E— il TR RED B AL T LG TR e
DWENRELIRDEHEEZLNS.

(a) Bridgman VEIZ K 25 TIHIE

Orave-6eq HIFRICHKT LT, 2.4.1 HiO FNEIZHEVY Bridgman 12 & 5 05 S IE % 5
i L7-AE R A Fig. 2-9 12T, o, oy EH O ao72G/IcBWnTh, I/
FIIE SN opow X ROCED LT RBI 1 RICER 72, LOLERNRD, e
X e, MREL 2D L o) B Loy & Al L, F K T Swift Il DA T 12%
FREE, Voce HIDIGA T 16% 2B /) 2 @ RICFHn I~ A /55 & 72 > 72, Fig. 2-
10 12, g=1.2KfATo, Bridgman {E(Z & 5 Pl & EoflE F2B05E R 0 < OB iH
(BT DEIGTIRRS AR OB 27~ $ (Ro= 20mm, ZMRFRENS S HERIE o57) .
X(2-5), (2-6)F L VN2-7)D Bridgman 1% Tl L 72 IS 104 1%, BB EBR D))
WEEZ H B TE TV, ZO7DREIN N EZBRICFHME LB 25N
5.

(b) RN X DI E

WIZ, 2.4.2 EiOFNAZHENEFENTIZ K 2 I I 1E & i L 7=/ Rz oW OR
. Fig. 2-11 (IO LEHRIC L DREIEROBEREOHI TH Y, Fig. 2-12 1357
FERERDOBEOF TH D (Ro=3mm, ZIRITENS ERIT o5™). 8 a1 H Dk
WLRHEKR THSICEBWNT, WPFNo x bEMEICIE L TWD . IS IE R 5
t, 8 [AlH DR LFHERK THREITIE, o Ic—EH L TWD I Ennnd. ftho
TRTOMATIZOWNT, 8[alH DR LFHEE D opow-ceq HIFR O [FE#E R % H
RTHERLIZH OMN Fig. 2-13 TH DD, [FE ZITZ ofow-eeq FIERIEZ Ro (2373
ST IARICERY, hOod"BLOdr tznEn—E L7, Fig. 2-14 1%,
ESEBRIC & 2 [FE X Gl & AT CIRIE L7 oftow-geq FIERZ FHVNTZ P - (a0-a)
AR OIENTRE R &2 L L= b D TH D, R TEIRCS IR EN L /7 R 23
2o TV THEERBE R EFER S BHTETND 2 DRG0 D. 72D
B, BEIEBRORE BRI 2 WIS I E 2T 5 2 & T, SRSk
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PREMALANC L 6T, EHROISTTANBRORES TH, BT &0
T&k.

Prepare the reference flow stress curves
"™ =830(¢, +0.002)°*  (MPa)

o) = 602.7-338.0¢*°7  (MPa)

A 4
Numerical tensile tests using FEM (R,= 3, 6, 10 and 20mm)
Ozave€eq Oave™Ceq
Ra | | P-(ay-a)
Stress correction using Stress correction using
Bridgman’s method inverse analysis
v Oflow™€eq v v Oflow™Ceq

Compare with each other

Fig. 2-7 Flowchart of the stress corrections and the validations for using the numerical

tensile test results

1400
QCE Average tensile stress curves o
S = 1200 _ -
= % R,=3 6 10 20mm
31000 r
> 3
72}
&5 800
E = 600 Reference flow stress curve
Z S ol =830(¢p +0.002)"
Q=
o & 400
en
S =
S © 200 f
<
O 1 1 1 1 1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2

Equivalent strain ¢, , ¢,

Fig. 2-8 Tensile average stress curves obtained from numerical tensile tests

(Reference flow stress curve : aﬁz,w”’))
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1200
(swift) _ 0.22
= 1000 F Oref = 830(¢,, +0.002) y
2, 300 @0 el =
% i |
2 M
@ BION
= 600 BT T S o
- é (voce) — 602.7-338.0¢ P
N j@y( ref’
g 400 r ;"“a Corrected flow stress (Bridgman's method)
k= O Swift, Ry =3mm Voce, Ry =3mm
O Swift, Ry = 6mm Voce, Ry = 6mm
200 A Swift, Ry =10mm £ Voce, Ry =10mm
© Swift, Ry =20mm ¢ Voce, Ry = 20mm
O 1 1 1 1 1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2

Equivalent strain ¢, , ¢,

Fig. 2-9 Stress correction results using Bridgman’s method about numerical tensile

tests

1600
1400
1200
<
& 1000
2.
2 800 , ,
O Numerical tensile test gy,
? 600 I N ical tensile test
q umerical tensile testo, =a,
400 00000005
OOOO
L O
O 1 1 1 1

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
Distance from center of neck bottom » /mm

Fig. 2-10 Distribution of stress components on neck at g = 1.2 (Ro =20 mm,

Reference flow stress curve : oy
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507 FToA T e ~ ]
2
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0.5 e
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Number of iterations

Fig. 2-11 History of design variables on inverse analysis (Ro = 3 mm, Reference flow

stress curve : aly"”

1400

1200

Initial(=0_,,)

zave

1000 r
800 r

600 r

Ist cycle 2nd cycle

400

Equivalent stress [MPa]

o =830(ep +0.002)"
200 r

O 1 1 1 1 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2

Equivalent strain &, , €,

Fig. 2-12 History of stress correction results using inverse analysis (Ro = 3 mm,

Reference flow stress curve : oy
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Fig. 2-13  Stress correction results using inverse analysis on numerical tensile tests
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12000
10000
8000
6000

Tensile load P /N

4000
2000
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ol =830(s, +0.002)"%

Gref

(voce) _ 602.7 —338.0e

O Swift, Ry =3mm
O SWlft, Ro =6mm
A Swift, Ry = 10mm

Corrected flow stress (Proposed method)

Voce, Ry =3mm
Voce, Ry = 6mm
Voce, Ry =10mm

Voce, Ry = 20mm

< Swift, Ry = 20mm

0.2

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Equivalent strain &, , €,

1.2

Numerical target curves

Inverse analysis results

0.0

0.2

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Change in radius a, -a /mm

Fig. 2-14 Numerical target curves and inverse analysis results
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252 SSA00 BIEREHERZMRE LIS NHEL TDER

SS400 5| IERBRKE B A2 AW IS M IED 7 v —F v — k% Fig. 2-15 (TR
FEEOMELCIE, < UNLBEDED gpow-ceg BIFRIIARATH D720, IS IAHIER
D opow DIFVERERZ, — MO OFPE TYE L7z Swift Hll(Table 2-2)12 & 544
AR & Ll U7z,

TR AEAT AT 5 SRR S 153 DT Ro D Geave-geq HIFROFE R % Fig, 2-16 121
TR, WO OT — X HEEENX, WEBRITEkD ) A4 RERET HT-
D, a DRFZIFEDORNEM % 6 WAL CHI L L T B Uiz, FiEsEh & [k
12, Czave (X RoDIV/NIWVIEE RN EDMERRTE D, E£72, Ro DY/ NS WE EHkIbr
OTHNNEL 7250, ZHUIISHZHERET -0 B2 615 2.

WEAT TE TIS DA IE LT D IVTE oftow-geg HIFR D[R TEFE R % Fig. 2-17 1271
T RO 5T e=01 ¢ L, FEfL7 /13 Y X LOMOK UFEHIE 8 [F &
L7o. Kl Swift I bR L7z, Wb F1E TS UIE L72RER1E, RolZ
LI OPFIRE—AROMRRICER Y, Swift ACIEIE BT HER Lotz Fiz,
BB & BT E TD oo MIRETETEY, Ro=20mm DA T e=1.05
FTD oo DIAETE 2. ZHUE, —HRPTRRAD 5 FELU EOOTAHATHS.
[FE ST Oftow-eq MR Z T L 72 P - (a0-a) IR O [FE #IHR ) Fig. 2-18 TH 5
D, FEERFERAZBRS BB TETWALZ LR TE 5.

—J7, Bridgman V£ Tl /A 1E L 725 R % Fig. 2-19 IZR 3. IS I EE D ojion-
ceg HARTFB T IC L D P BB —AOMBUCER>7-bDOD, Swift Al LV b
B Eleo7o. 2, Bridgman VA TS HTIE U772 RS Wi AT TIEORE R X
DHEmNI EEZERLTERY, AIfEiOMEEROREHROMER & E8T 5. =
WHOZ LG Bridgman BTN MIE LR KLY, Wi FiE TR LT
Oftow-eq HIFRD IT 3, MBIARDENITIENE B Z B D.
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SS400

A

Tensile tests using image analysis (R,= 3, 6, 10 and 20mm)

0ave™€eq Ozave™€eq
R a | P-(ay-a)
Stress correction using Stress correction using
Bridgman’s method inverse analysis
O o€ O o€
flow ©eq v v flow “eq

Compare with a extrapolated Swift’s hardening rule (=Table 2)

Fig. 2-15 Flowchart of stress corrections for using SS400 tensile test results

1200

g‘f . ¢ Fracture
& R.=3 6 10 20mm
%% 1000 W
bg »n —_———-
2 5 800
2 % N 0.19
22 600 0"—78_8(8p+0.002)
25 (= Table 2)
e S
3 g 400
%D E O-Zdve
5 ° 200 f — o, (Filterd)
<
0 1 1 1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2

Equivalent strain ¢, , €,

Fig. 2-16 Average tensile stress curves obtained from SS400 tensile tests using image

analysis
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1000 o
o =788(p +0.002) 9\_
800 | (= Table 2) L —
53 e A
= Nl
z 600 r Ry=3 6 10 20mm
E / Corrected flow stress
g 400 \ (Proposed method)
s ) Smooth specimen —5— R, =3mm
5 £p <0.19 —o— Ry=6mm
2 200 | (ep ) —a— Ry =10mm
—6— Ry=20mm
O 1 1 1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2

Equivalent strain ¢, , ¢,

Fig. 2-17 Stress correction results using inverse analysis on SS400 tensile tests

14000
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12000
Z 10000
=
g 8000 10 20mm
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i
4000 Experimental target curves
—— Inverse analysis results
2000
0 1 1 1 1 1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2

Change in radius ao-a [N]

Fig. 2-18 Experimental target curves and inverse analysis results on SS400 tensile

tests
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2 = T 5 =788(sp +0.002)"1°
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7 (=Table 2)
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= 400 ) (Bridgman's method)
u% Smooth specimen R, =3mm
(8p§0.19) - Ry=6mm
200 Ry =10mm
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o L

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
Equivalent strain &, , €,

Fig. 2-19 Stress correction results using Bridgman’s method on SS400 tensile tests
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AREE T, YIRS RO — M O O FXI515RIS ) - Y O #
(Grave-6eq) FHBRICWIFENTIC X DIS A IEZAT 9 2 & T, W £ TOREIIES S iR
(Ofiow-geq) ZHALANZ X R WE CTERBEICRET 2 FELZRE L. Fohk
I T B0 ThHD.

Bl FEZEBRER A W - MREEIC BV T,

1) WENTEEZ WS, B oIS T OARBRRICE L &3, N T{kZEEho
F72 % 2 MEOSRIRENG DR 0,2 THENEWVEE CTHBET L Z &0
T&7-.

2) Bridgman E% HW25E, IS IRIER OWRENS T o 1T T3 1 RITE
RAHLOD, FHEOT A 1.2 O & X2, ZREIENL T %2 Swift R|O5E T 12%
FRBE, Voce HIDBEE T 16%FEEE B I EEAR L 7-.

SS400 D5 |aRFEERRSE R 2 W MRGEEIZ BV T,

3) WfEMNTFIE, Bridgman VA&, [FE LIZIRENG T opow 1, FIHIOIKEEE Ro
Db LT RBRBTNR 1| AICERY, HKTHIAOT AT 1.0 Z# X 5 HPHE
F TOWRENET] opow ZFIET D Z LN TEIZ.

4) WA FHE CTRIE LIZIRENETT opow 13, —RRIFONOHFIPHN TIRIE L 72 Swift

HI&1ZIE—2 L7z, —J5, Bridgman {ED[RERERIE, Swift Al LD @I
20, BEFEBROMEN E AT D.
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WHRIE/ RS A —2ORFE S 2

3.1 #%E

52 HIZBWT, YIRAMABESIRRBRAZ XIRIZ, FEM & &b FEZ O L
RS DR OFE FIEEZRE L. 20 FETIE, s iR o FRE N
T L72HF 5 CFEM O R A ML X » TEE O SIZB T 2 £ TORREDIG
1 EOTHOAMBREGRIFFICRD L Z ENTE D720, FROEMEE Z
A—BERETDHIENAREELERD.

ARETIE, MTE{LEEORR D 3 FEEOESRMEHIX LT, e
OIRAEEN R D 4 FEOUIR MBS IRRR A FEit L, REFIEIC X KiiH)
JEJTEIFR RS LY 2 RO IEMEE SRR DR X A —VEEZFRIE L. £,
$ERIETH 5 Bridgman OIS T CH R X A —MEOFAMZAITVY, IS 15
DIED, BFF A —EDRIERE RN AT T LA L7,
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32 EBRAE

32,1 #HEMB I UEHBRABK

PEEAAITIE, — s I 8AF SS400 Futd, TR S45C Al LT LI =
U AEAR A5056-H34 ALEZMH L=, 728, SS400 IZRTECHALZbL DL
[ U Cdh 5. UIKRA 53R IR % Fig. 3-1 (a)~(d) (F8 2-2)I2/~k 7. Z Z T,
ao 1L < OFUEIZI T DRI G/ T 28, Ro IXPIHIEI R B TH D, BRI
UIRIERZAMH 5352 & T, SOUNBEMENEEVFHIINES 5. £2,
Ro #Zb 385 Z LT, < CIUBIZHAET 201 OARTERE % 28 X8 7= Bk
DARE & 72 D BE OIS AN O 5| iRaERGE R0~ & [ U R B /)t 2315
SAUE, FIERRYTHD LHW T 5. Fig 3-1(e) O FEiIES KRN %
VT 3 mm/min D5 [HEBEEE I CTHA L 72BN RMEE S X OV O\ ©
e L7 Swift HIl & Voce HI|D /X A — % % Table 3-1 |27~

R15

4

k=51 =2l i Bo=20 11 100 35 [150

2a0 = ¢5 2a0 = ¢5 2ap = 95 2a0 = @5 ‘

#5
Y ’I—T "
g1 | 1| Al | 411 g1 |
(a) (b) () (d) (e)

Fig. 3-1 Notched round bar specimens (a)~(d) and a smooth round bar specimen (¢)

(unit: mm)
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Table 3-1 Mechanical properties and the parameters of Swift’s and Voce’s model

SS400 S45C  A5056-H34

Tensile strength [MPa] 473 776 318
Yield strength [MPa] 357 575 225
Uniform elongation [%] 19 2 11
' . F* [MPa] 788 1052 567
Swift’s hardening rule - 0.19 0.07 021
o=F(g,+¢,)"

P eo* 0.002 0.00028 0.013

. a* [MPa] 638 797 379

Voce’s hardenmirule b [MPa] 284 219 154

oc=a—be™”
c* -7.78 -200 -18.9

*Determined at ¢,=0.1 - 0.19 (S5400) , 0.005 — 0.02 (S45C), 0.002 — 0.11 (A5056-H34)
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322 BIREERAE
Fig. 3-2 |[ZFEBREE O X 27T, 4 BEOUXAMSIERBRA IS LT 3
mm/min O3 JE THEBHATA 5 ERER 21T > 7=, k£ ToO < GV O LT %
CCD # A7 (Point Grey Research ft;, GRAS-20S4M) TENEfRE L MG AEHTIZ X
> CHE & G| 2 O/ NBrH 48 a Z200E Uiz 9. £72, Bridgman (5 THE L 725
S ONEBHI =488 R b BGALPRIC L - TRIBFICHIE L=, BTEREE, S HiE
DFEAE L 72 B GRS TT Gzave - FHY ONT F goq HIFR IS I OWNIENT D[R] E X5 &
725 BIRMTE P - < OFUEHE 22 M (ao-a) Hif7 D 2 FEER O R 2 517 L 72

Proposed
method
Bridgman’s
method

P a

G

P a R

P A

Tensile load P
PC & data a, R
acquisition | | g— ] ‘
board

[

\

CCD camera

All data are measured by synchronized sampling

Fig. 3-2 Schematic diagram of tensile test using image analysis
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33 REFEICEDEHEESE

AYE IO, EBROOLHE LN P - (ac-a) HIFROBIMRD, FEM THIBLEN D F
T LTFEE VT zave - geq HIFRO SIS IMEIT R 208 AT ERE Z 2 b S
LD THD. TR LT AIRER TV, TR R L OREO S
%, AT L LB TH 5. FEHIHIBMER T von-Mises DFFIRSEAFITHE D EARE L
il B SR CARERMNT 21T > 7. P-(ao-a)MFRIZBI 35 FEM fihT & FEBk &
DIRAZED /M2 BRI E LT, ZRTBUSEmEDO—fTdH % SRSM £
ZHWT, ZEME S V2B ) HER £ JES TAE O (BRI D A il & PR R
L7z, HREZHE Y L /NIZIE LS-DYNA971 (Livermore Software Technology
Corporation) %z, fx it ¥ 7 M U = 7 21X LS-OPT4.2 (Livermore Software
Technology Corporation) % i F L 7=.
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34 REFEICLKIREICHBEBRS K UVEEHHIENT A —2DRIEHRE
34.1 RENGHBHERORERER

FT, EFIEICK m%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ@ﬂi#%uowfrf SS400, S45C 5
L OV A5056-H34 OFT X TORBRAIZOWVT, 8 [V K LFHERK TH% D P-(ar-a)
@%%%mt%@ﬁF@33T%é.wfﬂwﬁéﬁ_kmf%%ﬁ%%%ﬁ<
HHETETWD I ENMRTE D, 7z, |ETIEICIVFEE SN SS400,
S45C ¥ L O A5056-H34 OJidEhis ) Hift 2 Fig. 3-4 12~ d. XHPITITHEZ D729
Table 1 @ Swift HIl35 KO Voce HIl & HoETER LTZ. WINoMED, [FES
NI FRENS MR T Ro I E BT, IR —AKICER->TEBY, B hAanE
B 2 R T2 FERAE R B T H Rl — O ENS iR 2155 Z L N TE 2. SS400 T
VL, [RIE & 7= e Ehie ) i X B e 4a Swift Il — L 72723, A5056-H34 T,
Voce HIIZIT WG S & 72 o 7=, S45C 1%, Swift HJ & Voce Rl Hf & 7r o 7=, F7-,
WTAOMEHZEI L T, MEBIRFOM Y O3 2 g13 Ro = 20 mm OB Tl b
KE <, SS400 Tl gr=1.05, S45C TlI g =0.26, AS5056-H34 Tlider=0.74 £
TOWRBIS R Z RE TE 72, AT —FREBUBRRAOT A LT, ZhEh
55, BBLUV6THEOOTATHT.

Thick line: Experimental raw data
Thin line: Inverse analysis results

Tensile force P /kN
o

0 ol 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 1.1
Change mradius a,-a/mm

Fig. 3-3 Experimental target curve and inverse analysis results about tensile load P

versus change in radius (ao-a) curve, after 8 cycle convergence calculation.
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—-o— Ry=20mm
2= Ry=10mm
—— R;=6mm
= R,

1200

=3mm

1000 S45C

Swift

800
600

400

Equivalent stress [MPa]

200

Standard tensile test

O | | | | | | | | | |
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 1.1

Equivalent strain ¢, , ¢,

Fig. 3-4 Corrected flow stress curves by means of proposed stress correction method
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342 RERAA—JEORIEMRER

—IHO YR GIEFRBRE L OZF OIS EN D, SR OKRER 28T
Wr & COPRENS TR E N EEE TE 7. Bei&nd7e FEM fipTis R 2 AR A b
WG 25 Z & T, RO RIZET DWW E TORFEDILT] & O O£ faf B
A CE 5. 22T, LEMITEISHHAIND 2 FEOME P RAEMEMIE SR
RUZOWT RS A —EDE 21T > 72,

1 2 B I3 U310 5 e RIS /112 E B L7z Cockeroft and Latham £ /L I-
OTHD, BBHRY A=V Co R TERINS.

&f
j omaxde = Car (3-1)

ZZ 7T, Omaxl i%ﬁ%ﬁjﬂ 8f iﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ%@ﬁ“%‘“@%é
2 O BT SIS BIT D EKIEICE B Lz Ayada €7 L D TH Y, R H 2
— UM C4 IFRATEREIND.

& Om
J Im e = C4 (3-2)

o

T, onlEEOKE, o FMHYEISITHS.

Fgaswdmm,%3@ﬁ@ﬁﬂ%i@%4@ﬁ@@kﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%
& L7z FEM OFERICHIT 5, IR W S0 CREAN U 72 B ERE O 5 ) =l T &
cak;UQ®%M%r¢1@35@%&0@@&%%@. BWThH, 34
BT IORERS, FIHAUIR PR Ry 23/ NS < 72 5122000 C, HEERFDIG T =ik
W@ 2B Z ER gD AL, Ro /IS WIEE K OB 2R ET 55
KIENREL 2D, IS ZHHENRRKE S hololcdbbEZ BN, 72721
I D I ) = #ih FE D #iPHIE S45C TEB L2 0.69~1.18 TH 5 Dl ﬂbfsmm
TIX 0.94~1.08, A5056-H34 Tl 0.87~1.05 &72 0, ZO#EHAIIHS 2o T
. ZAUE, S45C IZEE_FEMED B D SS400, AS5056-H34 TliE, B oiEfT &4k
I O EIT LT, UIRFREOFEWDRIIHICHR TN oz iz B
L& Z HLD. Fig 3-5(a) @ Cockeroft and Latham £ /VOFE R TIL, Cop 130
BEROIS N ZHENE L D EWTHOMETH/NE < 7 A H A HERR S iz,
Tebb, RRAX A —VMEIT—ETIERL, ISNOAMBREICL > T bS5
RETHDHEEZBND. —J Fig. 3-5 (b) D Ayada T7 /L TlE, WO E
IZBWT Y, o) =8l ICxt9 5 Cy DfEIE, Cockeroftand Latham &7 /LT b~
FHUZERES AL TW e o7z,
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(a)

< 1200
E e R,=20mm
=, 1000
[}
TE 800 & R,=6mm
%D 600 m Ry=3mm
3 A5056H34
3 400 '\H\-
2
E 200 .\. —
3
O 0 1 1 1 1
0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
Triaxiality at fracture
(b)

0.9
0.8 e R,=20mm
o 0\//' $S400
= 0.7 A R,=10mm
<
5, 06 ¢ R,=6mm
& 0 A5056H34
g 05 m Ry=3mm .\A/\-
<
—= 04
2
=03
o
502 e sdscC
Z0.1

0 1 1 1 1
0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4

Triaxiality at fracture

Fig. 3-6 Relationship between stress triaxiality at fracture and the critical damage
values (a) Cockcroft and Latham model (b) Ayada model

56



3.5 SAFHEDAENBRS A —JEORIEHRICRITTZE
3.5.1 BridgmaniZIZ&k HRFAS A —TEORERER

< UK RT3 1T DI IRHM O G EDS, W] =8 & R X A —fED
[FIE G RIS AT T RBIZ OV THER T 2729012, S45C 2 RICHERIETH D
Bridgman % C i /] =#il &£ & Cockeroft and Latham D[RS Z A — fEDOEIR %
HH L7-. 703, Bridgman £ TlE < OUEWm o OICB T 2 R KR E DI, &
RIZBWTr=0&735Z L TRES.

2 2
&2 = O fow .{1 N h{%} (2-6)

! r 2-7)

O flow = B
(1 + ZR)]n(l +“) 7
a 2R

ZZT, o IBIRTIAIET], opow 1 ZIRENG ], r X < CFHUEWTE H/02 5 D468
FRIOEREHETHDH. F72, Bridgman JEIZET D < OV L DI /) =il
IFRATRED.

ff_mzlﬂn(iﬂj (3-3)
o 3 2R

F7o, SCHEBENICEWTHYE O TR —ThHoH L IEXT 52 LT, HH
%Uﬁ—é 8eq i@(_tfu+% [/7:_

Eeq =2In(ao/ a) (2-2)

Fig. 3-7 |Z Bridgman £ CaFli L 72 S45C OREZEERF D )G J) =#h & & Cockcroft and
Latham D[RS 4 A —EOBAfRZ 3. K2 5, Bridgman £ XKV FE S 7=
JET)=HHEE L Cop & ORARIT, BEFIETHRESNTMBREFTRESER ST
WD ZEDERTE 5. Fig. 3-8 121, < Ul H O Es 1 D0t 1 =l & O
THBEO L 27~ 73, 25 b bIREFIEL Bridgman 15 TIIR S ZEW &4
Cr.
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Fig. 3-7 Relationship between stress triaxiality at fracture and critical damage of
Cockcroft and Latham model (S45C)

0.40
Ry=20mm | R,=10mm | Ry=6 mm Ry=3 mm
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030 L Proposal [ I
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£025 t
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Triaxiality

Fig. 3-8 Relationship between stress triaxiality and equivalent strain (S45C)



352 EE
s JTREAR B DB L - T, [RIE S D I S ZHihE SRR A A —UfE DR

BRI DRI A ZLRT D7D, kO X 5 it e i L. IREFIETRE
U 7= S e 72 B | SRR BR AT it R 2 (AR O FEBRFE R ICRALC, FEM DR A 7'
oV ETREZHEL, XG-4)B LOKB-5)25 )5 =8 X O 6 & LM
L7-. Fig.3-9 ([ZITFHFEAM L 72 Ro=20mm Dt /1 =8B %A 179, 7238, RD
RIE RN S O FiEZFAL M), KEIoRT X912, 4X=02, 0.1 35 L000.01
mm & L7286 0 AY OB S RACTHE LTz,

R = (AXP+AY?) | (24X) (3-4)

AX /NS LT 52 8T, Balili L7is ) =i EE 1T FEM OFERISES< H 0o,
AX=0.01lmm & LT#% FEM OFERIZIT—EIL L h > 7=, Fig. 3-10 [ ZAEWTHEE O
S OHNUMTENZ BT DI SIS M OFHEFER TH 55, TH5H %, 4X=0.01 mm
ELTEBGAETYH, oo BL WXL FEM OF KT HIZITES oo 7. FHH
DESENG, BLFEMITIE, 4X=0.01 mm [Z-FEHEDORMTH Y, Bridgman 7%
TN EEEEIIS N ZFMET 5 2 LIIRETCH DL EEZOND. 2k
FLOFEFIE, Bridgman 75 TiX FEM Dl 1B L OOTAORIEZ G L B < il

TERWZ LA/ RLTWA.

0.40
0.35 Re-evaluation from FEM
’ AX=02mm 0.1 mm 0.0 mm
030 !
g '
£025 r .
‘2 Image analysis /i FEM
2 020 &/
E 3/
2015 . !
EO . Bridgman o/ ]
0.10
0.05
0.00 ' ' ' !
1.4

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
Triaxiality

Fig. 3-9 Re-evaluation of stress triaxiality path using FEM result (Ro = 20 mm)
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1150 10000 & Re-evaluation from FEM
o AX=0.01 mm
1100 ]
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" Image analysis
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Fig. 3-10 Distribution of stress components on the neck bottom at fracture (Ro =
20mm)
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N LR 8o 870 5 3 FEO &M B Z VY, FIHIE R RN RS 4
MOUNRIBES | ERBR 2 1512, TREFIEIC L KiEs ki L O 2 fEE
DIEMEIESRXOBRBA S A —VEERIE Lz, SN fmiZL Tomy T
H5.

1) WTFNROMEBHIRW TS, BEFEIZ LV ISAMIE S N TES i,
MW CERIZ L 6T, —ROMRRICE -7, 2Ly, IBEFEICEK
DISHAEITED ThHh T B BND.

2) S HIRHIER OFRENG S ERR I, SS400 Tid Swift A IFIE —E L, A5056-H34
Tl Voce BT WEE SR & 70~ 7. S45C Ti, Swift Al & Voce Bl F [ 0k
Bllroi-. 37006, Bt 1 2 L AN T I E IR E T 7=,

3) Cockceroft and Latham EF /L D[RFH X — Il Cop 121 —HhENE L 72 5
EVTHOMEITH /NS e AR Sz, —F Ayada €7 /LT,
WTIOMBHZI B W T S, S =8Ik T 25 Cq OfEIX, Cockeroft and
Latham &7 /MZHARZRIZERE S E(LL TR T,

E72, EHRIETH S Bridgman OSSN T H RF L A — EOFAG 21TV,
JEJTEEHM D IFIED, R H A = EORIERRIC KT TEEELRE L. HFo0
TG EL T oY TH 5.

4) IS EHE R KON Ca B, IS J1OFME A L > TRES B D,
5) R OFFMfEL Z /NS < 9% Z & T, Bridgman JE(Z K D)5 ZHHER LY Co
ED RIERERIL FEM OFERIZES< OO, 4AX=001mm & LTH—FHL

AR

6) Bridgman 75 TiX FEM OIS HEB L OOT HOREEZ BB TX o Tz,
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T A—ZAE NN T A —Z RIEOmEEN 51 W, % 67 [
PN TSRS FRBEER UL, (2016) 115-116.
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62



F4F HITFHREVRMSAESGRABRZ AV -AETEAAMNIO

FEEFINFAE

4.1 #E

A TREE IS BT D IETERREE O T RIEAR OB I1E, B O B TR
FOMFEN IR EOBENOREEREOOLE SO THD. SJEOEIERRIER R
FAF T HEAREIS I DORBII R E < M) il 20, B AERF O Y EEOT A 0%
ST =HHEE 5 (= onlo) IR 5B A 50T % Z & 73 Bao & Wierzbicki ™2k - T
IRENTWD. ZIZT, onlTFERIETT, o 1 THYINTITH D . IEHEREERR IR % [F
ET DO OEERRIL, 725 X FETHO, S —EDEREEZEFH TX,
B, BEE TOIRTROTHDOBENFEETELEMOTHHATHS.

It ) =B EE D JE JEE 3 AT A8 7o iR & L C, Hancock & Mackenzie *2 X%
IR PR ZAL ST ARFERBRZFH L., £25HL 0%, wIHe xR}
P2 AT X7 RS BERBR IC % LT, EHEARHNTIS L OY Bridgman )05 I fiE
MrgRamHT 52 LIck v, HEERTH D < OB H .0 O & Fl s Tk
53 EFEE OT B A d G ISR U, S 7] =BT U 7o 45 T 40 R AE MR B 5
HRORR L A —VEERE L. UL, FEEREIZE-S < Bridgman D) 7]
EATRE SR, WEm COMENDH D Z L0y, Bz Alves & Jones 2?<° La Rosa
5 BOCL s THEENTWA.

52 BCIX, BIRAH SRR Z x4, AIREFRE (FEM) & RiEbFik
ZOFH Uiz im@his DR o [E ik (U, I UiEE) 282 L, BEFERIC
&0 Z DOFRIEREFD Bridgman OIS SIENTHERZFIHTH LV b ERBETH DL Z
EER LT Y. ZOFEEGEA TR, ENS TR ORENTE T L7 RER T,
FHEFIZBIT DWW £ TOFMEIS Iy & O A DIEREZ FEM O 7R A hLERIC
KoTRDDLZENTED. FIETHE, ZOREFELZHNT, 3EEOE
B ELES L OWIHI BN R RN 7 2 4 RO YIRS IR 2 x50, &t
Bh)5 ) AR KON 2 FEER D JEPEREE S DRI & A — D& [RlE L7z 3D 32,

—05, BIRAF ARG ERER CIRE S 415 OUX, b7 =l FE 75 Hrlgg i =\ i P

(171>0.6) TH 5. WHEOHH TIRIZB W TEZHIN AL T TIE, HIEED
HEFZEIZENNRET D Y. ZOBEOIIVIRIEI, 0T 3 E G m o
[EfE T 273, BIROHETE & HIZHETmOREELIEY (n=033) Z##KT,
S OIZIFEMEE T AT B[R AT ZE#5HRY  (5>0.33) TR D Y. b
B, REFIUFEE T 200 =8I IS T 2 72 D1lE, GIRAT 5 RAERTZT T
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IO AN—=LENT, KRS ZHEHPE (5<0.6) TR A FhE 3 2 &
ENRD 5. B ZIE, Hllh5 RIS ) IRRET S Ol X 23 BRiE L LT, AR
DO5IIERER 0, T =T U EVERMERER PSRRI TWDER, ST
“HE A LSS I BT TE R,

ARETIL, KRB S45C & RRAITHIBIEIZ BT 2 HRIAAIN L EDO R mFINLE
THT 25 FEORBEZEHIE LTz, 1>0.6 D)t ZflEFLFHIZ DWW TIE 4 FEo L)
REFFUAES IERBR (DLtR, NBT #BR) %, 5<0.6 Jis /1 Z#hEHFHIC OV CIE 3 4
TR (BL#%, 3-PB #BR) Z5EMi L=, £7-, UNRA RIZEMS 15 (1<0)
TIEHREET, SIEG S (7>0) ICRBWTHEBIICKRET S &2 550,
PEAZIN T CIXEA OIS ) ZHhE RN BREIZRAE L T\ D. 2072, AT
X, SRR RBR (LI#%, UPSET #BR) (281 2 BRAEME R O FH 208 U
T, FEMERREE R U RAZ ST =8 R O IE A OB DWW TRRE L7z,
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42 ZEEAFE
421 #HEMBLUHEBRARK

KHFFETI, ¢ 20 D S45C JEIEM 2 fitglbf & L TH iz, S45C @45“%&5&%
Table 4-1 (<9, GIRAT ARG [HRABR AL, Fig.4-1 1Z-3 K 91T, S5 =g
n 2L EE 5 HIYTHIIBIR 4% Ro & 20, 10, 6 BL N3 mm D 4 KHEL L
7. #FRER A L REED HBY T Fig. 42 (R T X918, JEH ¢ 140 mm T—7F
EL, B wix4d, 8BIL16mm @ 3 KHEL L7-. ;@c‘:é" wit 1 1.0, 2.0 B XL
4.0 kfocé 2B, WITNORE N b E T EM EOR T ) & PATIC7
580N, FBMHRIE SN TIZE g LT,

422 YIRfTHAESIR (NBT) RERAE

BIR OIS EIC LB L 72 BB IRME P & < OFVJEBT i R 2 B (ao-a) D B
Rz, 72 VEBHEREE (L DIC) 2 0fH L7 5 aRHERIC X 0 3HAI L7z +9.
Z 2T, a0l T ORUEMIE AR, a IXTEEREO < ONERTE R TH 5. 3
BRA RSB LT T v X LN H— 2 OF|ERBRT DA 2 B0 CCD A
(Point Grey Research #1:, GRAS-20S4M) Tilfifiy L, —#HDFHE% DIC ¥V 7 |k
7 =7 (Correlated solutions £f:, VIC-3D) ~CIE/{&AEHT Lf:. DIC T &V #fErIIC
I E N7 < CHUEWT RS 2 ZR AR T 5 Z LI2 kY a 2R, BlRHE
FEIX 3 mm/min & L7=.

Table 4-1 Chemical composition of S45C (wt%)

C S1 Mn P S

0.44 0.22 0.78 0.017 0.026
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Fig. 4-1 Notched round bar specimens
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Fig. 4-2 3-point bending specimens
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423 3 mehlF (3-PB) ERERAE

Fig. 4-3 (O3 EZMFEH LT, #FRERI2k L 3 mm/min @ /X2 F 2
T3-PBRERAZITo7-. ¥4 LRBRA OBEOEEL/ NS T 5720, WE DM
W arvFANERA LT 7y — hEdA . RE A OMIER GO Z
AIVTEHET LTI, B DT 75 CCD 7 A Z (Point Grey Research
ft, GRAS-2084M) 2 L 2 EEHRE AT o 7. B S &I\ T, BAN
BREUR 1 mm ORI CHRTE2A4 I 7 CHERKBEHE L. 2t
A ARERE 7 OREHEREZKIC L TBY, %o UPSET BT
& L7e. Fig. 4-4 [THEERRWGZHIE LT XA I V7 OFEEEZRT. wit=2.0
BELP40IZHOWTIE N TE T OMTIMUREIZIB T DR MO FRE, £7-
wit=1.0 \Z DWW T, [RET RO EE T RO v D28 W THURIZFRIRFC 8
HMAE LT (Fig 4-4(a)) . FEBROM Y K LEIIERBAICH LTI THLD, &
HOFAEFTIE NI R 72,

Punch
3 mm/min

~ Specimen

Die

Fig. 4-3 Dimensions of jig of 3-point bending test
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Fig. 4-4 Example of crack initiation in 3-point bending test: (a) w/t = 1.0, (b) w/t =
2.0, (c) w/t=4.0
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43 FEM&Hr A&
43.1 YIRfTHAESIGR (NBT) ERERFRATIC & 5 MRENS NEIRDMIET L

NBT iR D P- (ao-a)HifR0 0, IS EZEH L Citshis it 2 sk 7.
P- (ao-a)Hh#RD FEM f#fT & Elig & OFREOR/MEAZ BRYE L, HiEbFEICIE
SRSM (Successive Response Surface Method)i: % VN T, ZEMME S L7z Bt /)
Hi KR D 2 i T E DR IEFR B D B i A R ER L7z 2D, MBHIBIME IR C von-Mises
DFERGAFITHE 5 LARE L Fig. 4-5 ([ n e AR 2 vz, < ChEIZB T
HDMNEEF AT 0.1 mm & L7z, SIREBRFEMEL Y, ¥ 7T 180GPa,
TV HIE 03 ThoTo, ARESR Y /L/NZIE LS-DYNA971 (Livermore
Software Technology Corporation) %, Hi@fl Y 7 b 7 =7 (21 LS-OPT4.2

(Livermore Software Technology Corporation) % fi/H L7=. 7235, Rim3L TlX, %
R o> 3-PB AERAFHT, UPSET slBRf#NT T LS-DYNA9T7I Z ] L 7.

4 FED NBT sRBRIZ XT3 2 I M IEIC £ 0 &R B a7 & ish)s ) dhfi &
Fig. 4-6 1T, Zi1 06 & W THEMNT L 72/ SRS B v7e P-(ac-a)Hi#R % Fig. 4-7 IR
T RoICE ST A — s A FEE SN TEY, £72, FEBRO P-(ac-a)D
BAfRZ BEVEE THBLL TWA Z D, IS IAIEIZIE L <fThiviz & ¢
5.

r'y A A T A 200 S
(O .
4+ O~
&
S|
H mes H H
I : 1 Y o I
>
R, =10 R, =20
R, =3 R, =6

Fig. 4-5 Boundary conditions and FE-mesh in notched round bar tensile test
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Fig. 4-6 Flow stress curves identified by proposed stress correction method
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< 16 -
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S 12
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g 8 ;
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4 —FEM
2
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Change in radius a,-a /mm

Fig. 4-7 Experimental and simulation results for notched round bar tensile tests

70



432 3 mphlf (3-PB) HERFEAT AL

3-PB fBREAT IC L 7= B PREFE T T L % Fig. 4-8 (29, akB A 13bE 71
EREFHOMBMEAEZEER L, 2D 14 HIEET AL LT, SUF LA AT
MR E L, BB 8 Hil T A Y RXT AN v EREB L., NXUFET
ORFEHZ-NEFT 01 mm TH 5. VNS /THh#RIL NBT 38 (Ro=20mm) % %t
Gl LIS EIC LV RIESNTZb D%, WX X 912 Swift QI Ul L7z,

(MPa) (4-1)

0 =905.4(g, +2.2x10712)"0
ZIT, IS OTATHD. YU REBXOWRT Y i NBT B fig
Brefm—e Uiz, 3B & TRHROBEIZFEFITNS W EREL, 7 —r VB
£2%03 0.03 & L7z, Fig.4-9 ICER L RTiIck T 2T mEL N F R e —2
ORERZRTH, WHFIEBBh—&KL T\ 5.

/2 =30 mm

Fig. 4-8 Example of FE-mesh in 3-point bending test simulation
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Fig. 4-9 Experimental and simulation results for 3-point bending force
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44 EEHIUFEMETHER

FEM fi#HT1Z X - CTEHE L7z NBT #8kds L O 3-PB iR Ok E SUI2 81T 5 g
EFIY OT FreDJERE % Fig. 4-10 (2779, NBT ilBRICE W T, Ro 2B 5T,
&Y n Do To < OFUE W A0 2 i L S & 72 LTz, 3-PB slBRAFAT Tl
3 [E DY K UEBRIZIS T B F A b — 7&(@#%%rbfw
%. Fig.4-11121%, 3-PB ilBRAFATICISIT D 0 LeDFHMALE Z, AREEHE R R0
B & ITRT.

nr B ERF OIS ) —BhEE, e |TBLHERF OFE L BEOT A & 9%, Fig.
4-10 £V, NBT i BRTIL Ry DV/INS K RDITE g R&E L, gldvh &< 722 HHmA]
DHERTE =, £/, 3-PBRRICBWVTYH, wtNRELRDIEE gl k&<,
gl NS RDMHMPFER TE D, ZHUE, wit PREL 2DITHONT, HABRA
i (B s, C o, DR IFFEOTRIREEIZIESE, BAMIC S 5I5RIS )5
ER LT EEZ NS, £z, 3-PB iR CHEA 2 DI, WFNORER A
IZBWTHERU N DIIERAICEDL T, g DIEE—ETHRBE L CWDHET
5. 2B, wt=10BRAFO=y V8 (A R) IZBWTITHESTREE (7 =
0.33) 725 TV, n OIS, nrleg@BMRIE, TR (B A) & XX EE
VW TR T

LA o> NBT a3 L OY 3-PB skl D 5k & fEATIZ L0, 0.33<p,<1.2 OFIPHT
D, gHFIETDHIENTE. KRIZ, BONT g leDBtRND, FEVEMEET
TIVDINT A—Z ERETDH.

Hancock & Mackenzie *213, /N2 FLO AR B9 5 B 5235 L OWIHIE) R P88
%%Méﬁtﬂ%%%ﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬁ%@dn®%ﬁ%@kbfﬁﬁfﬁé &
B L. Fiz, HHS O, S AW T IZB W TIVNEFLO A RIS
IR ONT 2% OB EARE L TWD. £ 2T, KL Tl aﬁ?ﬁ@
X THRIND EIE LT,

gr=A exp(B ny) (4-2)

ZITC, AL BIIMEWNT A—4T&H%. Fig. 4-12 1< NBT iklikis L O 3-PB ik
BRICBITD g LicbDTHD. ZNHDT — A NS/ Fiklz L
4-2) ITBITDHALBERELIZEZA, A=101, B=-187LT52L 7T, B
Bt | KROMBHTEET L TEHZ Enbrolz.
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§ ——3-PB test
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Stress triaxiality #

Fig. 4-10 Loading path of stress triaxiality at the fracture points in notched round bar

tensile (NBT) tests and 3-point bending (3-PB) tests
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© iy
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/‘ ;

A(Edge) B(Center)

Fig. 4-11 Simulation results of 3-point bending test: (a) w/t = 1.0, (b) w/t = 2.0, (c) w/t
= 4.0 (A-D: Evaluation points for loading path of stress triaxiality)
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Stress triaxiality at fracture 7,

Fig. 4-12 Relationship between stress triaxiality at fracture (7y) and equivalent plastic

strain at fracture (&)
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4.5 ImEREMRERERIC & HIRFIER
4.5.1 ImmERIEHE (UPSET) EERAE

e ST (4-2) D IEVERREEE T VO IEZRRGET 572012, FMAERR A
O S ) FREAEER (UPSET #BR) %3k L7z, #UBRA OFIHIEEE Do 1% 6 12
mm, PHE S LoiX 12, 18, 24 B X 30mm D 4 fikE (Lo/Do=1.0, 1.5, 2.0 8
JON25) LU, S45C gD &R O @ X F RS FATICNR D K 9 I2Y)
DH L7, &R0, SRTEAAZREBRE 4D THRIE STV A SHED [FRLLERT
e 2 VY, 1000kN OE T L A (BEEE/ERT, UH-1000kN) (2T, 3 mm/min
O—ERE TR E Ei L=, F7z, B, 2HBDCCD I AT L 2HKDIT
—Z MW, MR oMl 2B DA EREAEFICA D X 9 2R EE CEhm iR
1TV, BB I mm OBMNHER TE RS CHEEDHIE 21T\, RBARLEAEER
(Lo-Lp/Lo ZZHIE LTz, 22T, LATSEHERORBRA®mITH D, 0k, E
FERBA ISR L 2 BRI L, §_ToOREBRAE T, RBAANEEmICE TS
ST O R ER O S HEEN & A U T
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452 ImEHEREME (UPSET) RERD FEM fB4r A%

UPSET #RBRIEMTIE, Fig.4-13 |27 FEM £7 /L& W TIT 7=, LRI
ke U, BBTIEE S st Fritd L O FE 2 B L, &S I 1/2 o
JEJ51 90 4y & 8 Him T A VT A N w7 BEHRTET ML L. R THE
e ORFEEFETEIL NBT B AFNT 36 L O 3-PB BREBREHT & A% D 0.1mm & L
7=, BB RES O RIT SR OEE L EET HEAREE 5 2, BEENSEITL
TRB A OBFEN LM OBR LM (7 +r—NT 1 7)) LIEHEED, £
DR CRBRO G2 5- 2 7. WENGS IR Z 1L U & T 2B T XA —X 1%
3-PB #fk FEM figfr & i@ & L7z,

Fig. 4-13 Example of FE-mesh in upsetting test simulation
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453 FEMfRHTHER

ML 25 T DB AR Ot Ry LeDERE % Fig. 4-14 (Z5~9". UPSET
ARERAENT CIE, 2 BIOME Y K UEBRIZI T 2 VEIMEEME A F e —2 £ TOREE
ZRLTHWD. WTNORBRFICEWTY, BROMEICIIEMFIRETH D720
NIFATH LN, BREOETICHEWVRBRA KT N ASVY 7T 5700, iRxllhl
PRI VIREEIER L, BEIIZITWToORER T © » 28 0.5 Atk CHENICE 5.
T DBEDer 1L, Lo/Do \ZHPI L TREL D, KHITIX, Fig 4-12 OfERLED
FTORLTWDAR, ZOWiETIEL, UPSET RBRD 5y LerDEIFRIZ, NBT iR &
3-PB B B E L7 (E-2)ITITHEA LR,

Z 2T, Rice & Tracy!™DMUNR A ROREMG % BRI, y NAOME TIER
A RIFEELBRWERE L, § BEOHEOHRFET DY BIEOT A2k
TEHKRT H.

t
g=| dz (4-3)

t=0

Z T, delIMYEBHEOT A TH D, N@-3)DFEDIE 0 <0 DX TliL de =
0& LTHYHY. X@-3)I2L v, UPSET ikBre%, ¢ CHIEPLL /-5 H 4 Fig.
4-15 (279", UPSET iRBRICEIT 5 n L' DIBIREIX, Lo/Do DFBEZEITE A EZIT
HZERLITER S TWD. Fi, WS EEOT He/ 1L, Lo/Do=1.0 DY
£ 0367 TIcb K& <, WUWT Li/Do=2.0 T0.315, Lo/Do=1.5 T0.312, Lo/Do=
2570297 £720, Lo/DoS/NEL 72 B2 ONTEHE TR T T 223, Wi s K-
2) B ZEIUT ESM LT R0,

Fig. 4-16 (%, n L& DRBRAER@-D)ICET DerllizE LRl CRHENRAET 5
EGE LT, 4 Lo/Do DA TORFEMFRZ TR LI RTH D, Li/Do = 1.0
DS T, ERFERZETEOICRBEL > TNDHDD, Li/Do DL E <
BEnTkY, K(4-2)DIEMMETHIE T VO[T iR S vz,
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Equivalent plastic strain ¢, &,

Fig. 4-14
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Stress triaxiality 7, 77,

Loading path of stress triaxiality at the fracture points in upsetting (UPSET)
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L ONBT test
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Stress triaxiality 7, 77,

Fig. 4-15 Modified loading path of stress triaxiality at the fracture points in upsetting

(UPSET) tests
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Fig. 4-16 Prediction results of critical compression ratio (Lo-Ly)/Lo using ductile
fracture model of Eq. (2) (Lo: Initial specimen height; L Specimen height at fracture)
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454 TA4VTILTEAERRESLUER

WA A ROEER I OEGEEIKIET ¢ OBREROEEBITRE L, Wkm
DT A TNDOREZEL n EORIZHERHDH Z ENKRELITL - THEFE S
TG D410 2 = K (4-2)I2 & > T UPSET iBR DR A EMER N BB R T
WCTEBEHZ, B OT 4 T NORKE S L g OBEROB AN BT 5.

NBT, 3-PB 3 X TN UPSET #BR A (28T, SEM (2 & Y AREE L S IC I 1T DAk
Wit DBLEE 41T o 72, SEM ORISR % Fig. 4-17 IR T2, WT DR b
PINR A RERBUEEIEE ORI TH DT 4 TN E = PBEIND. &
SEM B E O BN (64 um X48 uym) THER S NDT 4 7D 95, 50 {#
it LT, %@ﬁumﬁ&d%ﬁMLt

Fig.4-18 |2, FtllcN/izd D A NV T A%&Rd. £7-, Fig.4-19 (2, &bk
A OWEEEFIZB T D gL, d OVEIE dwe & OFIRZRT. NBT nit%ﬁ BN
T Ro =3 mm—10 mm—20 mm OJIHT, 3-PB A ERIZHNTIE wit =4.0—-2.0 D
NET, niZJE CTdawe b/NS <72 OFHEBERHER SN, 7220, i b/
SV w/it=1.0 TIE, dae THIZRE L o7z,

Z ZC, Fig. 4-15 FOS#HWN, ©F Y UPSET iBrOFA R B L O D
Dy Lol ODBMRITHR BTN > 72 3-PB ikBRD wit = 2.0 B ICE B L THEET
%. Fig.4-18 X 0, UPSET B Cl Lo/Do N E72 > T, d DHAITITE A EiE
WIEHERR ST, S BITFig 4-19 £V, dae & g DOBR Y Lo/Do Il £ 2722 B1ZZ
ENETRNZ ENGND. ZUBIE, Fig 4-15 TRLULTZXD1Z, Lo/DolZBHbH 5
T, WIEICER L TNE 0 n OAMBREIZIZE LV EENDRRN-TZ EI2LD
EHEERIND.

F£7-, Fig. 4-18 253005 X 9512, UPSET RBROARER T D d DA, 3-
PBRBRIZHIT 2D wit=20 DZFNEFHELLTEY, I HITFig 4-19 £V, dae &
nr OBR L EE CITWRER E 72> T D (Fig. 4-19 HoSHBH). T7kbb,
UPSET iR & 3-PB(w/t = 2.0)akBROMEERFD S T) =8 &7 1 7 L OARAEI
FRIL TR, MEROHYBIEOT 2 WME CRIFICRSTLEBZON5.
S45C L [RARIZ, BUNRA REWROIEMEESY 29 AN R LT, RFEN
BNCHEHATEX D2 ERMIRESND.
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Fig. 4-17 Examples of SEM image of fractured surface of (a) notched round bar

tensile test Ro = 3.0 mm, (b) notched round bar tensile test Ro = 20 mm, (c¢) 3-point
bending test w/t = 2.0, and (d) upsetting test Lo/Do = 1.5
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Fig. 4-18 Histogram of diameter of dimples (d) (NBT: notched round bar tensile; 3-
PB: 3-point bending; UPSET: upsetting; dave: average diameter of 50 dimples)
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Fig. 4-19 Relationship between stress triaxiality at fracture (7y) and average diameter
of dimples (dave)
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EFTIRE-ETHDLZ ENyroT.

3) NBT & 3-PB O skt 2 S E U 7= FR B BAEI o s e £ 7 L &
VT UPSET iBR D BREMER 2 TR L= & 2 A, IEDN T ZHhE gk S
H35Z&T, EREREBBLR—H L.
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DISHZHEE & T 4 T ORI L TR Y, RO Y B O3
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