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Abstract: In order to establish a constitutive equation which can reasonably describe the Ti/Ni/Ti laminated composites process, the

hot deformation behavior of Ti/Ni/Ti laminated composite during the bonding process was studied on Gleeble-3500 thermo-

mechanical simulator at the temperature of 550~850 °C, strain rate of 0.001~1 s, and deformation of 65%. Four constitutive models,

including modified Johnson-Cook (MJC) model, train compensated Arrhenius (SCA) model, multivariate nonlinear regression
(DMNR) model, and modified Inoue Sin (MIS) model were used to predict the elevated temperature flow behavior of laminated

composite. A comparative research on the experimental values and the predicted values of the four models was conducted. Besides,

the accuracy of the average absolute relative error (AARE), correlation coefficient (R) and the relative error was compared to confirm
the reasonability of these four models. Results show that the MJC, DMNR and MIS model are not suitable for the description of flow
behavior of Ti/Ni/Ti laminated composites, while the predicted values of SCA model agree well with the experimental values except

under some deformation conditions.
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Ti/Ni composite owns the advantages of pure titanium with
low density, high specific strength and strong corrosion
resistance, and the characteristics of pure nickel with high
conductivity and thermal conductivity, strong toughness and
good plastic processing, which is widely used in various
fields"?. So, it has attracted more and more attention recently.

Ti/Ni laminated composite consists of Ti (hcp) and Ni (fcc)
with different crystal structure, which results in different
deformation mechanisms and deformation behavior of the
constituent layers during the roll bonding processing.
Moreover, due to the existence of the interface, the stress state
of the constituent layer changes during the rolling bonding
processing, resulting in the change of stress, the deformation
behavior, the deformation mechanism and the interface
bonding status. So, it is very important to analyze the
deformation behavior of Ti/Ni laminated composite.

With the development of numerical simulation methods, the
finite element method has been widely used in optimization of

thermal processing parameters and the analysis of metal
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forming processes™. The flow behavior of the material can
be represented by the constitutive equation, while the
constitutive equations are served as an input condition usually,
which represent the connection between flow stress and
deformation conditions (strain, strain rate, and deformation
temperature) by numerical simulations. Thus, the accuracy of
the simulation results depends strongly on the accuracy of the
constitutive equation. At present,
deformation behavior of materials through hot compression
has mainly focused on pure metals”, alloys'™”, and particle-

research on the hot

#19 while less on layered

reinforced metal matrix composites'
structural composites. This is due to the existence of the
interface that makes the prediction of the constitutive equation
on deformation behavior difficult. In addition, the existing
constitutive equations have seldom been compared to
investigate which is more suitable for describing bonding
process of the layered structure composite. Therefore, the
investigation of constitutive equations for

laminated composites under different deformation conditions

comparative
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is necessary, which is contributed to identify more reasonable
input conditions for the numerical simulation.

According to the difference of parameters in the
constitutive model, it can be roughly divided into three
categories: phenomenological constitutive model, kinetic
constitutive model and physical constitutive model. The
phenomenological constitutive model describes flow stresses
based on empirical formulas, and the parameters in the
functions usually have no explicit physical significance. The
common phenomenological constitutive model is the Johnson-
Cook (JC) constitutive model, and the strong applicability of
the JC constitutive model is that some corrections according
to the material characteristics based on the original model can

significantly solution

[11,12]

improve the accuracy of the

equation' " ~. However, this constitutive model ignores the
mutual effects of the influencing factors on the flow stresses,
which may reduce the accuracy of the constitutive

U3, Later, Lin™ et al proposed a modified JC

equations
constitutive model to compensate for the shortcomings of the
original JC model. The Arrhenius constitutive model belongs
to the kinetic constitutive model, which mostly reflects the
relationship of the steady-state stress or peak stress and the
deformation parameters, while ignoring the influence of the
strain. Researchers have put great efforts to correct this
equation, using strain compensation parameters to predict the
flow stress of metal materials, such as GH4169"", 42CrMo
steel' and Inconel718 high-temperature alloy"”. The
multivariate nonlinear regression (DMNR) model is a
scattering map based on test data and does not require a
specific constitutive model, which takes into account the
individual effect of temperature, strain rate and strain on
stress, and the interaction between them. Physics-based
models can more accurately represent deformation behavior in
a wide range of temperatures and strain rates, which are not
always preferred because physics-based models contain a
large number of material constants that may not be involved
by empirical-based models. The Inoue Sin constitutive model
belongs to an empirical model. The impact of the deformation
degree on the flow stress is considered in the typical Inoue Sin
constitutive model, while it fails to show the trend of the flow
stress curve of the material at different temperatures. So, it is
necessary to correct to make it more consistent with the
rheological characteristics of the material under different
working conditions.

In this study, hot compression tests of Ti/Ni/Ti laminated
composites were carried out in the temperature range of 550~
850 °C, strain rate range of 0.001~1 s”, and deformation of
65%. The hot deformation behavior of Ti/Ni/Ti laminated
composite was studied by analyzing the true stress-true strain
curve. And then the modified JC constitutive model, strain
compensated Arrhenius constitutive model, multivariate nonli-
near regression constitutive model and modified Inoue Sin
constitutive model were established to compare the accuracy
of the constitutive equations. Finally, the applicability of these
four models was evaluated by average absolute relative error
(AARE), correlation coefficient (R) and relative error.

1 Experiment

The raw materials were TAl and N6 plate after full
annealing with dimensions of 100 mmx150 mmx3.0 mm and
100 mmx150 mmx6.0 mm, respectively. The chemical
compositions and microscopic structure of raw materials are
listed in Table 1 and Fig.1, respectively. TA1 is characterized
by uniform recrystallized grains, and N6 has uneven grains
with a little annealing twin crystal.

The hot compression tests mainly adopted the cylindrical
samples with @8 mmx3 mm (TA1) and @8 mmx6 mm (N6),
which were cut from the raw materials. All the contact
surfaces of TA1 and N6 were polished with 1000# sandpaper
and treated by ultrasonic cleaning with alcohol, and then the
specimens were stacked to TA1-N6-TA1, with total thickness
of 12 mm, as illustrated in Fig.2. A thermal couple spot was
welded to the center region of the N6 specimen surface. The
graphite foils were imposed between the specimen and the
anvil to decrease the friction. Then the stacked samples were
put in the thermal compression equipment to heat up to
experimental temperature at heating rate of 10 °C/s and held
for 7 min to guarantee a homogeneous temperature
distribution of the specimen, as illustrated in Fig. 3.
Compression tests were made in the temperature and strain
rate range of 550~850 °C with 50 °C intervals and 0.001~1 s™.
The samples were deformed later to a true compression strain

Table 1 Chemical composition of TA1 and N6 (wt%)

Fe C Si N H (0] Ti
TA1
0.15 0.05 0.1 0.03 0.015 0.15 Bal.
Cu Fe Mn C Si S Ni+Co
N6

<0.06 <0.1 <0.05 <01 <01 <0.005 =995

Twin crystal

Fig.1 Microstructures of raw materials of TA1 (a) and N6 (b)
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Fig.3 Parameters of the hot compression test

of 1.04. Afterwards, it was cooled in air. The stress-strain
curves were automatically recorded in the hot compression
process through the Gleeble-3500 thermal simulator system.

2 Results

2.1 True stress-strain curves
Fig. 4 shows the flow stress-strain curves of TA1/N6/TA1

laminated composites in temperature range of 550~850 ° C,
and strain rate range of 0.001~1s" during hot compression
procession, which reflects the influence of the deformation
temperature, the strain rate and the deformation degree
on the high temperature deformation behavior of the
TA1/N6/TA1 laminated composites. According to the
figure, the laminated composites have the following
characters.

(1) The flow stress of the composite decreases with
increasing the deformation temperature and decreasing the
strain rate, showing positive strain rate sensitivity and
negative temperature sensitivity. This is because both TA1 and
N6 are positive strain rate sensitive materials and negative
temperature sensitive materials.

(2) The flow stress of the composite reaches the peak
rapidly with increasing the temperature or decreasing the
strain rate. However, the strain corresponding to the peak
stress is increased compared with the traditional materials due
to the presence of the bonding interface, the asynchronism of
deformation and the coordination of deformation between
each other.

(3) Composites under almost all deformation conditions
show the steady-state flow characteristics. That is, when the
true strain exceeds a certain value, the true stress changes
little with the increase of strain. It shows that the
constitute layer is stable during deformation, and the
softening caused by dynamic recrystallization and strain
hardening almost reach the dynamic equilibrium. This
is because the interface of composite combines well and
the deformation of each constitute layer is uniform,
and the mutual coordination between composition layers is
better.

300
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Fig.4 True stress-true strain curves of TA1/N6/TA1 laminated composites at different strain rates: (a) 0.001 s™, (b) 0.01 s™, (¢) 0.1 s,

and (d) 15"
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(4) The strain rate is sensitive to the deformation required
for the composites to enter the steady flow stage. When the
strain rate is lower than 0.1 s, the composites enter into the
steady-state rheological stage with small deformation. While,
as the strain rate is higher than 0.1 s', the degree of
deformation required for the composite to enter into the steady
flow stage is related to temperature. When the deformation
temperature is higher than 650 °C, due to the compensation of
deformation temperature on strain rate, the material can enter
into the steady flow stage as soon as possible, but when the
deformation temperature is lower than 650 °C, the degree of
deformation required for the material to enter into the steady
flow stage is large.

2.2 Macroscopic structure

Fig. 5 shows the macroscopic structures of TA1/N6/TA1
laminated composites under the deformation temperature of
550~850 °C and strain rate of 0.001~1 s"'. The TA1 layers are
extruded from the laminate with the increase of temperature.
This is due to the softening of the titanium layer and the
equivalent stress behavior of laminate in which each
constituent layer is subjected to the same stress!'. The
deformation degree of titanium layer increases with the
increase of deformation temperature at the same strain rate,
and it is easier for the flow stress of the composite to reach a
stable state (as shown in Fig.4). It can also be seen that the
higher the temperature, the larger the deformation degree of
nickel with the increase of strain rate.

2.3 Modified Johnson-Cook (MJC) model

The modified Johnson-Cook (MJC) model has been
proposed as"*?"
0=(A4,+Be+B,e*+B,&’)(1+C Iné"+C, Iné?+C, Iné™)

xexp[ (2, + 4, Iné" + 2, Iné? + 4, Iné”) T 0

where " = é/¢, is a dimensionless strain rate (¢ and &, are the
strain rate (s™) and the reference strain rate (s™), respectively);
A4, B, B, B,, C,, C,, C,, A, 4,, A;and A, are the materials
constants. The 7™ can be expressed as Eq.(2):

T"=T-T, 2)

where T

ref

is the reference temperature. Herein, 1 s and 823 K
have been set as the reference strain rate and reference
temperature in this model, respectively, and then Eq.(1) can be
expressed as
0=A4,+ B,e+ B,&® + B,&’ 3)
Taking the corresponding experimental stress values and
strain into Eq.(3), the relation between ¢ and o is obtained as

650 °C 750 °C 850 °C

-
S & LR

Fig.5 Macroscopic structures of TA1/N6/TA1 laminated composite

under different conditions

400
380
360

340

£320

®  Data point
Three-order polynomial fit

%300-

280}
260}
240F 4

220 ——
00 02 04 06 08 10

5
[=]
T

o
)

o
2

o
)

0/(A,+B,&+B,£+B,&)/MPa
(=}
(o)

] %6 5 4 B3 2 <1 0 1

INGIED)]
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shown in Fig.6a, and then the data points in the figure in three
curves are fitted to obtain the values of 4,, B,, B, and B,,
where 4,=179.384, B,=695.671, B,=—972.713 and B,=489.417.

When the deformation temperature is the reference
temperature, Eq.(1) can be expressed as:

0=(A4,+Be+ B,e* + B,&*)(1 + C, Iné" + C,Iné”
+CyIné”) @)
The value of C,, C,, C, can be obtained from o/ ( A, +Be+

B,&* + Bye*)Iné" plot as shown in Fig. 6b, where C=
-0.01410, C,=-0.03003, C,=-0.00314.

To reduce the computation and complexity, a new
parameter A is introduced, which is expressed as:
A=+ nég + 2 Inég? + 1, Iné” %)
So, Eq.(1) can be written as follows:
o
(4,+Be+B,e*+B,&*)(1+C Iné" + C, né?+ Cy Iné™)
=e'l (6)

Take the natural logarithms at both sides of the upper
equation:

o
i (4,+B,e+B,&>+B,&*)(1+C, In&"+C, In&?+C, Iné™?)
=AT" 7
Take the true strain of 0.1 as an example, as shown in

Fig.7a. According to Eq.(5), the value of 4, 4,, 4, and 4, can be

obtained by the relation of A-Iné*, as shown in Fig.7b.

Table 2 presents the parameters of the MJC model for Ti/Ni/

Ti laminated composites.

The MJC constitutive equation can be generated, which is
listed below:
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Table 2 Parameters of the MJC model

Parameter A4, B, B, B, C,

C3 /ll )'2 )LZ /14

Value 179.4 695.7 -973 489.4 -0.014

-0.03

-0.003 -0.003 0.00071 4.86x10° 3.95%10°

o =(179.4 + 695.7¢ — 972.7¢* + 489.4¢") x (1 - 0.014Iné" ~ 0.03Iné™ ~ 0.003Iné™)

< exp[( ~ 0.003 + 0.00071Iné" + 4.86 x 10° In&™ + 3.95 x 10°Iné?) 7" ]

It is observed from Fig.8 that the predicted stress values are
in good agreement with experimental stress
temperature of 650~850 °C or strain rate of 0.1~1 s”'. While
under other conditions, the predicted value is somewhat

value at

deviated from the experimental value.
2.4 Strain compensated Arrhenius (SCA) model

Generally speaking, the hot deformation behavior of
materials is a process of thermal activation, and the effects of
deformation temperature and strain rate on flow stress can be

®)
expressed by Arrhenius equation:
i = AF (0)exp (o) ©)

where F(o) is the function of true stress. Taking the function
into Eq.(9), then the following relations can be obtained.

&= A,0" exp (—%) 0o < 0.8 (10)
é:Azexp(ﬁa)exp(—% oo > 12 1

350f
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Fig.8 Comparison between experimental and predicted flow stress by MJC model at different strain rates: (a) 0.001 s, (b) 0.01 s,

(©)0.1s",and (d) 15"
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é = A[sinh (ac)]" exp (—2) forall o (12)

RT
where Q is the activation energy of deformation (J/mol); R is
the constant of gas (8.314 J-mol"-K™"); 4, 4,, 4,, n, B, o and n,
are the material constants and o =//n,. In general, Eq.(10) is
applicable to the thermal deformation process with low flow
stress, exponential Eq. (11) is applicable to the thermal
deformation process with high flow stress, and hyperbolic sine
Eq.(12) is applicable to both cases.

Both sides of Eq.(10) and Eq.(11) are taken in the natural
logarithms, and the following equations can be obtained.

1né:1nA|+n|lna*% (13)

Ing = 1nA2+[fa*% (14)

The values of the flow stress and corresponding strain rate
under different strain are substituted into Eq.(13) and Eq.(14).
The values of n, and f can be obtained from the slopes of the
lines in the Ing-Iné and o-Iné plots, respectively. Then, the
value of a=p/n, can be obtained. Take the strain of 0.1 for
example, as presented in Fig.9a and Fig.7b. The values of n,,
and «a are obtained, where 7,=8.2365, = 0.0842, a=0.010224.

Taking the natural logarithm of both sides of Eq.(12):

lnézlnAJrnln[sinh(aa)]—% (15)

Taking the partial differential score of Eq.(15):

B dlné¢ dln [sinh (ao) |
=R d1n [sinh (a0) ] ., a(l/T) (16)
. dlne dIn [sinh (00) |
Taking dln [sinh (ao) ] Tasn, a(l/T) S

© 0o o o o o o
anaeann

—

550 °C
600 °C
4 650°C
v 700°C
50 750 °C
< 800°C
N s
0 > 830°C

76 -5-4-32-101 2
In(g/s™)

Fig.9 Relation of Ino-Iné (a) and o-Iné (b)

The value of material constant #» and m can be obtained
from the slopes of the lines of In[sinh(ao)] -Iné and In[sinh
(a0)]-1/T at a particular temperature and strain, respectively.
The mean value of n and m are set as the final value of n and
m. Take the strain of 0.1 for example, as presented in Fig.10a
and 10b. The values of n and m are obtained, where n=6.0578,
m=5.5430, then 0= 279.1682 kJ/mol.

The effects of the temperature and strain rate on the thermal
deformation behavior of the material can be expressed in
terms of the Zener-Holloman parameter, as expressed in Eq.
(17)%*", Take Eq.(17) into Eq.(12) to obtain another form of
the Zener-Holloman parameter as shown in Eq.(18).

—iexn( 2
Z eexp(RT) 17)
Z=Aln[sinh (ao)] (18)
Taking the natural logarithm of both sides of Eq.(18):
InZ=nln[sinh (ao) ]+ In4 (19)

The values of In4 and n can be determined from the
intercept and slope of InZ-In[sinh(ag) plot at a particular
strain. Take the strain of 0.1 for example as presented in
Fig. 11. The values of In4 and n are obtained, where In4=
29.2564, n=5.8789.

From the above calculations, the parameters of constitutive
model under the entire true strain are shown in Table 3.

It can be seen that the material parameters vary with the
strain. So, considering the strain effect on the material
parameters, polynomial is used to compensate the strain of a,
0, n and InA™*. The appropriate polynomial is selected as
Eq. (20). It has been found that there is an eight-order
polynomial to represent the influence of strain on material
parameters with a good correlation, as shown in Fig.12.

2.0
a
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S osf /
@ 0.0 + = s50°C
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1o} g
-15¢ . g
7 -6 -5 4 -3 -2 -1 0 1
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— 10}
S o0s}
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0.850.900.951.001.051.101.151.201.25

/%103 K!

Fig.10 Relation of In[sinh(a)]-Iné (a) and In[sinh(ao)]-1/T (b)
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Fig.11 Relation between InZ and In[sinh(ao)]

Table 3 Parameters of TA1/N6/TA1 laminated composites

€ a 0 In4 n
0.1 0.010224  279.1682  29.25644  5.878 87
0.2 0.008 824 2757978  28.758 93 5.258 92
0.3 0.008 292 265.947 27.576 42 4.83978
0.4 0.007 96 258.5644 2680132  4.61347
0.8 0.007 74 256.022 26.496 37  4.584 88
0.6 0.007 544 2547102 2645523 448112
0.7 0.007 404 2554309  26.75977 441412
0.8 0.007309 2544392  26.75927 436925
0.9 0.007218  251.768 1  26.561 67  4.284 37

1 0.007 103  251.6137  26.68369 426148

0=Dy+D e+D,&*+D&’+D &' +D&’+De5+D,e"+Dg e’

Q=FytF etF, e+ F, &+ F, &'+ F &’ +F e+ F e+ F et

InA=C+C,e+C,e*+C,&’+C,e*+C &’ +Cye+C,e"+Cy e

n=EVE e+E,e*+E,&’+E &'V E &’ +E &+ E,e'+Ee®
Polynomial fitting results for o, O, n and In4 are provided in
Table 4.

Substituting Eq. (18) into Eq. (12) to obtain the function

equation of the rheological stress about the Z value:
1

a=$ln (j)l/nﬁ{(j)%ﬁu 1}/2 Q1)

According to Eq. (21), the flow stress under a particular
strain can be predicted, where Z = ¢exp (Q/RT).

(20)

It is observed from Fig. 13 that the deviation is larger

0.0105
0.0100[ . 41280
0.0095 144
L0.0090 1
0.0085} 1265
0.0080 | 1260
0.0075} 1255
0.0070} ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ' 250
00 02 04 06 08 10
6.0F  b{29.5
22 4 190
sal {28.5
s2f ]
=50} _ij(;
48} :
4.6F 127.0
j; 126.5
00 02 04 06 08 10 200

&

Fig.12 Eight-order polynomial fitting with different parameters: (a)
a and Q; (b) n and In4

compared with the experimental value at 550 °C/0.001 s and
550 °C/1 s"'. While under the other conditions, predicted flow
stresses is in good agreement with experimental value.

2.5 Double multivariate nonlinear regression (DMNR)

The DMNR constitutive equation consists mainly of flow
stress (o) and influence factor (f;). Experimental factor (x,) is
strain, strain rate and temperature. Material factor (y,, and y,)
is the independent and interaction action of experimental
factor on flow stress. The influence factor is a function of the
experimental factor on the flow stress, and is a parameter
linking the strain, strain rate and temperature. The weight
factor (w)) is the relative weight of the influence factor on the
independent and interaction action of flow stress. Flow stress
is a functional of weight factor and influence factor. The
relation between flow stress, experimental parameters and
analysis parameters is shown in Fig.14°%°",

From the physical theory of plastic deformation, it can be
obtained:

Table 4 Coefficients of the polynomial fitting for a, O, n and In4

o 0 n In4

D,=0.01563 F,=249.787 31 E=8.48076 C,=20.305 28
D,=-0.098 81 F=601.836 61 E =-56.494 95 C,=212.639 79

D,=0.652 3 F,=4023.707 75 E,=500.814 03 C,=1880.090 35
D,=2.59478 F,=10 582.168 06 E,=2640.630 01 C,=8354.175 43
D,=6.41678 F,=—11480.249 9 E,=8129.263 09 C,=21826.3909
D.=-9.923 28 F.=—1790.700 82 E=-14767.279 44 C=34757.801 08
D=9.306 23 F=17007.373 49 E =15 579.006 94 C,=32980.056 27
D.=4.826 64 F,=15760.764 62 E=82819.0873 C,=17061.7399
D,=1.059 68 F=4865.873 96 E=2070.188 49 C=-3693.439 98
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Fig.14 Relation between flow stress, experimental parameters and

analytical parameters

o= Ne¢" (22)
o= Mé" (23)
o= Sexp(iT) (24)

where n, m, s, N, M and S are material parameters. Taking the
natural logarithm of both sides of Eq.(22~24):

Inoc=InN+nlne (25)

Inc=InM+ mlné (26)
s

lna—lnS+(?) (27)

The solving process of the DMNR parameters is shown in
Table 5. Firstly, the flow stress of the experimental factor
independent and interaction should be calculated. The figure
of the relation between experimental factor and flow stress
should be drawn, and the slope and intercept can be obtained.

Secondly, the curves of the slope and intercept vs the
corresponding experimental factor are fitted to obtain the
material factor. Finally, the analysis factor obtained by the
function relation is analyzed for regression to predict the flow
stress.

The specific solution process is as follows:

In this study, the selected temperatures are 550, 600, 650,
700, 750, 800 and 850 °C. The strain rates are 0.001, 0.01, 0.1
and 1 s, and the strain are 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8,
0.9 and 1.0. That is, K,=7, K,=4, and K =10.

Firstly, the stress values are obtained for all temperature and
strain rates at different strain. The relation curve of Inag(e)-Ine
is fitted to obtain the intercepts and slopes, that are InN(¢) and
n(e), respectively. The intercepts and slopes under different
strain are polynomially fitted, as shown in Fig. 15, and the
results are as follows:

InN (&) =5.55873 — 0.87036¢ — 3.6972¢* + 15.79193¢°

-20.03616¢* + 8.48974¢°
n(e) =03+ 0.45541¢ - 8.22101¢* + 23.69677¢°

- 27.50044¢* + 11.33974¢°
Secondly, the stress values are obtained for all temperatures

(28)

(29)

at different strain and strain rates. The relation curve of Ina(e-
¢) -Ing is fitted to obtain the intercepts and slopes, that are
InN(¢) and n(¢). The intercepts and slopes under different
strain rates are polynomially fitted, as shown in Fig. 16, and
the results are as follows:

InN (&) =15.58034 + 0.01552¢ — 0.03826&* — 0.00303&* (30)

n(&)=0.19755 + 0.00235¢ — 0.00804&* — 0.000868:* (31)
Finally, the stress values are obtained for all strain rates at
different temperatures. The relation curve of Ing(¢-T) -Ine is
fitted to obtain the intercepts and slopes, that are N(7) and
n(T). The intercepts and slopes at different temperatures are
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Table 5 Solving process of the DMNR parameters

Experimental
Formula Stress

factor

. . Stress
Material factor Analysis factor

calculation

G(e) = za(g,é,T)/KTKé
. o=Ne" G(e—é)= Za(a,é,T)/KT

Ino=InN+nlng"

n(e) InN(e) f=f=N(e)e"®

n@ NG fi=f, i =N(E)e"?

a'(&" T):EO'(S,E},T)/Kr: n(T) 11’1N(T) f‘zzf;.,T:N(T)é‘”(T)
6'(8) = ZWO'(E,&,T)/KﬂKT m(a) lnM(z,) f4 :fr =M (6) grz(é)
o=M¢" =0 — : 2
é o*(a—s)—Ea(s,s,T) K, (e 1nN(e fi=fi = M(e)e"® c=0,I f“
Ino=InM+mné T / © © ’ i
(6= D= 20D Ky M) fo=f= M)
E(T)zz.a(s,é,T) K.K. S(T) STy fo=fr=S(T)exp[s(T)/T]
o=Sexp(s/ N .
T P/T) a(T 8)—20(8,81)/1% s(e) InS(e) Sy =fr..=S(e)exp[s(e)/T]
Ino=InS+s/T é
dT=8 =206t K @) mS@)  f=fr = S@Eep[sE)IT]
s 3l 555 = mve 0.35 T S
: p— 550} 5-order polynomial fit 0.30F 5-order polynomial fit
5.1F 5451 0.25¢
540t 020t
O S 0.
—5.0F = - W
15 e 2015}
=49 | 0.10
.l 525} : .
4 8 | 5'20 L 005 I
' 5.15F " 0.00} N
4.7 L ) L L L 5.10— L L s n s L L L -0.05= L ) L L L L L L
25 20 -15 -1.0 -05 00 0.1 0.20.3 0.4 0.50.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
Ing & .
Fig.15 Relation of Ina(e)-Ing (a), InN(¢)-¢ (b), and n(e)-¢ (c)
56 = o001 sl'l cal 56 a N bl  0.20F = @ c
e 001s 3-order polynomial 3-order polynomial
54F &+ 01! vy 4 54F
52 /
ey ' v @5.2 [ |
ESO N . o o < %" (5015
° | Es50} =
IT4.8t
i s | 0.10}
44} i ’
42 1 1 1 1 1 1 L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
25 20 -1.5 -1.0 -05 0.0 -6 ) -2 0 H =6 =5 s =3 =9, <1 10
Ing In(gs™) In(é/s™)

Fig.16 Relation of Ina(g-£)-Ine (a), InN(é)-¢ (b), and n(€)-¢ (c)

polynomially fitted, as shown in Fig.17, and the results are as
follows:
InN (T) = 33.02104 - 8.15333(77100)

+0.83605(7/100)° - 0.03007(7/100)°
n(T)=39.38192 - 15.43893(7/100) + 2.263(7/100)

- 0.14608(7/100)" + 0.00349(7/100)"
Similarly, the InM(¢) and m(¢) are obtained, as shown in
Fig.18, where InM(£)=5.48202, m(£)=0.1259.
The InM(e) and m(e) are obtained, as shown in Fig. 19a.

(32)

The InM(e) and m(e) under different strain are polynomially
fitted, as shown in Fig. 19b and 19c, and the results are as
follows:

InM (¢) = 4.7888 + 4.11074¢ — 8.78914¢?

+ 8.55601¢” — 3.0829¢*
m(e) = 0.09457 + 0.08028¢ - 0.02156¢”
- 0.05824¢* + 0.04774¢*

The InM(T) and m(T) are obtained, as shown in Fig.20a.

The InM(T) and m(7) at different

(34

(35)

temperatures are
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5.8} a 6.0 = InN(D) b 022 n n(T) c
56l m 550 eC 581 3-order polynomial fit 020 4-order polynomial fit
. ® 600°C 018l
54t O s 650°c] 5.6F .
5ol ™ L AA Tav 700°C| 54} 0.16f
5 5.0 /' w0ec| S52¢ e N
S 46 - By P 4.8F 0.10f \
4.4} o 4.6+ 0.08F
42} il 006
4.0 . : . . . . ’ . . . . . . 0.04 . — . L .
-2.5 -2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 05 80 85 9.0 95 10.0 10.5 11.0 11.5 8.0 85 9.0 9.5 10.010.511.0 11.5
Ine T/x10* K T/x10* K
Fig.17 Relation of Ino(e-T)-Ine (a), InN(T)-T (b), and n(T)-T (c)
5.6 = InM (T)=-1981.22372 — 9849.45384(7/1000)
L] &
5.4 Linearfit " - 19387.50236(T/1000)2
_s2} +18943.76653(7/1000)° (36)
©
IES.O - *9189.08672(T/1000)4
48} +1770.08864(T/1000)5
46} 4 m(T) = 428.47695 — 2157.61024(7/1000)
Ly | IV +4316.90653(7/1000)°
7 6 5 -4 3 2 -1 0 \
In(&/s™) -4290.79379(1/1000) (37)
+2119.62783(7/1000)"
Fig.18 Relation between Ina(¢) and Iné 5
-416.43968(7/1000)
polynomially fitted, as shown in Fig.20b and 20c, and the Similarly, the InS(7) and s(7) are obtained, as shown in
results are as follows: Fig.21, where InS(7)=1.92098, s(7)=3.06755.
= 0.15
60 * g:; al 56} b c
58F a4 03 0.14F
S56F v 04 331
o M L 0.13F
22421 o< 35.4 5
2F " L s
'Es.o - §5.3 0.12}
a8} - B 011}
461 SAFY = mme " m(e)
441 - 4-order polynomial 0.10F 4-order polynomial
8 -7 6 -5 4 3 2 -1 0 ©0.10.20.30.40.50.60.70.80.91.0 00 02 04 06 08 1.0
In(g/s™) & &
Fig.19 Relation of Ina(é-¢)-Iné (a), InM(e)-¢ (b), and m(e)-¢ (c)
6.0 6.0 : e b 0.24
ssth z . 2 5.8+ 5-order polynomial ggg i ¢
56} 0:18 -
%:5 o £0.16}
> S54f F0.14f
845} v | o B
- . o3k | T 52t 012}
4.0F v 973K 0.10f
¢ 1023K 5.0 0.08 @
< 1073K mm
3.5F ) . . . ‘ . > 123K 4.8 L . . ) ) 882 B . ) 5-ordelrpolyn0‘mial .
7 6 -5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.1 1.2 ’ 08 09 10 1.1 12 13
In(&/s™) T/x10° K T/x10° K

Fig.20 Relation of Ina(é-T)-Iné (a); InM(T)-T (b), and m(T)-T (c)
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5.8
5.6
5.4
32
550
S48
4.6
4.4
4.2

= Ino(7)

i Linear fit

0.8

1.1 1.2

09 1.0
TY/x10° K!

Fig.21 Relation between Ino(7) and 1/T

The InS(¢) and s(¢) are obtained, as shown in Fig.22a. The
InS(¢) and s(¢) under different strain are polynomially
fitted, as shown in Fig.22b and 22c, and the results are as

follows:
InS(eg) =1.96258 + 0.73888s — 1.60519¢* (38)
+ 0.52804¢ + 0.07553¢*
s(e) = 2.45502 + 2.98072¢ — 6.74239¢? (39)

+ 7.74657¢° — 3.11224¢*

The InS(¢) and s(¢) are obtained, as shown in Fig.23a. The
InS(¢) and s(¢) under different strain rates are polynomially
fitted, as shown in Fig.23b and 23c, and the results are as

follows:
InS (&) =3.36683 + 0.54611¢ (40)
s(£)=12.02328 - 0.52462¢ — 0.043735* - 0.00361&°  (41)

Bring these parameters into Eq.(42) to obtain the analysis

shown as Eq.(43). Take the natural logarithm on both sides of
Eq.(43), as shown in Eq.(44). Multiple regression of the Ino
and Inf, is analyzed using EXCEL software to obtain the
parameters of intercept and weight factor. The solution
parameters are shown in Table 6.

fi=f= N(e)e
L=l = N(é)gn(é)
fi=f p=N(T)e""
fumfo= M@)o

fo=fio,=M(e)e"?

e )
vafT:S(T)exp[s(T)/T]
fx:fT’€=S(8)eXp|:s(8)/T:'
f9:fr—é=S(é)exp|:s(é)/Ti|

o= 0(eT)= O S [ a0 S 43)

Jeoa" S S S
Ine=1Ino, + o, Inf, + o,Inf, .+ w;Inf, ,+ w,nf.
tosInf,  +osnf, + o Infi+ogdnf
tw,Infr_;

It is observed from Fig. 24 that the deviation is larger
compared with the experimental value at strain rate of 0.001
and 0.01 s
2.6 Modified Inoue Sin (MIS) model

The modified Inoue Sin (MIS) constitutive relation is

(44)

factor. The expression of constitutive equation of DMNR is expressed in Eq.(45):
6.2 57 3.4
6.0} « o2 al 2.10p Bl 4a}
5.8F 4 03 205F _+ 3ol
5.6F° g“; 2.00+ 3'1
¢ 0. AdF
4L % 03 IRE, Sl
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1850k 08 : 2185k =29}
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4.6f+ 10 e St
4.4} 1.75¢ . inSH . < A
L : 261 .
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4.0 L L 1 " L 165 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 5 L I L L 1 1 1 1 1 I
08 09 1.0 1.1 1.2 0.10.20.30.40.50.60.70.80.91.0 0.10.20.30.40.50.60.70.80.9 1.0
T/x10° K! € 2
Fig.22 Relation between Ing (7-¢)-1/T (a), InS(¢)-¢ (b), and s(¢)-g(c)
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) w35+
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Fig.23 Relation of Ina(7-¢)-

1T (a), InS(£)-¢ (b), and s(8)-¢ (c)
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Table 6 Parameters of intercept and weight factor

0,

0 @ @, ] @,

; [0 w, ON w,

1
2.806 51 -0.587 64 0.394 49 0.35244 0.657 35

5 6
-1.084 26 0.589 11 0.264 54 0.438 13 -0.579 16
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Fig.24 Comparison between experimental and predicted flow stress using DMNR model at different strain rates: (a) 0.001 s™, (b) 0.01 s™,

(©)0.1s",and (d) 1 s

0= aye™” T exp ( “—;) (45)

where b and c¢ are constant. The right side of Eq.(45) can be
regarded as strain, strain rate and temperature independent

product. Thus, the following equation can be obtained.
dlno

_ 2
TIne a,T*+bT+c (46)
dlno
alné_azT 47)
dlno

T (48)
a(7)

The values of a,T*+bT+c are the slopes after linear fitting
for the Ino -lne relation at different temperatures and strain
rates. Take the strain rate of 0.001 s” as an example, as shown
in Fig.25a. The values of a;,b and c are the constants after the
fitting of a,T*+bT+c-T curves, as shown in Fig.25b. It can be
obtained that a,==3.043 21, »=0.000 12 and ¢=0.284 81.

The values of a,T and a, are the slopes after linear fitting
for the Ino-Iné and Ino-1/T relation at different temperatures
and true strain, respectively. Take the true strain of 0.1 as an
example, as shown in Fig.26a and 26b. The value of a, and
a,can be obtained as a,=0.020 413, a,=4537.23.

According to Eq. (45), the relation of a,-T is obtained.
Taking the true strain of 0.1 as an example, as shown in
Fig.27, it can be seen that the values vary greatly at different
strain rates. So, the values of g,in segments in this study can
be obtained: @,=40.443 37 (¢=0.001 s™), @,=5.983 53 (¢=0.01

a

5.5F LI ""a s50°C]
® 600 °C

50" e o St 650°C
= . v 700°C]
& e A s e T0°C
%4.5 i < 800°C
‘640 < v v v wva. > 850°C

At
3.5F _'___‘__‘__,_,_-_t!
> 1 l> >l 1

-25 20 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5

Ing
0.20+ b
0.15F
Q
& 0.10F
<
% 0.05F
S = 0.001s"
0.00F o 001
A 015! S
005}, T
800 900 1000 1100
T/K

Fig.25 Relation of Ino-Ing at 0.001 s' (a) and relation between
a,T* + bT + cand T (b)

s, a,=0.874 16 (¢=0.1 s), a;=0.10829 (¢=1s).
Therefore, the rheological stress of the Ti/Ni/Ti laminated
composites is determined in sections as:
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Fig.27 Relation between a, and T at strain of 0.1
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It is observed from Fig. 28 that the deviation is larger
compared with the experimental value at strain rate of 0.001
and 0.01 s

3 Discussion

In order to more accurately measure the consistency of the
constitutive equation and the test data, the correlation
coefficient (R), average absolute relative error (AARE) and
relative error are introduced for the error analysis, and the

(()).0 02 04 06 08 1.0
Strain

Fig.28 Comparison between experimental and predicted flow stress by MIS model at different strain rates: (a) 0.001 s, (b) 0.01 s,

(c) 0.

Is',and (d) 15"
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expression is as follows":

2(E, = E)(P, = P)

(53)

R =
/E(E,- - E)ZZ(Pi - P)

E -P

E,

i

1 N
AARE:N;

where E, is the test stress value

x 100%

(54)

(MPa); E is the average value

of test stress (MPa); P, is the calculated stress value (MPa); P

is the calculated average value of flow stress (MPa); N is the
number of collected data.

Fig. 29 shows the comparison between experimental and
predicted stress by the four constitutive models. It can be seen
that the values of R for MJC, SCA, DMNR and MIS models
are 09810, 0.9822, 0.9568 and 0.9426, respectively.
Meanwhile, the values of AARE for MJC, SCA, DMNR and
MIS model are 10.66%, 8.10%, 14.76% and 19.29%, respe-
ctively. The AARE value of SCA model is the lowest (8.10%),
followed by MIJC (10.66%), DMNR (14.76%) and MIS

. 450 S 450 p— =3
o ate poin o ate point =
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£Z300} 300}
Zas0f 250F
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Fig.29 Correlation between the experimental and predicted flow stress values: (a) MJC, (b) SCA, (c) DMNR, and (d) MIS
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Zhao Tianli et al. / Rare Metal Materials and Engineering, 2022, 51(10):3663-3678

3677

(19.29%). In addition, the R value of SCA model is the
highest (0.9822), followed by MJC (0.9810), DMNR (0.9568)
and MIS (0.9426). Therefore, SCA model exhibits the highest
accuracy, which indicates that SCA model is more suitable
than other models to describe the high temperature flow stress
of Ti/Ni/Ti laminated composites.

In order to further analyze the effectiveness of each
constitutive model, the relative error is used to analyze the
effectiveness of the constitutive model:

Pi

Relative Error = (E’; ) x 100% (53)

Fig. 30 shows the relative error comparison of different
constitutive models. It can be seen that most of the relative
errors of SCA model are in the range of —10%~10%, while the
relative error of MJC, DMNR and MIS models is relatively
scattered. For SCA model, there are 190 relative error data
located between —10% and 10%, that is 151 for MJC model,
132 for DMNR model, and 107 for MIS model, indicating that
SCA model has the most accurate data. In addition, the
average, min and max relative errors for SCA model are
-0.52, —23.75 and 17.97, respectively, which are -2.71,
-41.35 and 29.89, for MJC model, 0.34, -53.80 and 42.24
for DMNR model, and —-5.69, —83.76 and 42.01 for MIS
model. Therefore, in the whole deformation temperature
range, the SCA model is more suitable than other models to
describe the high temperature flow stress of Ti/Ni/Ti
laminated composites.

4 Conclusions

1) The MJIC, DMNR and MIS model are not suitable to
predict the elevated temperature flow stress of Ti/Ni/Ti
laminated composites over the entire range of strain rates and
temperatures, while SCA model can be applied to estimate the
flow stress of Ti/Ni/Ti laminated composites at elevated
temperatures.

2) The estimation of four constitutive equation models
shows that the correlation coefficient (R) for MJC, SCA,
DMNR and MIS models is 0.9810, 0.9822, 0.9568 and
0.9426, respectively, while the values of average absolute
relative error (AARE) for MJC, SCA, DMNR and MIS model
are 10.66%, 8.10%, 14.76% and 19.29%, respectively. It
indicates that the SCA model can more accurately predict the
elevated temperature flow stress in the entire deformation
conditions.

3) All of these results obtained from four kinds of models
have some deviation in some deformation conditions, the
major reasons may be that the deformation behavior of the
material is nonlinear at elevated temperatures and strain rates.
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Ti/Ni/Ti B E &M RHRE 8RB R 37500

BTN, sk e, skAELR', SfE', TRy, & 2
(1. P2 @EH R RS wE TR, B 4% 710055)
Q. ThReM RN T E X b7 A TRERF TS0, BEPE P42 710055)

7 O N TS EGHEMNRRE R TUNYVTLEZRE G RN AR 1, 7£ Gleeble-3500 MU X Ti/NY/T1 JZ IR E &M RHER TR IR
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