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Fig. 1. 1 Stress-strain relationship during sheet metal forming.
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Fig. 1. 2 Important factors for springback prediction.
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Fig. 1. 3 Stress-strain relationship during unloading®.
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Fig. 2. 1 Relationship between yield surface and stress-strain curve: (a) isotropic hardening;

(b) kinematic hardening
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Fig. 2. 3 Schematic illustration of non-isotropic hardening surface: (a) dR = 0; (b)dR > 0.
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L, RAT v 7 TG IS &2 R B RmZ B TLEISEEExD. Z2Thxro L
BRI FICIS SR DS, SEVEERT UL f B0 LD XD RIEESEREET S
I, OFTHREEFIT 0005 1 OfEE & D45 rmin 24T, SEPEEHE & BOBMEHE COT 2884y
EHEILTWD. DFEY, AC BT 255 rmin de THAPEIS S5 2 5H5, CB MIXO3 A8
55 (1= rmin)- de THEBVEIS JJHI5 235 LT . min OREHEL LTAT R YT ATIE S
EERAWTEY, min 22638 T f=0&72% min ZREL TS, ZONIEEED &N
HIENRTA—=F A% 00D 1ICEET 5.

QA M — A

&t BIAT v THBIENE, O NE O3 IE

PUF ORI X0 IS 5 O R 2479 . e~ N U 7 A DP OB TSR T 5.

do” = D" ds (2-60)

(O M — L (PR 1T

S BIRAT v TN, oONEO RNA

rmin % 0, FEAMEHENRT A—F A% 105 0 & LEHOHIEITRE Y SPEF R A~
@7 ME— g
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SRR P A 5

i
[\
1

O, @QBLUO@DOEKM2 2Tl SRV
PLTF oA L0 sS85 Ot R 21T 9 .

do‘ = D°de (2-61)
ZITDUTHMESY N 2 ATHY, FHHEREZRE LTEHAUTO L SICRES.
D, D, D5 0 0 0
D, D, D, 0 0 0
D, D, D 0 0 0
pe=| 23 33 (2-62)
0 0 0o D, O 0
0 0 0 0 Dy O
0 0 0 0 0 D
E(l—v)
D . =D,=D,,=—-~—"— 2-
1 22 33 (1+V)(1—2V) (2-63)
Ev
Dy, =Dy =D, =D,; =D, =Dy, = m (2-64)
E
D, =Dss = Dy = m (2-65)
Fro, WHERGMABELICHME~ M) 2 2
{ VZ..EZZ]
1—27 E., Vv..,E +v,E, v v E_ +v_ E_ 0 0 0
)
v.v.E. +Vv E, l-—=—=1E v v E +v. E_ 0 0 0
. 1 zz , -
E\'rEy)EzzA vV E . +Vv E. v V.E +v_ E_ {1_‘/;3”]15” 0 0 0
0 0 2G,A 0
0 0 0 0 2G A 0
0 0 0 0 0 2G.A
(2-66)
——J;——ﬁ ViV VoV =ViVy = VeV — VVWAa) (2-67)
ExxEyy EZZ YA Y. Y Y 24
LIEFRTED.
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SR P A

[ gon—Fopmms |

[#HEY - REZROHHAH

[ = ru o2 D] ot |

| mmmnmsoRre |
[ #amsrons |

v

BRI /XS5 A —4& rmin DRTE
rmin = 1, rminb = rmin

€
<

BIR T v Tt 2

No (BR%1)

TS om0 5>

(GRBIERTR) | YES

YES
R AR
rmin =1 hsv(21) =0

W H R

(R RE L = TRE) rmin=0 hsv(21) = 0

>
f-0 BB min £HE | [HBHER FUSR DY) DR
hsv(21) =1
WEWEHIES OFHE
hsv(21) =1
l |
| B D B |
| muspvssoss |
I G HOES |

| BRI 5 /85 A — 4 rmin DBEE |

YES
—nin > 0> RO AOBRE

l_

No
| RETHORE |

v

[ sor—5oe7 |

Fig. 2. 4 Flow chart of user subroutine program.
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2R FREBMERER

rmin=1

Fig. 2. 5 Schematic diagram of rmin method.

WIZHEAME~ N U 7 A DP ORHBIZHOWCHHAT S, 2 2T Y-U BT /WSR2~ k
V7 ZAOEHFHICHOWCIHAT 5. IS %2de L35 L

do = D°de°
= D"(ds - ds”)
5 (2-68)
= De(ds—ldﬂuj
oo

ERTIENTED. ZZTDEHME~ N Y 7 ATHD. BUEDIST RO R EIZAFAES 5
LEdf=0L7%%. flide a0 T

df = ida + i da
oo oa.
=@da—@(da*+dﬁ)
oo oo
:iDe(dg_ia%] (2-69)
oo oo

=0
EehH, T2 TAde? =dA DO TAdATELDDH L
gDea’g
d = Co

gTDe@_i_g (Ca—i—mbj(o-_a)_ C\/Ta*ﬂnﬁ 370
oo 06 Oc Y a*

A RQ-68)IC A LT
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of gDeds
do =D°| de —— oo

oo QT D¢ af+af[(ca+mbj(a—a)—{c\/_7a*+n’ﬁ}:|
oo o6 Oc Y ar

T
p ¥ ¥
=| D¢ 06 Oc e

gTDe@_Fg (Ca+mbj(o__a)_ c ,La*+mﬂ
oo 06 Oo Y o*

Ko TH#EtE~ FY 7 2 DY X

2-71)

T
De%®6f De

0o Oc

I (Ca+mbj(o__a)_ . /_ia*+mp (2-72)
oo 0o Oo Y a*

D? =D° —

LB,

2.7 fE5

AR THABFIEIC IV 5 WIBMERE R, & 0 DU LRI, B MERRBIS, R ot 7,

PR PEICOWTHIA LT, S5IT, FEM Y7 b = 7 AITH 7= 0 B L 72 2 Bk~ kU
7 ADEM Y, A RREK OO 5 A7 L. LR & BT B LT, 2hen
BAOBEMES TR 5. MBI /2 0 B IERKE < AT E T E 2 WA R 1
Wz 5720, FEOFE®Z LV LRIIHRTEDL L1225, —FHT, FRICLERMEERD
R 2, A TOMBIERA FET 57 DI ERBRN LB L R 2 RA NG5, 12, &
M2 A IV 72 FEM BHE CIEEHRBERI OBINAE S . L722v o T, B ok BE & LA MR
bL— R4 7 OBURICH Y, BOBMMBAHGOREICIIRIGER, ), ZET <X bR 72 &
NS ROkl s O T PR
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BIE ATV TNy 7 TR RIAETTE & OB EHRFE O %8

F3FE ATV TNy 7 PHNZ RIE T FE A O EHRIE D 2

3.1 =

NATUDT VAR TIE, BRI KERAT Y I Ny I EA LD ENG, ATV T
Xy 7 OFERFTTHN ,%W@Eﬁéﬁﬁgm%iﬁféﬁfﬁﬁggﬁﬁg@*ofﬁ5.ﬁg&

[ZAT Y TNy 7 TN RET LB 2 HD 4 DOMEHREZ R~

AWV/ﬁ—%%imﬁﬁ%%@%méﬁf%b WA T VTR E D EREM B CHEE B S
b, 2000 FRADOIZ Geng B DR Yoshida B NI AN U TH—FWENA TV 73 7 THIHER

WCREREEERTT 2 TR, ThURE, NUL U T—#ROWE « E7 Wbk ThzE
BLIZAT Y TNy JIITICET 5% < ORI SN TE 2. R, Rua—EoReEEic
RESNHMTHIFTR LER 2% 58 ClE, TRAISHORBICBOTAT v T—4 %
IR EREEE KITT.

BRAGIS S — O T BB OB ABLTH 2 BT OY U TR B AT Y TNy 7 Tk RICR &
SWBERFTZEBPEROMIZEN LI LN E 2> TN D 9. Aoy o 7 RIT\EEFIC
PRV T 20%%, TV =0 ABER TR 10%Y), $AE8H TR 40% MK TT 5. A7 Y 7R
v Z0E “BRIFEZR” ThO Y o TERENEEICAT Y Ny VT BEREST HT1-20, MEHET L
WCEDRDNTOY U TROBEOEEMITIH SN THS.

—J, EOMOMERHEE LT, Mﬂ@ﬁoﬁﬁﬁ%xfuyﬁﬂy7%@%f_w@%&
TRFTHLEEZBND. R, BHEREIS R r EOHENZETH 2RI LT
ﬁ%<®£ﬁﬁhﬁ%ﬁ#?%éh %h%%%@bkx7)x&nyﬂmﬁ_;wﬁﬁiﬁ@
DEBEPRF SN TEZ DY, RO R GHIITBHEER IR T 2RI, Yo 7FEo
HNZEICRBS N D WHERFER S 5. %Fmﬁ@@u,w&mwﬁmmiwkyf$mum&
FEET D Z EBHERENTWD DO Lizin->T, RSO ER HEEEBIZLIY 2T
T8y 7 PRIFRERITE L, MR GERRICEERMERFE O L EZXHND.

ATV TRy 7 OTRREER EOT-DIZX, MEIOEREEZ LEICHET D Z L NALER
AIRTHD. Lnl, EEOEERGIZBWNT, RO O R T2 TOMEMEEZ HIlE
L, TNHEEBBLEZVI 2L —va a7 2 EEARAETHD. Thwz, ATV TRy
7 RS RS BB oM BHRHE 2RI L 2N A B8 LT 217 5 i 7e v 1 a2 L— a3 V¥
MROOLND. ZHUTEY, LETRARIE AT o H—2h 58, AT oo 73, kR,
WPER TPED 4 DOMBHRHERFEIXHNC EDORRER T U 78y 7 TRIFERICEE L KIET %
HOMNCTHZ LIRS TEMNICHMO TEETH S.

Z TR T, MEORR D 2 FEONA T > Ol 2 OMERERERZ1TV, it 4 SOk
RO ERBIZ 21T o7, £ LT, MGIBIRMRIELDO T LV ARERBRE EDT I a2 b —a %
TV, BB AT Y 78y 7 IR TREZ WML T 5 & b, LiLofEx OB
BT E[FARFZERE L 7o BN B LE DR T Y 7Ny 7 TR 2 MGiE L7z
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Bauschinger effect Average Young’s modulus
Average slope of stress-strain

Softening after stress reversal . .
curve during unloading

Elastic anisotropy Plastic anisotropy
Direction (deformation mode)

dependency of elastic property Yield locus, r-value

7, %

Fig. 3. 1 Important material properties for springback prediction.

3.2 ikt

HEEA 1T 590MPa #eAT AR LA (590R) & 980MPa #% Dual Phase £l (980Y) T 5. HEiTit
({2 12mm T 5. Table 3. 1 I[ZEIEHFAITxEL 07, 4573 LV 90° OHEMAIMIMEME 2 79, FRIRIG
IYS, BIEME TSEBIO el r 135 ERBRICZ VHEL, Y 7 RE EHAMEMER G IR
7% (ASTM Standard, 2001) (Z XL 0 Jl7E L7=.

Table 3. 1 Mechanical properties

Steel |[Direction| YS/MPa| TS/MPa r E/GPa | G/GPa
0° 446 622 0.50 213 77

590R 45° 447 596 1.33 203 86
90° 492 635 0.77 227 77
0° 702 986 0.82 202 82

980Y 45° 691 998 0.87 211 79
90° 685 1007 0.98 210 82

3.3 MEHRFIED FEERBIZ & 2 DT 1L

331 FEBRGE
3311 RERE
PRI T I B R Bk s AR i 5 | AR A B KNAT-100-SMHP (& & 100kN) % M7z, 38
Btk OB % Fig. 3. 2 IR T. ARBREII YV —RT—2 L 288 Th v, ZAHIE, wE
B, O AHEC L 2RBEA AR TH S, mNISSIEROBICIE, BB OGO 791
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BRI TR Ozt =y MKV, WEFFICME (K S0kN) 24252 &n
TX 5. AR TIT- LI TFD 4 SORBRITOTH 6 AR A 7=,

Buckling
prevention unit Specimen & Cross head

‘\

Fig. 3. 2 Biaxial tension-compression testing machine.

33.1.2  Hi#Eh5|5EER

O 2213 INSTRON B2 U o Z AR O 2630-113 (BE A5 50mm) (2 K 0 HIE L7-. s8R A TR
X IS5 BB TH Y, MBS FITEIES KL 07, 45" BEN0° D 3 i ThHD. Bk
FEIXAY 10mm/min & U, ZEG7Hil4E CiRBR 217572,

3.3.1.3  Hihg | sRERATEER

O 203 INSTRON HL27 U o F AR O 2630-113 (BE 5[ 50mm) (2 K 0 HIE L7-. 8RR
X IS5 BB TH Y, MBS IIEIES AT L 07, 45" BLN0 D 3 HTHD. BRfs
P2 JE S 5 72 DI I EALHIE Tl LS BRERT A 2 5 -2 7=, MODPIEDEIZE L
TeBRICBRIT A BRAAE L, WEA 0 12725 £ TR S 7. 2O A 7 %% — OO TRl
L7 (Fig.3.3).

T Tension

il

0 AL, AL, ... AL

Fig. 3. 3 Load-elongation curve during tension-unloading test.
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33.1.4 5 [ERER

ARRERIZFH W= OFIRE Fig. 3. 4 12 ¥ RBRIIAFEFIE CTITV, ELEST MO E &
JEE A MO E DN —EI 8D KO EEME Uiz, frdEkld 2:1, 111, 1:22 ® 3 ke L
7o PUBRHEE & LT, AR (2:1, 11 IR X @, 12 IR Y i) OffEHE S % 10kN/min & L,
BT MW 5 TR AT o7, OF AR REICERT 25 X 5 T Lok sttt
FeE S RIYENE N9 A 7 — 2 KFEL-5-120-C1 (2 L 0 l7E L 7=,

Slit width: 0.2 | ‘ |

i ‘ ‘ ‘ Thickness: 1.2

260
60

, R.D.

60
260 [mm]

Fig. 3. 4 Geometry of test specimen for biaxial tensile test.

33.1.5 NG ) RERRER

ARV Ok % Fig. 3. 5 1o d. BB AIIEIES W TH 5. OFT L8R T
SPATEIC AL A U 7o R At B BB O A 7 — 2 KFEL-5-120-C1 (2 L 0 JIE L7z, JEARERE
DOFRER R OPEIE % [ < 72 D3R B 7 EATIRIC < LB IE S ke H (Fig.3.6) Za%E L, WEH
[B]1Z 10kN (4MPa) OffiEEZAf Lz, B S BOMICIZT 7 a v v— b akd, BEEORE
ZRR AN LD BRI AN HE TI TV, 3mm/min OB E TR AT 72, TOT & 5%
THETHEERE 52, TORITEMHER %5 2 7-.

=) P S Q4 .: ................... |-
70 60
R.D.
200 +«— | [mm]

Fig. 3. 5 Geometry of test specimen for in-plane stress reversal test.
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Upper die 2

o,
e

Upper die 1

'

’ ! ov. — 1 T
31 3 1‘ " O{'E S 1
U =

Fig. 3. 6 Comb-type dies for buckling prevention.

332 FEBRFER & EHEAE R Ok

3321 N UH R

Fig. 3. 7 (M PNIG ] RESRRER T Db 1 — O Al &, Swift BV G{LE T L & Y-U &
FOFHERERO LI 2 RT. £, WMEET AVOME ST 2 —4 % Table3.2 (Z/”7. %55
EETIINT VU = REBE LW, KEHROIEDEEm A 5. Ffrlo, Nyvy
H—ZNFEOFEE 72 980Y TIELDEFTRE V., —F, YUETVEINT U R ERERLFH
L7

(a) © Experiment (b) © Experiment
— Isotropic hardening — Isotropic hardening
800 | — Yoshida-Uemori 1200 | — Yoshida-Uemori
R ey e - P
= 400 S
TS Q0 e B &« e
] 0 ]
g g o
2 -200 5 -400
2 -400 2
&= 600 & = -800
-800 -1200
0 001 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06
True strain True strain

Fig. 3. 7 Comparison of stress-strain curves between experiment and calculations: (a) 590R, (b) 980Y.

Table 3. 2 Material Parameters of isotropic hardening model and Y-U model.

Isotropic hardening model Y-U model
Material K " Y ag c m b Rt
/MPa &0 /MPa  /MPa /MPa  /MPa
590R 1000  0.001 0.17 370 100 200 15 2 290 0.5
980Y 1310  0.001 0.08 650 270 150 13.5 110 140 0.35
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3322 ENTOY 7L PR G

0°, 45" B L0 T MDA Z4T\, AT OY v 7R a2 IO 4 CHEL L 7o 3
% Fig. 3. 8 1T ¥, MfEM & HICBEOT AOERIZEY, BT oy ZF#IKRT L. (K
THRITLBITK20%THD. 590R TIETOTHEL THHY o ZRIFmICLY By, BEER
BRVER GPEE R L2, S SO TANER L CHLZORGFEOBEM B RN DR L o7
—J7, 980Y O FBDBINT DY > FHROZET/NE L, HERGEOFRRE T/ X0,
RFOv o 7 RBoENFR ((2-52)) OMENESRIL 0° 5 MOEBRERNOGFEE L. 45°8 X
N 90°FF A D LT DY o 73 B, B9, A1 o 7 3R I6 1T DA R (Ee™/E, Eé/E)
EHTADESZ ETHRHLE.

450
£ _ o Eooo (3-1)

EO

90°
Ew_EwE& (3-2)

EO

Fig.3.8 £V, ANTOY» 7HROK T X OHEREGEAMAFR TCE WD Z Enbnsd.

(a) (b)
0 )
2 240 =2 240
—8 -------- EO = 213(GPa) (o] Oo _exp -§ EO = 202(GPa) o0 exp
E 220 Ea = 167(GPa) [m] 450 _exp E 220 R Ea — l64(GPa) o 450_ exp
%) f =60 exp n -
oo g 2000 N g o0 5 200
20 20
© X 180 [ OME<O-T e o
N~ = 180
O 10 b T [P]
%0 160 7 %D 160
<°t>’ 140 E 140 ‘

0 0.03 0.06 0.09 0.12 0 0.03 0.06 0.09 0.12

Plastic strain Plastic strain

Fig. 3. 8 Average Young’s modulus with calculation results in each tensile direction: (a) 590R, (b) 980Y.

3323 BRISS & rfE

HA S | GRS 7R HE T O BRI D B M DO BB A MGEET 2 . Fig. 3.9 (245 510 0 BLiih 5| iRaER
D> A5G BV BRARIG T % AL J5 115 71 CIE ML U7 F2BRAE S &, von Mises, Hill’48, Y1d2000-2d
FERBISR DR RAE O ik A2 7Rk 3. Z 2T, 590R [FAHYEMEOT 2 0.04, 980Y [ AH S MEMEOT 2
0.01 DFERTH 5. 590R DFEERETIZL, WMMHERGMEOFET 45 NE/hE7RD, 00 L OZET 4%
FEEECoh o T=Dicxt L, Hill’48 BRBAIEUI T M L D8 A2 ER L VB RICAEL > T1D 2
ENDND. Hill’48 ARSI 3 J7111(0° ,45° ,90° YD rfa &M ENEE E LTWDER, b
HEENDIESORGHEFERLIVBRICKRBELTCLE Z 805D, —J7, Y1d2000-2d FEIR
BIEUI T EINC L AR OE L ZRE R [EIFTE TV A, 980Y TR 172170 <, BIRBI% DE
WL D H R REDOES BRIV 72 < 2257, Fig. 3. 10 [Z& MO r HOEBRFE R &, KRR
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HOFBEOE 27T, 590R 12T, Hill’48 EREAEIE 3 o rfHAMEIER L LTV 5
728 Y1d2000-2d FRIRBEEL & D 21T/ N E <, MR REEIE & HICERO oA &L EWVW—FER LT,

(a) (b)
L4 : : : : : 1.4 : . : : :
B e -
1 \;\—:‘i,:;'\':- i 1 I R eea=ear——p
§ 08 [t § 08 [t
\b 06 f-----L-----t-——--1_| e Experiment [] B 06 f-----L-----t-———_1_| e Experiment
04 bo-mm- L _____ :f _____ i_, -==-Mises | 04 b i_ _____ i _____ i_ -==-Mises
O L o | —Hill48 | ] : | —Hil'48
‘ | | - | ——Y1d2000-2d 02 A L || = Y1d2000-2d
0 0 1 I 1
0 15 30 45 60 75 90 0 15 30 45 60 75 90
Tensile direction /deg. Tensile direction /deg.

Fig. 3.9 Comparison of normalized tensile stress between experimental result and calculated results of

various yield functions: (a) 590R, (b) 980Y.

(a) (b)
1.4 - - - - - 1.4
1.2 [peo=s=besasabogfivdemod N s 1.2
1 p——r—- 1
R e i e , 308 S
g 0.6 —ee--i_----i_.1 e Experiment ? 06 f-----F-----f-----1_.] e Experiment
04 | EP _____ i* _____ %__ -==-Mises 04 f----- ir _____ i* _____ +i__ ----Mises
02 b--oo- L . —Hill'48 02 b--o- e [ . —Hill'48
' | i || =——YI1d2000-2d ’ i i | =—Y1d2000-2d
0 1 I I 0 1 1 1
0 15 30 45 60 75 90 0 15 30 45 60 75 90
Tensile direction /deg. Tensile direction /deg.

Fig. 3. 10 Comparison of r value between experimental result and calculated results of various yield

functions: (a) 590R, (b) 980Y.

3.3.2.4 FIEMEA

Fig.3. 11 12 590R & 980Y o i3 | iEFER T3 & AL 72 Al i 2 R 37, & FRIRBEZR D FHE
FEAL & BT 572912, Fig. 3. 11 OSEMA Sl 2 & WO 2 CoELE 7 MG /) CIESME L
7=. Fig. 3. 12 [ZEHULSEMMAFIm o R &, SBRBEEOHER RO EZ Y. 22T,
S90R FAHZHPEONT 7% 0.04, 980Y (FAHZHMEOT 7 0.01 DFEHRTH 5. 590R O Tlx, Fri
O HARAE OIS I EIE J5 AN e~ EAE LA J7 A OFS 1 A3 & <, I S) O N E 7 PE D iR ¢
5. F£72, Mises X° Hill’48 & Ll L T Y1d2000-2d(M=6)D AR BT FEER 2> 515 5 U 7= v v
A REE LS HBE L. —77, 980Y TiE Y1d2000-2d(M=4)DREARBEEIZIN 2., Mises O
REEE S HEE T VRS & 7o 72, 24T 980Y 723 HilS /RBE T L HHEICITVWZ & 2 EIE L
TW5.
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a b
800 2 ; &’ 1200 (2
R | e 0.002 | o .
600§t S g ¥ 0
& o° 0.005 800 Lo . 4
" o° | ® 0.01 . 9 : ol
0400 e T T o 0.02 0 | i e 0.002
| 00" |[*003 400 § e % © 0.005
200 o A © 0.04 | | ® 0.01
; ® 0.05 5 5 0 0.02
0 i oO-00p— 0 L o-OLe-O
0 200 400 600 800 0 400 800 1200
Ox Ox
Fig. 3. 11 Experimental equi-plastic work loci: (a) S90R, (b) 980Y.
= : 1s (2
| TN e
~§ i \ e =0.04 £” =0.01
g i ‘: ® Experiment ® Experiment
0.5 pr=mmmes :r ! _':' ______ --=--Mises --=--Mises
i f —Hill'48 —Hill'48
" ; : — Y1d2000-2d ——Y1d2000-2d
0 0.5 1 1.5 s
ox /0y ox /oy

Fig. 3. 12 Comparison of normalized equi-plastic work locus between experimental result and caluculated

results of various yield functions: (a) 590R, (b) 980Y.

3.4 7L AR

3.4.1 I ER X ORTE SR Ok E

ATV TRy 7 TR O T2 O— R IR & LCIE, 2~y N TN o Wi AT X
PN EARANR N 2 b L— MR TH D (Fig.3.13(a). ZORIRDOEIETIX, 777 DER
X1 HFHOARTHY, ACDAT Y 78y 7 (ZHITER O BEEALSCHEBERT DRV 72 & D 2 Rt
HZeWrmzfb 7. LinL, EEEOBERM T, KO OHELRE 3 RIEMR AT Y v 7Ny
IO L 2D, AT VU TNy IO D ORERBRICE N TH T2 HETE 5 F
IR EE L. £ 2T, Fig. 3. BOICRT X OICEFHFANSER L7z Ny M2 A3 2%
itz it Lz, EFHMORE ST 350mm TH Y, Wi o ~FEIE Fig. 3. 14 lORTH#Y Th 5.
AT TRy 7 DRRBIZOW TR IHEIC TR S,
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(b)

Fig. 3. 13 Two types of formed part: (a) straight part, (b) curved part.

40
RS

50° 35 l‘{?

15 15

Fig. 3. 14 Sectional geometry of formed part.

342 RERFEEARTY TRy 7 HIETHE

MEHFEDET AL ZIT 572 590R & 980Y Z HIWTHEB I/~ NS D 7 L AR RER & 17
W, RV TNy 7 OF M EAT o To. BB RDORRIE L Fig. 3. 15 1ZRd. A7V IRy 7|z
B DRFVEORBERGT D702, 77 ZIFELGF AL 07 457 B8X U907 Jmich)
DL DxE Wz (Fig. 3. 16 /) . BRI IS+ T HHEYERTET A @ 1000T L7 L
AR (RASH NS AT, Fig. 3.17) Z MW 7-. Fig. 3. 18 IZRBRICH W =48 % R

Fig. 3. 16 Blanking directions.

Fig. 3. 15 Formed part.
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Fig. 3. 17 Hydraulic press machine.

Fig. 3. 18 Forming dies: (a) Lower die, (b) Upper die.

FEA% D RIE i DRI Steinbichler 84 3 OTAREIERS COMETS — 1IM IC KV #lEL =, A
TV TNy 7 OFHiiE LT, B ahm BT OFAVA EE & P CAEEAIE L7z, Fig. 3. 19 IT7R
T EIICHENAEIZ N FIREOAEZE (0r), B UCAEIZTNIOREBETR O UM R 2o

(Bc=0c+0c2) EEFLTZ. WEFIEZ FREICRT.

(1) 3 WILTIRPELR I TEH LN IR STL 77— % CAD Y 7 MIA v aB— b.
(2) B OFRWTEIZIBNT, JERK & SRR O FIRR D BT 5 L 51, JERRK
EhEGbET 5
(3) BB MRESEE BT, JIER & SRR 2 il LI A E L P U A E 2 e E N
T5.
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Torsion
0,

Before springback

B

After springback

Fig. 3. 19 Definitions of springback angles.

343  HBRAER
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Fig. 3. 20 Experimental results of springback angle for each blanking direction of 590R: (a) torsion angle,
(b) closing angle.
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Fig. 3. 21 Experimental results of springback angle for each blanking direction of 980Y: (a) torsion angle,

(b) closing angle.
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Fig. 3. 22 Blank and dies.
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Fig. 3. 23 Comparison of springback angle between experimental and calculation results considering each
material behavior of 590R: (a) torsion angle, (b) closing angle.
B.E.: Bauschinger effect, A.Y.: Average Young’s modulus,
[ E.A.: Elastic anisotropy, P.A.: Plastic anisotropy ]
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Fig. 3. 24 Comparison of springback angle between experimental and calculation results considering each
material behavior of 980Y: (a) torsion angle, (b) closing angle.
B.E.: Bauschinger effect, A.Y.: Average Young’s modulus,
[ E.A.: Elastic anisotropy, P.A.: Plastic anisotropy ]
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Fig. 3. 25 Springback change by each material behavior for 590R.
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Fig. 3. 26 Springback change by each material behavior for 980Y.
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Fig. 3. 27 Forming process.
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Fig. 3. 28 Comparison of experimental and calculated springback angles of 590R considering all four

material behaviors: (a) torsion angle, (b) closing angle.
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Fig. 3. 29 Comparison of experimental and calculated springback angles of 980Y considering all the four

material behaviors.
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Fig. 4. 1 Two approaches for evaluation of unloading behavior: (a) average slope, (b) nonlienarlity.
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Table 4. 1 Mechanical properties.

Material Direction YS/MPa TS /MPa r E /GPa G /GPa Vxy Vyx
0° 452 636 0.62 208.3 76.2
590R 45° 454 614 1.18 198.3 83.9 0.247 0.259
90° 486 642 0.80 217.9 75.9
0° 416 618 0.85 200.3 80.9
590Y 45° 428 626 0.93 207.6 78.9 0.304 0.313
90° 426 628 1.05 206.2 79.7
0° 702 986 0.82 201.9 82.2
980Y 45° 691 998 0.87 211.4 79.2 0.299 0.310
90° 685 1007 0.98 209.9 82.2
0° 133 280 0.76 70.5 26.4
AAS5182 45° 128 276 0.67 71.1 26.3 0.349 0.349
90° 127 275 0.72 70.5 26.5
1200
—590R
g —590Y
= 900 —980Y
g AA5182
£ 600 =\
2
E 300
o
2
0

0 0.05 01 015 02 025 03
Nominal strain

Fig. 4. 2 Stress-strain curves for investigated materials.
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Fig. 4. 3 Universal testing machine: (a) Overview of the machine, (b) Specimen and extensometer.
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Fig. 4. 4 Load-elongation curve during tension-unloading test.
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Fig. 4. 6 Test specimen.

Fig. 4. 5 Test apparatus for plane strain tensile test.
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Fig. 4. 7 Strain distribution measured by ARAMIS.
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Fig. 4. 8 Experimental set-up of hydraulic bulge test: (a) appearance, (b) schematic illustration.
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Fig. 4. 9 Specimen after test.
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Fig. 4. 10 Principal strain distribution: (a) view from camera, (b) 3D display.
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Fig. 4. 12 Schematic design of the plane torsion test.
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Hilf 5 R0 DA€ — N & {LREE LT 2 72 DI H O DAL 8O3 A4 £ 1,

g=2\I/3:le” +erer 467 (4-12)

ERED. T TLEIBEHMOBEOTHTHY, DUROT Hrg HHIEOTHef 272 LB 2
LTTFROLIITKED.

el=¢ -l =¢. ———o0, (4-13)

A

Fig. 4. 13 Principle of hydraulic bulge test.

Fig. 4. 14 Force equilibrium of infinitesimal element in thickness direction.

Fig. 4. 1512 R— A8 X Wriids LY Wrili 230 2k, Fig. 4. 16 (20T HD AR
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HET DA77 V7 ERREEN TS, L, ERRIORITHIEME (X4-9), ifmE (X
(4-10), F(4-11)), HHEOTHMHIE (K@4-13) REVDEOREBE SN TWDLIDPBAHTHY,
WhWBET Ty IRy I AERSTND., & BHICKERIIBMEEZIHMET 52 2B ET5
72, YR — MY OT MRz, IR A B RIS — B O iR O B 23
FECThD. &I TARMFIETIEEFE Y 7 N Excel #fH L, ARAMIS »o i &z —4 0
5, 130 OIS, X BIOY Wik OMERE, X FaBLIOY FHOd 2z B CHlb/AS S
WIS —OTHEREHE T I~/ 0707 T AEMEICER L.

Fig. 4. I8 IT/ER L7 7' 0 77T AIZ K o T B ALTZ 590R DG ) — ONT Al GRfE) &
ARAMIS 25 ) vz (GE#R) O zRmd. O A3 LR/ S WGEIR I E O 72513
FIERND, OFTHOERICHE, (BT 727 T ADIET1X ARAMIS D57 X0 O3 k<
RHRERE o, 22T, ERT R YT ANT EFROM 2 O IEE 5 8/IEE B2 Rt Lok
B, WEMIE T EENT L TERT e 77 A (H) & ARAMIS OIS — O3 Z dhifi
HFFE—FH L7z, AU LY ARAMIS NCOIS S — O T HRFEDIH G E 720, [RRFHCER
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Fig. 4. 15 Cross-section shape in two orthogonal axes.
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Fig. 4. 16 Strain in two orthogonal axes.

Fig. 4. 17 Evaluated area for curvature radius.
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0
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Fig. 4. 18 Comparison of stress-strain curves generated by developed program and ARAMIS.

443 R LAY A KR
R LD ORENE r TO MV 2 M, WEZ & T 5L, TAWISoIX
=M (4-14)
2mtr
L72%. £z, Fig 4 19 IR THUNEROEAMOT Hpld, FREITWBNEZ dr, EHENO)H

HhEMNEEZdIETDH L
y=r— (4-15)

LEITZLENTES. AREBRTIE, FEEFMIC 0.lmm HOEAMOT 2% ARAMIS 225 H 1L
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2. R@- 1B L OK@- 15055905 L 912, TAWIGE It B AKOT By 13682 r OBI%T
b5, BB TERDMNNE L RDITHEWVEAMERIIRE <25 CEEFMIZOTHRD A
Be23EU D). ZHUC kY, Figd4.20 2" K912, —EORBRTCTOTADOERLRDIET—0O0T H
MR AfF0 2N TED. ZNEIARBRORERORFTTH Y, KKEDTOT HAHINEOBRf R
M (CHafEE) 2ETDE 20 TE D, BD5Z LD TEDIEH—0THOBIZTOT HOH|
EROB CEEFMOSER) ko TikED.

Fig. 4. 19 Principle of in-plane torsion test.

[}
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i A /
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1
i
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Fig. 4. 20 Relationship between measurement positions and stress-strain curves.

4.5 HhIST) FIZR T S Brie 55 )

B 5| SRR ARBR TS DL & LT, Fig. 4. 21 12 590R & AA5182 DR EFE
TOIGSI—OFT AR E T, S90R [ZFRAFE L O 53R O IS — O3 A BR ITFERE e 26 8h &
RoTBVEAT Y V2= NHERTE 5. 2T 590Y & 980Y BV T HEZRShZ. —
77, AAS182 TIEBRFRFOZEEIIIITIE L 720, Hilik & OZFTOEVPBILZE I T,

FOPFHEICL DR EEOLLZHET D708, BEFEEOIERIE 728 — O B % #
TR L CTE DL AR D BT O > 7 &R/ Lz, Fig 4. 22 ([ZBRMREOBEIEOT 2 & L
T DY v TROBEMRE Y. S S90R, 590Y, 980Y IFMAMA L, R DY v U RITAMK
WIET L, ZTOBLESHITIK T DB L o7, MUEEREIOY v 7DD 21%~25%(K T
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L7z, —F, AASI2 IFHHOTHRICE DT ANTOY U 7RIFIFE-E LY, KTFED 4%
L7 oTo. ZHULFig.4.21 g &30, BRETREOIS I—OF RBEMRIZIZIZHIE CAfid D24k
WIRNWZ ENLHEMTOND.

BT, BRATRFIED BFMEIZ OV TR L 7=, Fig. 4.23 1207, 45" 8L 090" RO Zoid oy
R EBRAETOBE O T HOEREZ R T, 590R TIEGAIC LY AT ov s ZRiTRE < B
VD BEEE e B PEDMERR S AT, 590Y & 980Y TILER I IMERR S AL A RREEIL 590R L 0 A7 <,
AAS182 TIXHAF MO AT OY » ZFRIFNFIE B LG IS WEER E 7e > 7=, Fig. 4. 24 I
590R O 3 FF1a1 D5 [BEFRATERER T G AT 71— O BB 277 3. BRAT — B9 9RO Bl R 2 fK
LCEET DL, -0 FTHOARIE 907, 07, 45" DIEICKE L o> TWND Z E NIRRT 5.
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Fig. 4. 21 Stress-strain curves under tension-unloading deformation.
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Fig. 4. 22 Average Young’s modulus for four materials.

e(°
045°
° 0 90°
e ® : Ld °
[ ] ° : :
590R
0.05 0.1 0.15
Plastic strain
e0°
e45°
0 90°
®
® ® :
980Y
0.05 0.1 0.15

Plastic strain

220
3 * e0°
-§ 200 ¢ e 45°
E °90°
& 180
€0
S 1, 160 e
o e ¢ 3
S 140
g 590Y
<
120
0 0.05 0.1 0.15
Plastic strain
85
5 80 o0
=] o
'é 75 | 045
90°
o @70 ° °
o 0 (]
g}Q 65 [ ] 0 [ ]
2 W e
S
3 55
Z 50 [|AA5182
45
0 0.05 0.1 0.15

Plastic strain

Fig. 4. 23 Average Young’s modulus in three directions.
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Fig. 4. 24 Comparison of stress-strain curve for 590R during tension-unloading between three directions.

4.6 ZHIS 1 TR 5 B 258

BRAF R E OIS TR BBIRAEVE 2 B S 023 B 7201, Hlho | 9EBRMTEER, Fii O3 A5 3RER (At
BR, WL SV A BRATRRER, MR LN AWTERER TS D VRSB O L 21T o 7. BRAT
MM Fig. 4. 25 1289 2 DD HETIT- 72, ()lE 4.5 EiCTHEfE L7-0 &[RRI, RS
—OT HHBR O L ABL (T OBMER) OF i CTH 5. —J5 () TIE, B OBREIS ) — O
P HAEN(dolde) DEAL ZBIERT D = & T AR O IERIENE 2 R4 5 .

. b .

@ Loading ®) Loading o
@ @
(0] (0]
= s 2 do
= E = E

Unloading Unloading
True strain True strain

Fig. 4. 25 Evaluation approaches of unloading behavior: (a) average slope, (b) nonlinearity.

4.6.1 FEHJAFELD Hg

AHEITIE, BICTTRE TOBRMHIBED EOREMAONTW 0 E i 27201, FH AR 4 F
ffig™%. Fig. 4. 26 I[ZKRBRD DG LN IRATRFDIS T — O T Bl 2773, 2 THYEBMEOT 2
M 0.05 Lo T-BEOBRMCH D, Fiz, RIF OB OWT, HElhFRMF & P O AERATIX5] 5
Fa (FERESF ), 2 ZHhBRGH L EIE S, W ARG AW S M OIG S — O3 Al Tdh 5.
FERATEN AR Z BRI L, 2 O AEE BT OEMER L Li-. Fig.4.26 2HH L0372 L9
2, JSIPREEDEZIIIE T EOTRIIRES E D720, ZOFETIEYAR L KT 52 &
IXTERY. 22T, BHEEARE LT v 7 OIERIT Table 4. 2 OAHIZ I 0 A Y R Eq
~ZEHE U T2, Fig. 4. 27 IC&IGTIIRHE T O WAT O Y e SR 2o
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NA TV 3 HIFETIET OT BAOHINCEE S BT OBMEROK F A2 TOISIREE TR SN,
AAS5182 TILHih & % Tl D Z T OFMEROIK TR R 6. {ERkOMETIEL, 7LvIaan
AT ORPEROETIIHR L 0 D72, FTOTAHICEHOLTIRE-ETHDH LEEZX LN TV
0, BOPT I TORE Z ATREIC LTZRE L DB T b -5 il BT o st R 345k«
IR T 28R E o7,

FIRPREED BT OFER O KNG A T 5. ~NA T 0 3 HFETIE, FEOTHIRD
BPERNRE <, HWTE e 20, BT OMEROISIRBIKEES R Sz, #ig,
S90R TILBEE 2 IR A 7R L, JEE L 70 2 Bl BT OfiESR b b3 5 L, FR4
PEONT 7 0.05 THHE O A3 38GPa (K 22%), 55 @i Tl& 20GPa () 12%) K& <, HAMWIE
18GPa (#J 11%) /NESZRPEPER L 72 572, HEHO BT OBMERN S ORENREL D L) Z &
1%, 7RSI Ty 7 OVERI B RFR S 4D Y MR & EER O YRR R 5T D
ZEEEWL, FEM CORT Y 78y VTS b AR OFRFEN A U D /RN 6 5.

—J7, AAS182 TITFHE OT AN KE R AT OWMERZ R L, MAYEEOT A 0.05 TOZET
#J 10GPa (K7 15%) DFEL o7z, ZOMOIEIPRBIZIZIEFFRRE D R OlER L o7

F72, RBFZETIT - T2 NS AWERER L E L DRBRIC L0, @k o Bl 5 | IR il |
R CTITAET 22 L DO TERVEOT A TOBANTOMMEREZNET D 2 LN T
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7] Bs
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Fig. 4. 26 Unloading curves obtained by four material tests.
Table 4. 2 Conversion equations based on isotropic Hooke’s low.
E Uniaxial Plane strain ~ Equi-biaxial Shear
) E,  E0-v)  E(-v)  2E,(+v)
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Fig. 4. 27 Comparison of equivalent elastic modulus under four stress states.
4.6.2  FEBRIEAED L

BT, BISTTIRIE TORRM RN & ORREDOIERIEIEEZ A L T D02 EET 572012, i
71— OT H OB AR OFRFIRRIC IS T 52 ZE 230 5. Fig. 4. 28 |2 590R O HEHERATIZIIT
LWk AE(dolde) & B AWIBRETIZ 31T 2 BRI ABL(ddd) DAL =T . FESEBEEOT AT E B
0.05 THD. JSIPREREZR D LIRBISINIZEAT 2 72 OBRAHAIC I b B2 . £, BRHA
Bl BISTIREEIC L > TR KR E S B D, ZORETIHIEISIRE CAR (L& g TE e\,
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LTWa., Zhux, BRIHORTT—OTHRBEENRIERE THH Z L 2R LTS, AR (A
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s Hi AR 35 1T 2 IEMIBHEIE TERATH IC R AR E ORREE(bL Licdy) EEZ DT ENTE
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Fig. 4. 28 Comparison of instantaneous stress-strain slope between uniaxial unloading and shear unloading.
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Fig. 4. 29 Normalized instantaneous stress-strain slope during unloading under four stress states.
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Fig. 4. 30 Rate of change in instantaneous slope J': (a) definition, (b) degree of nonlinearity.
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Fig. 4. 31 Rate of change in instantaneous slope ¢ for four stress states.

4.7 FEREITEHED A = X DRI 5 &5

Fig. 4. 21 [ZRT X 212, ™A T IR RED ST — O T B BRI A IR 2 on 3. — 7,
T =0 AEEAASI)DBRMIXIZITMRE L 720, BRAZRENCH 2R oz, KET
1%, ZOIERIEIEOE NI OWT LY FEICHRF 21T - 72,

WEDOWFEUZIBNT, BRMHICTER CAE LM T FRICOTNIBEIL, k-
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Fig. 4.32 lZR T X 918, BRFOT Hre 1 FHIEOT Bl sy 6. & PUINBIEOT BB 55 &mp DD AED . 1K
INEBPE O P 1

Epp = PuDE (4-16)
ERED. 2T, pu XA BERALEEE, b 13— — AR bV, CITEEAL O BB CTH 5.
Mecking & Kocks'VIZFE{R# DR 25HE) & 5075 OB 2 Kk (Kocks-Mecking €7 /L) D XL 9
WZR LT,

o =0,+MaGb.\[p, (4-17)

ZITC, ool ZBIRIES, MIET A T —IRT, adIRBRIE, G ITHAWIESR, p 1T E T
D, Fio, WAL p X P ENEALE E o & AL pr OFIN B Y, R K (0<K<1) Z W
TIRAD L HIZFRED.

P, =p,+p,=Kp,+(1-K)p, (4-18)
S BT, A (4-16)DEANL D LR B FREE I IARERNL S BE o 22 I T
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Fig. 4. 32 Definition of mictoplastic strain & .
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LC&E7N, ik & TN IMOZEEIE D=, AAS182 (YS:133 MPa, TS: 280 MPa) & 1EIX[FHR
JE D 270MPa #L#kEH (IF #f, YS:179 MPa, TS: 303 MPa) 5 |3EFR{ 3R 2 BN T3 L7=. Fig. 4.
3312 5 DOMBHIRIT Db E (o-00) EHUNBIEOT Bren, OBMREZRT. £T, LR
L& LT, 2 b E &N O T A (42000 ERXYL Ol D BERR & e o T2, TREE
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Fig. 4. 33 Relationship between microplastic strain Fig. 4. 34 Coefficient of slope.
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Fig. 4. 35 Difference of nonlinearity between steel and aluminum alloy.

-62 -



FA4 T BRETRFIE OIS IR BB

48 FEE

JEFTRRRIC & D BRFTRAEDIEYY, D FE D BRAFRED ST IREBIK A Z A ST 2 Z 2 Y

E L, 4 OOIGITIREE ; OH, OWEHOT &, O i, @ AW TORRMEEZ A2 O ERER
BRIZ L 0 SRERICINE LTz, RBRCE O NIZREIS T — O T phin b, Akl & IR %
FICTVIRRE TS5 2 & C, BRATRHEDIS NIRRT E A BREE L2, T OMEE, O EE
157=.

1)

2)

3)

RLONT OEMERE (BRI TFHAE) 1SIPREBIZE DT T OT OB MK T3 2 Mm &
20, IBITRIREBIZ K > TANTOWPERITERZR D Z LN ghole. ZHICXY, i
IS IR T O DT OFPERIZE T EEE L7 v 7 OIEANCHED W2 E R L N E e
> 7.

B its 1) — O R BIR O IERTEAE & IS INIRBEIC X » TRAR Y, ISR MR S T,
B, B ABIBREIIR b BEE R IERIBIE 2 R L= 0Icxt U, 5 iR i &/ S 22 9BE
PeLie otz Fio, MEIOBESCTRILEEIC L > CORMBHEN R /R E o7

BRI ERAT IS ) — ONT -l 2> S Al U 720 NI O B X BER D & O (b &I L BIBIAR & 72
L. MENFRETHLIEME T VI =0 558 L TIHEMNEEOT H2ORAEEITITIER U
ThdZ b, #kte T I =0 LESMITBRMRFIZI AT DM/ NEEOT ZIZDN T,
FIFEEORT vy VERHLTNWD I ERghotz. 51T, MUNBHEOT HOFREEITH
BEOFRECTLEIEIC Lo TR D Z BB LM E ol

-63 -



5 E FERIEHIBIE ST 2 L D AERE T L ORE ST

055 F JERIE MR E) 2 FEL DM B T L DR

51 5

TN TRy 7 DFRNCNE, MEEO R F Y o 78w 7 BIOREH & B8 2\ O ) FEM Tk
ERLSHETLINNEELRD. MEOMBWEER LB 2 HET H2MEET VLT, EFE
ThA RIEEN RSN TV D, FIZITIE RS OBEBHILBIR Th 51\ T & H—2 R % BEl
T 2EACR] DI, mHN R G A BB T DR VK > TR Y 7Ny TR O TRk
FEIMREHE LG DL TE T

—J5, BREFZFEENCEA LT, S —OTHRBRIZT v 7 OEAITHE SN D RIEERR & Ak &
TWLONR—REITHY, THIO FEM ¥ 7 bbb ZOMHEATHD. L L, FEERIIBRATRFO IR /)
—OFTHRARIZIERIE L 7220, &SIk — A OIG ) — O T BRI 27 U & 2 &4 <
ZENHERIITND 0 2T Y 7Ny 7 FRITCEHE L R DRAFRERIZIBW T, JERE R
MM E A B CE CRVWBROMEFET L TCIL, BREERAT Y 7y 7 TRIRER S L
IRWNATHEMEDS B > 7.

ZOREIIKT T T —FO—2L LT, HFHDL VNIBRMIFOIEGRH e ) — O T 2 BifR &
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Fig. 5. 1 Stress-strain history during forming and springback.
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BIfRL TV 5.
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V) EEHATWS. Fig 5.3 I[ZHaE LBIRIEMEICH T 2 Jo/a ta* DIEOELZ RS, ABLID
Cﬁm%lﬁ%%%ﬁ,BkiUDﬁi%Zﬁ%%%ﬁ?%é.%ﬂ%ﬂ@ﬁf@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ®@
ERAE, B KERO G N 2 K& Y K& fifﬁkttofb\é@bi"\#é CODﬁ@# iz
K(5-1)D da 135 | KR L 45 2 KR L THRBMNRAR Y, Z12 Fig. 5. 21 W — U?‘%&Eﬁﬂ
FUCHE LB 6D, 1 EETOIST — U#ﬁ@ﬁfﬂméhtﬁﬂmﬁfi%zﬁ%
DN EF/BRST 22 ENTET, H2 REBOK—OTHMBRCEREZFET 5 LE 1 KEEOK
Em%kﬁé.:h%m,vU%?w RS FOBEEILET L CTHLY X E S ILBEOMET
b5, ZORBEE, —EOTHETOMK LER BlIX+E5%) RETITELLRVWBETHY,
ZZ T waéfﬁﬁ&%ﬁm% AT EE P ET RN OIS I RIS E & 54 TOk
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Fig. 5. 2 Stress-strain responses during tension-compression-retension deformation: (a) Isotropic hardening

model, (b) Y-U model.
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Fig. 5. 3 Decreasing term ,/a/a *a * during tension-compression-retension deformation.
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Fig. 5. 4 Experimental stress-strain curves during tension-compression.
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Fig. 5. 5 Stress-strain slopes: (a) relation with stress, (b) relation with amount of stress change.
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Fig. 5. 6 Stress-strain slopes with amount of stress change: (a) two pre-strain levels, (b) three compression

levels.
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f=4l6.a)-Y=0 (5-3)

F=¢(c)-(B+R)=0 (5-4)
PIIBEARBIE D SR SN D MMIE T, Y IZBAR B 228, alZ Ry is /1, BB X O R IZR
FREE O EEHFELETH D, S3IHTOEREENSELNT 1G] — 0T AT
TIKEEIN D DISTTEALBIC L > TIRED ] EWOHR LY, FISHaDRREX dedlit I KEE0 6
DR m OB L E X 28 A LT,

da = C|:(%j(0' — a)— pX}dEp (5-5)
22T, alFRE Rl & RAMEOFEAETH D,

a=B+R-Y=a,+R (5-6)

dR =m(R,, — R)dE" (5-7)

ERED. CIIRRRE OBENEE 2 HE T DM EHER, m (BRSO 55 5 AL A 2 HRUE S
DMBIERTHD. aolTa DFIHETH Y, Re (IRF A OF H L EOINHFETH 5.
X EPIFSTPIREBIC L > THEEZDIV EZ D 2 E&2E 2 5. Fig 5. 8 DA~ T LI, BF
WFEIZIBWT, BUEDILIOMYE BERDOYE (Casel) &, %9 TRWYA (Case2) TULT
DEITHETT 2T D,

X=a, p=1 when =5, (Casel)

X=a-a, p=051 when <5 (Case2) &9
ZIT, @' FEHRERATOEEATHY, ROISHRENEZDETEELR2NMETH .
KET N TIIEN R OHIE et LBAEDHIETaD 2R D Z & T, ISR D DI S%
ﬂ:%%:%)? L7z, iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?&@ﬁé‘@ﬂﬁf‘@ﬂd@kft%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ‘éﬁ*ﬂr%i}if‘&%.’) FEAHIL 5.4.4
TIRAD . ISABERDOHEIZIE, Fig. 5.9 IR T K I ITHR KGN PV oma & FISINTT D)5
730>7FH>@‘/\7 F/I/(cr—a)@ljﬂiafﬁ%ﬁﬁb\, RIS 0 AT & 72 UTIE I BCs, 0 LU & Ze i Timlkie
L Lz,
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¥ aq 0' R

Yield surface /' B
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Fig. 5. 7 Concept of proposed model: (a) before deformation, (b) during deformation.
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Fig. 5. 8 Illustration diagrams of deformation modes.
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Fig. 5. 9 Algorithm for determination of reversal.
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Fig. 5. 10 Schematic illustration of yield surface and stress-strain curve: (a) conventional kinematic

hardening model, (b) proposed model.
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Fig. 5. 11 Comparison of stress-strain curves between experimental result and calculated results of

proposed model in chapter 5.4.1 with different parameter C.
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A=4,, n=n when =5  (Casel)
(5-10)
A=4,, n=n, when 7<g,  (Case?2)
FFE 4 SDOEH Co, Ce, A, n BDENZIURE C DEIZED XD ITHET 20 E MR T D720,
Table 5. 1 (27”7 4 DOEROMAEOEEE 2 5. Fig. 5. 13 124 DOEROMARHOETHEX
MWD C LIS S OIS N bR & OBRZ RS, KX (5-9) TEHEAE SN sIRIEMRFE TD
REL C 1T Fig. 5. 12 IR T L 91T, ¥ C OBAEDZE L Z R L TS Z &350 5.

(@) b
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Fig. 5. 12 Ideal values of the parameter C with calculated results of proposed model: (a) tension, (b)

compression.

Table 5. 1 Combinations of parameters for variable C.

C() CC A n
Curve 1 200 5000 200 4
Curve 2 200 3000 200 4
Curve 3 200 5000 400 4
Curve 4 200 5000 200 2
—Curvel
5 —Curve2
2 —Curve3
=
'Z —Curve4
>

0 200 400 600 800 1000
Amount of stress after stress reversal /MPa

Fig. 5. 13 Effect of parameters for variable C.
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Y-U E7/VTIIARARILZ R OBEMELIZ L0 FFBLL TW A28, A EFE T AV IZBR A il
[ OBE 2 BB TE T EOREE L. ZORbIC, HSH0RER (K(G-5), K(G-
8)) IZEEAZEAL, A>1 &35 2 & TRAMILEINFBATRE L 2 >7 (Fig. 5. 14 /).
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Fig. 5. 14 Effect of parameter A on stress-strain curve after stress reversal.

5.5 i3S — O BB O B ELME DO RREE

WEMEET VORI — O T MR O M2 REE L7z, NS KRR ER ) & 15 7o)
—OF iR (Fig. 5. 4 OJEHMEIS /7-200 MPa D5) 2 W TIRE L7 IREE 7 )V OMEHER %
Table 5. 2 \Z/R . IGH—OFTHEHBROERMEL Y-U T VB LOREE T VOFEMEO L L
Fig. 5. 1512”7, Y-U 7 /WL NS RERRERICIN 2, BL&SEH L5 RRmRER L VS50
ERANTOY L VR EZFE LTS, YU BEFVIERBTONRNT Lo H—BEFHELTWD
2, FHAMTIRFE TOM ] — O ZlhifiE, BRfrbi sk D7) — O Zoml & il 378 1 2 K< A
b olz. BETT NVIEREONT O U =R & HAMKOISNEZRBERSHHLTEY,
FBRER & B —8 &R LTz, IS RERE % OIS ) — O3 B BAFR OREEE 2 FE I BRET T 2 7291,
Fig. 5. 15 OFRff & FAMIEBRICI T 2067 — O3 HAR % Fig. 5. 16 IZ7-37. (@)X TOT A e
=0.025, (b)iXgre =0.05 DFERTH D, Y-U TT /MIBRME L OHAMRBR TOLRZHIEL LT
Wb, L oTIEN— 0T AHAEE —EEL L TWADIZXH L, #ERET VTR DN
ARDKTEZFELL, R —OTHERERBER S B LT

Table 5. 2 Material parameters for proposed model.

Y ao Rsat Al AZ
Co m CC
/MPa /MPa /MPa /MPa /MPa

ny A

50 470 120 11 270 5000 200 460 4.00 145 1.01
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Fig. 5. 15 Comparison of stress-strain curves between experimental result and calculated results of Y-U

model and proposed model.
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Fig. 5. 16 Comparison of stress-strain slopes between experimental result and calculated results of Y-U

model and proposed model: (a) &re =0.025, (b) &re =0.05.
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Fig. 5. 17 Hat-shape formed part.
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Fig. 5. 18 Schematic view of the draw bending tools.

66 Curvature p

15

Fig. 5. 19 Curvature at sidewall.
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Fig. 5. 20 Comparison of curvatures between experimental results and calculation results: (a) with different

radii of die, (b) with different blank holder forces.
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Fig. 5. 21 Stress-strain history during forming and springback at sidewall.
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Fig. 5. 22 Stress at bottom dead point and recovered strain during springback at sidewall.
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