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Abstract: The selection of optimal process parameters has a decisive effect on the quality of 3D
printing. In this work, the numerical and experimental methods were employed to investigate the
FDM printing deposition process of PLA/GNPs nanocomposite. The effect of process parameters
on cross-sectional morphology and dimension of the deposited filament, as well as the mechanical
property of the FDM printed specimens were studied. The extrusion and the deposition process of the
molten PLA/GNPs nanocomposite was simulated as a fluid flow by the paradigm of CFD, the effects
of printing temperature and shear rate on thermal-physical properties, such as viscosity and surface
tension, were considered in models. Under the assumptions of non-Newtonian fluid and creep
laminar flow, the deposition flow was controlled by two key parameters: the nozzle temperature
and the nozzle velocity. The numerical model was verified by experiments from four aspects of
thickness, width, area, and compactness of the deposited PLA/GNPs nanocomposite filament cross-
section. Both the numerical simulation and experiment results show that with the increase of nozzle
temperature and nozzle velocity, the thickness, area, and compactness of the deposited filament
decreases. While the width of deposited filament increased with the increase of nozzle temperature
and decrease of nozzle velocity. The decrease in thickness and the increase in width caused by
the change of process parameters reached 10.5% and 24.7%, respectively. The tensile strength of
the printed PLA/GNPs specimen was about 61.8 MPa under the higher nozzle temperatures and
velocity condition, an improvement of 18.6% compared to specimen with the tensile strength of
52.1 MPa under the lower nozzle temperatures and velocity condition. In addition, the experimental
results indicated that under the low nozzle velocity and nozzle temperature condition, dimensional
standard deviation of the printed specimens decreased by 52.2%, 62.7%, and 68.3% in X, Y, and Z
direction, respectively.

Keywords: fused deposition modeling; PLA/GNPs nanocomposite; filament morphology;
mechanical property; numerical simulations; experimental validation

1. Introduction

Fused deposition modeling (FDM), also known as extrusion-based three-dimensional
(3D) printing, is a manufacturing technique that utilizes thermoplastic material to create
models, prototypes, and even end-products [1]. The basic principle of the FDM technology
is the hot-melt extrusion and layer deposition process of the filament through the nozzle
of the extruder according to the generated pattern and G-codes sent to machine by the
software [2]. This technology builds the products in layers from the bottom to the top; the
thermoplastic feedstock is heated into semiliquid state in the head of the printer containing
a heated liquefier, extruded through the nozzle, and deposited layer by layer onto the
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building substrate. Driven by the thermal diffusion process, the newly deposited filament
is welded to the previous layer, solidified, and attached to the previous layer after cooling.
This procedure is repeated for each layer until the desired final object is completed [3]. The
detail review of the FDM techniques and its latest advances are provided in [4].

Compared with other mature additive manufacturing (AM) technologies, FDM tech-
nology is one of the most representative technologies in AM, being able to neatly and safely
manufacture products with complex geometries and reasonable dimensional accuracy in
the office-friendly environment [5]. FDM provides a simple fabrication process and cost-
effective method to process a variety of thermoplastic polymers and their nanocomposites,
such as PLA, ABS, PLGA, PA, and PET, using low-melting-point filament feedstock [6].
Moreover, FDM printer is more and more popular and widely accepted in industry for
its advantages of small size, easy to use, universal operation interface, and capability of
manufacturing multi-functional parts. With the current advances in process, new materials,
and machine and part quality [7], FDM technology is rapidly maturing and has, obvi-
ously, shown unlimited application potential in different fields, such as automotive [8],
aerospace [9], and medical care [10].

Despite the apparent advantages shown by FDM technique, some practical drawbacks
and limitations encountered in the final specimen hinder its further development and
industrial application. One major issue is that the parts manufactured by FDM always show
unavoidable porosity formation and weak interface bond compared to the conventional
compression and injection molding methods, resulting in poor mechanical properties,
uncontrollable dimensional accuracy and surface quality, and even defects of gap and
warpage. To address these problems, researchers have proposed various approaches
and conducted corresponding tests. These studies mainly include two aspects: one is
to focus on the modification research of the feedstock used in FDM. Particle, fiber, and
nanomaterial reinforcements such as iron or copper particles [11], inorganic salt particle [12],
glass fibers [13], carbon fibers [14], carbon nanofiber [15], and montmorillonite [16] are
introduced into the thermoplastic polymer to improve the mechanical properties of FDM
printed parts by enhancing the cross-linking state and crystallinity of chains. Due to the
unique biocompatibility and electrical and thermal properties of the reinforcements, the
functional composite modification of FDM feedstock endows the FDM printed parts to
have high thermal stability, electrical conductivity, biocompatibility, and electromagnetic
shielding. In our previous work, the improved mechanical properties, thermal stability
and cell viability of the FDM PLA/GNPs nanocomposite samples have been successfully
fabricated by adding biocompatibility GNPs into PLA [17].

In addition, the process parameters are found to be another key factor that highly
determine the mechanical properties of FDM printed parts. Therefore, some researchers
have focused on optimizing process parameters, such as orientation [18], infill density [19],
layer height [20], raster angle [21], printing velocity [22], and extrusion temperature [23,24],
to improve interface bonding property [25], mechanical strength [26], and dimensional
accuracy [27] of the FDM printed parts at a lower cost. These studies try to establish empiri-
cal relationships between materials and process parameters with mechanical performances
of the FDM printed parts, and to identify the key process parameters and their optimal
combinations by using different statistical and heuristic methods [28]. The modification of
feedstock and optimization process parameters of FDM printing are of great significance
for improving mechanical properties, and expanding or enriching the applications of FDM
printed parts. However, as the basic substance and structure foundation that consisting a
FDM 3D printed component, limited research has been done on the (numerical) study of
the flow and solidification process of the filaments. Furthermore, there are few studies on
the prediction of the cross-sectional morphology and dimension of the FDM filament under
different process parameters and their effect on the mechanical property of FDM printed
parts. It is of great importance to investigate the morphology of FDM filament during the
deposition process. Therefore, the numerical simulation of FDM deposition process and the
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effect of process parameters on filament morphology and mechanical properties of FDM
printed parts are helpful to develop high strength and accuracy of FDM results.

According to the literature, the morphology and dimension of the FDM filament can
be studied by experiments or computation [29]. The numerical simulation of the FDM
process and its effects on filament morphology and mechanical properties of FDM printed
components are difficult, because the deposition process of FDM filament is complex and
contains multiple physical phenomena, which occur at different spatio-temporal scales. The
initial numerical modeling efforts focuses on the thermal and thermo-mechanical properties
of the printed components after the extrusion of the feedstock [30]. Following, the non-
isothermal fluid flow and fabrication process of ceramic filament during FDM process are
computational studied in a two-dimensional geometry as presented in [31]. Later, more
2D [32] and 3D [33] thermal models coupled with sintering and healing models [34] have
been developed to compute the local temperature history of the deposited filaments as
well as the temperature-induced residual stresses [35] and deformations [36]. Recently, the
prediction of bond formation [37] between adjacent filaments and the mesostructure [33] of
FDM printed parts, as well, the study of heat transfer [38–40] and the morphology [41,42] of
filaments after leaving the nozzle, have become research hotspots in numerical simulation
of FDM process. For example, Xia et al. [40] proposed a full analytical simulation of the
construction and heat transfer of FDM process based on finite volume/front-tracking
method, and investigated the effects of nozzle temperature and filament spacing on the
shape of the FDM object. Du et al. [41] used CFD simulations of non-isothermal flows of
the improved FDM process with laser-assisted heating. The numerical model has been
used to predict the thermal field and the area of contact of the adjacent filaments, and
tensile test has been carried out to examine process parameters of nozzle speed, laser
power, and the ways of laser heating on the tensile strength of the FDM part. Comminal
et al. [42] have utilized a coupled level-set/volume-of-fluid method to predict the cross-
sectional morphology of the filament and printing force on the substrate in FDM, where
the process parameters and dimensions of the numerical model were normalized by the
nozzle diameter. Serdeczny et al. [43] further investigated the effect of layer thickness,
spacing of the filaments, and deposition configuration on the mesostructure of FDM
representative volume element numerically and experimentally. However, the numerical
models assumed that the feedstock was an isothermal Newtonian fluid that neglects
heat transfer, which makes it different to calculate the viscosity change of the filament
and the heat transfer between the filament and the surrounding air during FDM process.
Therefore, the accurate numerical models were used to simulate the FDM process by
considering the effects of process parameters on the thermal-physical properties, and
the influences of the cross-sectional morphology and dimension of FDM filament on the
mechanical properties of FDM printed specimens under different process parameters were
investigated. Currently, PLA/GNPs nanocomposite have been widely used in FDM 3D
printing technology due to their excellent mechanical properties, thermal stability, potential
application as biomaterials, highly electrical conductivity, and highly efficient EMI shielding
property [17,44]. However, there is little in the literature on the numerical study of the
deposition and molding process of PLA/GNPs nanocomposite in FDM process. The work
of this paper will offer a valuable reference for the further research and application of
FDM 3D printing PLA/GNPs nanocomposite. In this study, PLA/GNPs nanocomposites
were used as testing materials and the cross-sectional morphology and dimensions of FDM
printed PLA/GNPs nanocomposite filaments under different process parameters were
investigated by numerical simulation and experiment, and the effects of process parameters
on mechanical properties of FDM printed specimens were analyzed.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Preparation of PLA/GNPs Nanocomposite

The preparation method of PLA/GNPs nanocomposites used in this paper is based on
our previous work [17]. A solvent-based mixing method was used to prepare PLA/GNPs
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nanocomposites. Specifically, the PLA pellets with molecular weight of 100,000 was im-
mersed in dichloromethane (DCM) of 150 mg/mL and stirred under 50 ◦C for 5 h. Then,
the graphite nanoplatelets (GNPs) were dissolved in N-dimethylformamide (DFM) of
5 mg/mL under ultrasonic dispersion for 1 h. Then, we mixed two obtained solutions
and stirred vigorously for 12 h. Finally, the solution mixture was precipitated in ethanol
and dried in a vacuum vessel at 40 ◦C for 24 h to remove the solvent. The precipitates
were extruded by a single-screw extruder and the filaments with a diameter of 1.75 mm
were prepared for the 3D printing experiment. According to our previous research results,
PLA/GNPs nanocomposite with 2 wt% GNPs possesses the optimal mechanical properties
and biocompatibility, so here the nanocomposite was selected as the research material both
in numerical simulation and the printing experiment.

2.2. Physical and Numerical Models

In the simulations of FDM printing PLA/GNPs nanocomposite presented here, we
focus on the extrusion and deposition of molten PLA/GNPs nanocomposite from moving
nozzle to fixed substrate, as well as the solidification process of deposited material in the
region between the printing head and the substrate. The extrusion and deposition process
of molten PLA/GNPs nanocomposite was simulated as a fluid flow by the paradigm of
CFD. The molten PLA/GNPs nanocomposite and the surrounding air were modelled
as immiscible two-phase flows in the Eulerian framework, where the first fluid phase
represents the molten biomaterial and the second fluid phase represents the surrounding
air. The primary phase of the molten PLA/GNPs nanocomposite was assumed as a non-
Newtonian liquid and the surrounding air is an incompressible Newtonian fluid. Because
the pressure of the molten PLA/GNPs is not too high and the surrounding air velocity
is much lower during the FDM process, the material–air system can be treated as an
incompressible fluid.

Three-dimensional geometry of computational model is given in Figure 1. The compu-
tational domain is a 1.2 mm × 2.4 mm × 4 mm hexagonal box containing the nozzle and
the substrate as well as the gap between them. To simplify the computational model, the
printing head was modelled as a no-wall thickness cylindrical tube with an inner diameter
of 0.4 mm and length of 1.2 mm. The nozzle was treated as a no-slip diabatic wall which
defined the temperature boundary. The top surface and side wall of the domain were
outlet boundaries, which were open and allowed the extruded PLA/GNPs nanocompos-
ite and the ambient cold air to freely move in and out of the domain. Considering that
the movements of the printing head and the substrate are relative to each other in the
actual FDM printing process, the opposite motion configuration of the substrate moving
while the nozzle is fixed was adopted in the present model. The substrate was treated
as a rigid, no-slip diabatic wall, allowing heat transfer between the substrate and the
deposited material.
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The effect of printing parameters on deposition quality was studied in detail by the
numerical method in this paper. Nozzle velocity (Vn, defined by the substrate velocity
boundary) and nozzle temperature (Tn, defined by the nozzle temperature boundary) were
adopted as the two key control variables to characterize the computational model. The
velocity of the substrate was set as 30, 40, and 50 mm/s, respectively. The temperature of
the nozzle and the extruded material was set as 180, 200, and 220 ◦C. The initial temperature
of the air was set as 25 ◦C, the feed rate of melt PLA/GNPs nanocomposite was fixed at
5.024 mm3/s, and the temperature of substrate was kept at 25 ◦C. The z-axis gap between
the nozzle and the substrate is g (0.4 mm), which could be considered as the layer thickness.
The printing parameters of the numerical model are given in Table 1.

Table 1. Summary of the printing parameters used in simulations.

Parameters Symbol Value Unit

Nozzle velocity Vn 30, 40, 50 mm/s
Nozzle temperature Tn 180, 200, 220 ◦C
Air temperature Ta 25 ◦C
Nozzle diameter D 0.4 mm
Feed rate (average flux inside nozzle) Q f r 5.024 mm3/s
Substrate temperature Ts 25 ◦C
Gap distance g 0.4 mm

Numerical simulation of the FDM printing process involves the flow of molten mate-
rial, the free surface movements, an appropriate rheological model used to represent the
viscosity of printing material, and heat transfer. Under the assumption of an incompressible
two-phase flow including nanocomposite melt and surrounding air, the dynamic flow field
is governed by the continuity equation, momentum equation, and energy equation, which
can be expressed as:

∇·u = 0, (1)

∂(ρ(∅)u)
∂t

+∇·(ρ(∅)uu)−∇·(2η(∅)D) = −∇p + Hε(∅)∇·(2(β− 1)η(∅)D) + Hε(∅)∇·τ, (2)

∂(ρ(∅)Cν(∅)T)
∂t

+∇·(ρ(∅)Cν(∅)uT)−∇(κ(∅)∇T) = Hε(∅)τij : ∇vi, (3)

where
D =

1
2

(
∇u +∇uT

)
, (4)

Hε(∅) =


0 if ∅ < −ε
1
2

[
1 + ∅

ε + 1
π sin

(
π∅

ε

)]
if |∅| ≤ ε

1 if ∅ > ε

(5)

where, u is the velocity field, η is the viscosity field, and ρ is the density including buoyancy
effect caused by thermal expansion of air. T, {, and κ are temperature, specific heat capacity,
and thermal conductivity, respectively. ∅ is a level set (LS) function identifying the interface
between the molten PLA/GNPs nanocomposite and the air by calculating the normal and
mean curvature of the interface. D = (1/2)

(
∇u +∇uT) is the rate of deformation tensor.

H is the smoothed Heaviside function that ensure the controlling equations can be solved in
the whole computational domain [45]. ε is a parameter related to the thickness of interface,
in this work, ε = 1.5∆x [46].

Due to different phases having different properties, the constant of the density and
viscosity in each phase can be defined using the LS function and the sharp jump of interfacial
fluid properties. The velocity and density are smoothed over a transition zone through
the interface:

ρ(∅) = ρa +
(
ρp − ρa

)
Hε(∅), (6)

η(∅) = ηa +
(
ηp − ηa

)
Hε(∅), (7)
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Cν(∅) = Ca +
(
Cp − Ca

)
Hε(∅), (8)

κ(∅) = κa +
(
κp − κa

)
Hε(∅), (9)

Here, the subscript p and a represent PLA/GNPs nanocomposite and air, respectively.
The free surface of two-phase flows including molten PLA/GNPs nanocomposite and

surrounding air was reconstructed using the coupled level-set/volume-of-fluid method
(CLSVOF). The CLSVOF method is an accurate interface reconstruction algorithm, in which
the VOF function is used to determine the volume fraction of the liquid phase in each cell,
and the level set function LS (a smooth function) is used to calculate the interface normal
and mean curvature. In order to maintain the conservation of mass, the interface was
constructed by using LS function modified from the VOF function. The coupling of LS and
VOF methods takes place during the interface reconstruction. For more details about the
CLSVOF method, refer to the articles in [47].

The heat transfer includes the conduction between hot PLA/GNPs nanocomposite
and the substrate, as well as the convection between the deposited hot nanocomposite and
its ambient air. Heat conduction between molten PLA/GNPs nanocomposite and substrate
is expressed as Q = kp A∆T, kp is the thermal conductivity of the nanocomposite. The
thermal convection plays an important role in the cooling process of the molten liquid, the
buoyancy effect caused by thermal expansion of air is calculated by introducing Boussinesq
approximation into the gravity term of momentum equation.

To accurately simulate the deposition process of PLA/GNPs nanocomposites, an
appropriate viscosity model is needed to characterize the rheological properties of the
nanocomposites. In principle, the viscosity of thermoplastics in extruded additive manu-
facturing depends on temperature, shear rate, and pressure. Since the deposition process
is non-isothermal and the temperature range of molten nanocomposites is large, the ef-
fect of temperature change on the deposition flow cannot be ignored. Once the molten
nanocomposite flows out of the nozzle, the hot nanocomposite will undergo a glass to
liquid transition. However, in the small gap between the extruder outlet and the moving
substrate, the pressure is close to the ambient pressure after deposition, so we assume that
the variations of pressure have a negligible effect on the deposition flow. The pressure
changes little when the molten nanocomposite flows out of the extruder orifice. Thus, the
effect of temperature and shear rate on cooling and solidification phenomena of the FDM
process were considered in present computational models. The Cross-WLF, which is the
most appropriate model to study both filling and packing phases, is applied to describe the
viscosity change of the molten material with temperature and shear rate.

The expression of the Cross-WLF model is as follows:

ηm
(
T,

.
γ
)
=

η0

1 +
(
η0

.
γ/τ∗

)1−n (10)

where,
.
γ is the shear strain rate, calculated by

.
γ =

√
2D : D. τ∗ and n are the critical

stress at the transition to shear thinning and the non-Newtonian index of the Cross-WLF
model, respectively. η0 is the melt viscosity at zero-shear-rate, a function of temperature
and pressure, which is expressed as:

η0 = D1exp
(

−A1(T − T∗)
A2 + D3 p + (T − T∗)

)
(11)

where, T∗ = D2 + D3·P is the glass transition temperature of the melt which depends on
the pressure. A1 is the model constant, which represents the temperature dependence
of the glass transition temperature of the melt at zero shear rate. A2 = À2 + D3·P is
the model parameter, which is determined by the type of nanocomposite melt. D1 is
the model constant for recording melt viscosity at zero shear rate, glass transition tem-
perature, and atmospheric pressure. D2 is the model constant for recording the glass
transition temperature. D3 is the model constant, which represents the change of glass
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transition temperature of the melt with pressure. In this work, the viscosity function was
used for PLA/GNPs nanocomposite, the parameters in Cross-WLF model were given as:
A1 = 20.194, A2 = 51.6, D1 = 3.31719× 10+9, D2 = 100. As the pressure difference inside
the nanocomposite has little effect on the viscosity, the pressure effect can be ignored and
D3 = 0. Considering that the viscosity value is very high at low temperature and low shear
rate, 8000 Pas is taken as the maximum viscosity value, which is large enough to avoid
the model yielding an excessive viscosity value at a low temperature and shear rate while
ensuring the solidification of the injected material. The material properties and variables
are summarized in Table 2.

Table 2. Properties of PLA/GNPs nanocomposite and air used in this study.

Parameters Signal Value

Density of PLA/GNPs nanocomposite (kg/m3) ρp 1300
Viscosity of PLA/GNPs nanocomposite (Pas, range-function of T) µp 20–8000
Thermal conductivity of nanocomposite (W/mK) kp 0.195
Specific heat capacity of nanocomposite (J/kg K) cp,p 2000
Surface tension coefficient (kg/s2) σ 0.04
Density of air (kg/m3) ρa 0.9
Viscosity of the air (Pa s) µa 2.3× 10−5

Thermal conductivity of air (W/mK) ka 0.034
Specific heat capacity of air (J/kgK) cp,a 1000

2.3. Principle of the Numerical Algorithm

The fluid flow was simulated by using the general finite element analysis software
ANSYS Fluent R21. The governing equations were solved by a numerical method intro-
duced in reference [47]. The computational domains were mashed with a non-staggered
Cartesian cut-cell grid to form a series of nonoverlapping control volumes based on the
finite-volume method. The governing equations were discretized on grid to form a control
volume, and all discrete components were stored on the same nodes of the grid. A set of
discrete equations were obtained by integrating the governing equations to be solved over
each control volume. Following the grid center discretized, the numerical solver calculates
discrete values of the continuous velocity and pressure fields in the center of the control
volumes. The discrete unknowns between the nodes of the control volume were interpo-
lated from the discrete values on the nodes according to the central difference scheme. The
maximum size of the control volumes was set as 0.02 mm, the time-step interval was set to
0.01 s. The details cut-cell mesh used in the simulations were represented in Figure 2.
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The free surface was reconstructed using an algebraic coupled level-set/volume-of-
fluid method (CLSVOF) advection algorithm, where the position of surface was tracked by
calculating the transport of two additional field variables. The VOF advection algorithm
was adopted to reduce the excessive numerical diffusion caused by discontinuous changes
of VOF function. The fractional step method or operator-split method was introduced to
the VOF advection algorithm to simplify the solving of VOF function. The interface recon-
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struction was made through LS advection algorithm by evaluating the normal of interface.
The LS advection function was discretized by fifth-order essentially nonoscillatory (ENO)
scheme in space and third-order total variation diminishing (TVD) Runge–Kutta scheme in
time. The continuous velocity and pressure fields of the control volumes were calculated
through the velocity–pressure decoupling method based on semi-implicit pressure-linked
equation algorithm (SIMPLE) and Momentum Interpolation (MI) on the collocated grids.
Free surface of deposited PLA/GNPs nanocomposite filament and its streamlines are
shown in Figure 3a,b.
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PLA/GNPs nanocomposite melt.

3. Results and Discussions
3.1. Simulation Results and Analysis
3.1.1. The Temperature Field and the Viscosity Field

Figure 4 shows the surface temperature distribution of the deposited nanocomposite
filament along its spreading direction. The cooling down of the bottom right filament and
the highest temperature region in the top left corner of the just deposited filament can be
observed clearly. The temperature gradient indicates that heat transfer occurs between the
deposited nanocomposite filament and its surroundings during the deposition process. The
convective heat transfer between the deposited nanocomposite melt and the ambient air as
well as the heat conduction between hot nanocomposite filament and the substrate result
in the rapid temperature drop on the front surface and the bottom right of the filament.
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The temperature depends on the heat transfer. Inside the printing chamber, the heat
is added by the deposited nanocomposite and transferred away from the deposited hot
filament to the surrounding cold air and substrate by heat conduction and thermal convec-
tion. To better study the effect of heat transfer on temperature of the deposited filament
and surrounding air, the temperature field in the computational domain was examined.
Figure 5a,b show the temperature fields of the deposited nanocomposite melt in the x–z
plane and the cross-section at x = 0.6 mm, respectively. It can be clearly seen that the ambi-
ent air around the deposited filament is heated and its temperature increases significantly,
forming a thermal effect zone consistent with the shape of the deposited filament. Due to
the relatively low thermal diffusion rate compared to the nozzle velocity, it takes some time
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for the heat to fully diffuse to the surrounding area when the nanocomposite is deposited
on the substrate. Therefore, when the temperature at the front end of the deposited filament
almost drops to the solidification temperature, there is still a high temperature in the inner
central region.
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Due to the movement of the deposited filament and the buoyancy caused by the
temperature gradient, there is bound to be heat convection effect in the air around the
filament, as shown in Figure 6. It can be seen that the hot air rises near the top of the
hot filament, while the cold air in the distance flows down from the top of the domain,
forming vortices in the relative motion path of hot and cold air on both sides of the
deposited filament.
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Figure 6. The velocity field induced by heat convection effect in the air around the filament.

The viscosity fields of the deposited nanocomposite filament are presented in Figure 7.
The viscosity depends on the temperature and shear rate. It is clearly observed that
the viscosity variation in the deposited filament closely corresponds to the temperature
distribution, indicating that the viscosity is sensitive to the temperature. The viscosity
value reaches its maximum at the bottom right of the front end of the deposited filament,
and the bottom is larger than the top in the horizontal direction, as shown in Figure 7a. The
viscosity is much lower in the filament adjacent to the nozzle outlet. The result indicates
that there is a lower temperature and a higher shear rate at the bottom right of the front
end of the deposited filament than that at the top back end. In the lateral direction, it is
observed that the viscosity at the bottom and side wall of the filament is higher than that
of the center and top, as shown in Figure 7b. It reveals that there is more heat transferred
away from the deposited hot filament to the substrate than to the surrounding cold air.
Meanwhile, the thermal convection on both sides of the deposited filament intensifies the
heat transfer between the side wall of the filament and the surrounding air, resulting in
temperatures at the bottom and side walls of the deposited filament being lower than that
at the center and top.
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Figure 7. Viscosity fields of the deposited nanocomposite filament in (a) the x–z plane and (b) the
cross-section at x = 0.6 mm.

To examine the role of the process parameters on temperature and viscosity of the
deposited filament, the changes of temperature and viscosity along the upper surface of
the deposited filament were extracted from the numerical results, as shown in Figure 8. As
confirmed in the previous section, the temperature decreases and the viscosity increases
along the deposition direction, intensely in the initial stage while slowly in the end section.
With the increases of nozzle velocity, the sharp change in temperature and viscosity de-
creases from x = 17 mm with nozzle velocity of 30 mm/s to x = 12 mm with nozzle velocity
of 50 mm/s. It indicates that the increase of nozzle velocity is favorable to the heat transfer
between the fuse and its surroundings, accelerating the solidification of the filament.
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3.1.2. Evolution of the Cross-Section Morphology of the Deposited Filament

To investigate the evolution of the deposited filament cross-section during solidifi-
cation, the morphology of the cross-section was analyzed qualitatively, and its variation
curve with time was plotted in Figure 9.

Nozzle velocity (Vn) and nozzle temperature (Tn) are the two key control variables
affecting the dimension of the deposited filament. In order to study the influence of the
two key control variables on the dimension of the deposited filament, the thickness and the
width of the deposited filament versus time at different nozzle velocities and temperatures
were calculated. Control variable method were adopted in the simulation, where the nozzle
velocity was varied and the nozzle temperature was same. For the nozzle velocity study,
the nanocomposite filament was deposited at three different nozzle velocities of 30 mm/s,
40 mm/s, and 50 mm/s with a same extrusion volumetric flux of 5.024 mm3/s. The
evolution of the thickness of the extruded filament cross-section with time at different nozzle
velocities and temperatures in simulations are presented in Figure 9. As can be seen from
Figure 9a, during the deposition process, the thickness of the extruded filament gradually
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decreases with the extruded nanocomposite melt spreads on the substrate. The increase of
the nozzle velocity reduces the thickness of the extruded filament. The thickness decreases
from the initial deposition thickness of 0.398 mm to the final solidification thickness of
0.348 mm at nozzle velocity of 30 mm/s, with the thickness deformation rate of 12.6%.
When the nozzle velocity increases to 40 mm/s and 50 mm/s, the thickness of the deposited
nanocomposite melt decreases from the initial thickness of 0.377 mm and 0.356 mm to
the solidification thickness of 0.341 mm and 0.336 mm, and the corresponding thickness
deformation rates are reduced to 9.5% and 5.6%. The results indicate that there is a smaller
thickness of the deposited nanocomposite filament and a smaller thickness deformation
rate at a higher nozzle velocity condition. There are two reasons behind this phenomenon:
(1) the thickness of the deposited filament is inversely proportional to the nozzle speed
at a fixed extrusion volumetric flux condition. The higher the nozzle velocity, the smaller
the initial thickness of the deposited filament. With the spreading and solidifying of the
extruded nanocomposite melt on the substrate, there is a smaller solidification thickness of
the deposited filament; and (2) heat transfer plays an important role in the solidification of
the extruded nanocomposite melt. The coefficient of convection heat transfer between the
deposited hot nanocomposite melt and ambient air increases with the decreasing the initial
thickness of the deposited nanocomposite filament, which accelerates the solidification
rate of the deposited nanocomposite and shortens the solidification time and thickness
deformation of the deposited filament.

Polymers 2022, 14, x   11 of 24 
 

 

transfer between the fuse and its surroundings, accelerating the solidification of the fila‐

ment. 

 

Figure 8. Temperature changes  (a) and viscosity changes  (b) along upper  surface of PLA/GNPs 

nanocomposite melt at nozzle temperature of 200 °C. 

3.1.2. Evolution of the Cross‐Section Morphology of the Deposited Filament 

To investigate the evolution of the deposited filament cross‐section during solidifica‐

tion,  the morphology of  the cross‐section was analyzed qualitatively, and  its variation 

curve with time was plotted in Figure 9. 

 

Figure 9. Evolution of the thickness of the deposited filament cross‐section with time at different 

nozzle velocities in simulations: (a) nozzle temperature = 180 °C, (b) nozzle temperature = 200 °C, 

and (c) nozzle temperature = 220 °C. 

Nozzle velocity (𝑉௡) and nozzle temperature (𝑇௡) are the two key control variables 

affecting the dimension of the deposited filament. In order to study the influence of the 

two key control variables on the dimension of the deposited filament, the thickness and 

the width of the deposited filament versus time at different nozzle velocities and temper‐

atures were calculated. Control variable method were adopted in the simulation, where 

the nozzle velocity was varied and the nozzle temperature was same. For the nozzle ve‐

locity study, the nanocomposite filament was deposited at three different nozzle velocities 

of 30 mm/s, 40 mm/s, and 50 mm/s with a same extrusion volumetric flux of 5.024 mmଷ/s. 
The evolution of the thickness of the extruded filament cross‐section with time at different 

nozzle velocities and  temperatures  in simulations are presented  in Figure 9. As can be 

seen from Figure 9a, during the deposition process, the thickness of the extruded filament 

gradually decreases with the extruded nanocomposite melt spreads on the substrate. The 

Figure 9. Evolution of the thickness of the deposited filament cross-section with time at different
nozzle velocities in simulations: (a) nozzle temperature = 180 ◦C, (b) nozzle temperature = 200 ◦C,
and (c) nozzle temperature = 220 ◦C.

The effect of heat transfer on deposition thickness deformation can be confirmed
from the thickness versus time curves. When the nozzle velocity is 30 mm/s, the thickness
deformation of deposited filament reaches 50% (0.5∆H) in 0.32 s, while the total deformation
time is 0.75 s. It indicates that the thickness deformation rate decreases with the gradual
decrease of the spreading temperature of the nanocomposite melt on the substrate. The
decrease of thickness deformation rate versus time can be ascribed to the decrease of
the temperature and the increase of the extruded nanocomposite melt viscosity caused
by the heat transfer during the deposition process. In the initial deposition stage, the
extruded nanocomposite melt has higher temperature and lower viscosity, resulting in
greater deformation capacity. With the convection heat transfer between the deposited
nanocomposite melt and the ambient air, as well as the heat conduction between hot
nanocomposite filament and the substrate in the deposition process, the temperature
of the extruded nanocomposite melt gradually decreases. This leads to the increase of
nanocomposite melt viscosity and difficult deformation. With the time t = 0.75 s, the
deposited filament does not further decrease in thickness with time, which indicates that
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the temperature of the extruded nanocomposite melt is lower than the glass transition
temperature due to the convection heat transfer and heat conduction. At this time, the
deposited nanocomposite filament has solidified and the corresponding solidification
time is 0.75 s. For the higher nozzle velocities of 40 mm/s and 50 mm/s, the time when
the thickness deformation reaches 50% (0.5 ∆H) of total deformation is 0.30 s and 0.26 s,
their total deformation times are 0.69 s and 0.61 s. It reveals that, compared to the lower
nozzle velocity, high nozzle velocity printing condition intensifies the heat transfer between
the deposited nanocomposite filament and ambient air or substrate, then accelerates the
solidification rate and shortens the solidification time. Figure 9b,c show the thickness of
the extruded filament versus time at nozzle temperature of 200 ◦C and 220 ◦C. The results
show that the deposited nanocomposite filament has a smaller solidification time, a bigger
thickness and a smaller thickness deformation rate at a higher nozzle velocity condition
can be obtained.

The influence of the nozzle velocity on the width of the deposited filament is presented
in Figure 10. Figure 10a shows the width of the extruded filament cross-section versus
time at nozzle temperature of 180 ◦C. It can be seen that increasing the nozzle velocity
reduces the width of the extruded filament. The width of the extruded nanocomposite
filament increases from the initial deposition width of 0.432 mm to the final solidification
width of 0.584 mm at a nozzle velocity of 30 mm/s, with the solidification time of 0.65 s
and width deformation rate of 35.2%. When the nozzle velocity increases to 40 mm/s and
50 mm/s, the solidification widths reduce to 0.535 mm and 0.485 mm, and the correspond-
ing width deformation rates are 32.1%, 28.3%. The results indicate that increasing the nozzle
velocity leads to a smaller width and a smaller width deformation rate of the deposited
nanocomposite filament. Figure 10b,c show the width of the extruded filament versus time
at nozzle temperature of 200 ◦C and 220 ◦C, and the results confirm the above conclusion
obtained again.
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Changes in nozzle temperature may not affect the deposition process as intuitively as
changes of nozzle velocity, but it strongly affects the heat transfer between the deposited fil-
ament and the substrate and ambient air, thus determining the dimension of the deposited
filament. To study of the role of nozzle temperature on the dimension of the extruded
filament, the comparation of the effect of nozzle temperature on the thickness and width of
the extruded filament were simulated. Figure 11 shows the thickness and the width of the
extruded filament versus time under three different nozzle temperatures at nozzle velocity
of 40 mm/s. It can be seen that the increases of the nozzle temperature prolong the solidifi-
cation time and decreases the thickness of the deposited nanocomposite filament. On the
contrary, increasing the nozzle temperature increases the width of the deposited nanocom-
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posite filament. Calculations indicate that the increase of nozzle temperature decreases
the viscosity and increase the flow capacity of the deposited PLA/GNP melt. Meanwhile,
higher nozzle temperature intensifies the heat transfer and prolongs the solidification time,
finally increasing the thickness and decreasing the width of the deposited nanocomposite
filament. The decrease of nozzle velocity and the increase of nozzle temperature promote
the flow of the deposited nanocomposite melt and prolong the solidification time, resulting
in a smaller thickness with larger width. The results fully prove that the nozzle temperature
is also a sensitive variable to the dimension of the extruded filament.
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3.2. Experimental Validation
3.2.1. Validation of the Influence of Printing Parameters on the Morphology and
Dimension of the Deposited Filament

In this part, morphology and dimension of the deposited nanocomposite filaments
predicted by numerical simulations were compared with an experimental procedure under
different printing parameters. Nine PLA/GNPs nanocomposite filament specimens were
extruded by CreatBot DE Printer (Henan SuWei Electronic Technology Co., Ltd., Henan,
China). After printing, the nanocomposite filaments were cut perpendicular to the printing
direction and the cross-section morphologies were observed by the scanning electron micro-
scope (SEM). The computational and experimental contours of the filament cross-sections
were extracted from numerical simulation results and SEM morphologies analyzed by using
an open-source image processing software, ImageJ. The thickness, width and the mean area
of the filament cross-section were calculated by the threshold slicing algorithm. Examples
of the contours and the dimension of the filament cross-section from the computational
and experimental morphologies are shown in Figure 12. The computational morphology
(Figure 12a) and the experimental SEM morphology (Figure 12d) are processed to a binary
black-and-white image with only black and white colors by appropriate thresholding, as
shown in Figure 12b,e. The contours of the filament cross-section were extracted and the
thickness, width, and the mean area were measured from the binary black-and-white image,
as shown in Figure 12c,f.

Figure 13 represents the comparison of the simulated (left column) cross-section mor-
phologies of the deposited nanocomposite filament with the experimental observations
(right column), the nozzle velocity and temperature are specified in Table 1. As exhibited in
all diagrams, the simulated cross-section morphologies are basically consistent with those
measured in the experiments, which confirms the accuracy of the numerical simulations.
The cross-section morphologies of the deposited nanocomposite filament sensitively de-
pend on both nozzle velocity and temperature. With the decrease of nozzle velocity Vn
and the increase of nozzle temperature Tn, the cross-section morphologies change from a
circular to a long oval with larger top curvature radius. When the nozzle velocity is high
(Vn = 50 mm/s) and nozzle temperature is low (Tn = 180 ◦C), there is less hot nanocom-
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posite extruded onto per distance of the filament, and the deposited filament will not be
squeezed by the nozzle after leaving it, forming an approximate circular cross-section
morphology. When the nozzle velocity decreases to 30 mm/s, because the gap distance
is fixed and the extrusion volumetric flux inside the nozzle is constant, there is too much
hot nanocomposite extruded onto per distance of the filament, resulting in side flow of the
nanocomposite filament. Increasing the nozzle temperature enhances the side flow under
the condition of low nozzle velocity (Vn = 30 mm/s). There is a visible dent on the middle
of the top filament cross-section with Vn = 30 mm/s as observed by SEM. This process
condition results in a decrease in printing accuracy and should be avoided. Due to the mass
conservation, the decrease of nozzle velocity and the increase of nozzle temperature both
increase the side flow of deposited filament, which flattens the cross-section morphologies
of deposited filaments.
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Figure 12. The contours and dimensions of the filament cross-sections from the computational and
experimental morphologies: the computational (a) and the experimental SEM (d) morphologies;
(b,e) are the binary black-and-white image calculated by threshold slicing algorithm; and (c,f) are the
contours with thickness, width, and the mean area measured by ImageJ.

In order to verify the influence of printing parameters on the dimension of deposited
filament, the thickness and width of deposited filament cross-section measured in experi-
ments and calculated in simulations are quantitatively compared, as shown in Figure 14.
The effects of the processing parameters on the variation trend of the width and thickness
observed in experiments are consistent with the predictions from simulations. Seen from
Figure 14a–c, it can be noted that the filament thickness decreases gradually with the
increase of nozzle velocity Vn and nozzle temperature Tn. The maximum reduction in
thickness is 10.5%. Compared with the experimental results, all the simulated filament
cross-section thicknesses are under-estimated. Contrary to the hypothesis in the literature
that the deposited filament thickness is equal to the gap distance, the numerical and ex-
perimental thickness of the filament varies between 83.8% and 94.5% of the gap distance,
within the scope of the printing parameter we studied. It can be observed that there is
a large thickness deviation between simulation and experiment results at high nozzle
temperature. This is due to the deposited hot nanocomposite attached to the substrate
and the cap of the moving nozzle, when the nanocomposite is extruded onto the substrate,
squeeze deformation occurs in the gap between the substrate and the nozzle. After cooling
and solidification, the filament can yield shrinkage.

Contrary to the thickness trend, the width increases with the increase of nozzle temper-
ature Tn and decreases with the decrease of nozzle velocity Vn. The maximum increase in
width of the deposited filament is 24.7%, as present in Figure 14d–f. Similar width trend is
observed from numerical simulation and discussed in the previous section. Compared with
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the experimental results, the cross-section width of the simulated filament is slightly higher.
The under-estimated thickness and over-estimated width indicate that the numerical model
gives the nanocomposite material too much fluidity. The deviation can be compensated by
reducing the material viscosity parameter.
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Figure 13. Cont.
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Figure 13. Qualitative comparison of the simulated (left) and experimental (right) cross-section
morphologies of deposited nanocomposite filaments extruded with different printing parameters.

Comparisons of the area and the compactness (expressed by the ratio of the filament
cross-section area and the product of the thickness and width) of the filament cross-section
are presented in Figure 15. The filament cross-section area increases dramatically with the
decrease of nozzle velocity Vn. For a given nozzle velocity, the filament cross-section area
decreases slightly with the increase of nozzle temperature. It reveals that, compared with
nozzle temperature, nozzle velocity has a relatively more significant effect on the filament
cross-section area. Under the condition of high nozzle velocity, the filament cross-section
area decreases slightly, which is due to the high volume expansion rate of the deposited
nanocomposite at high temperatures. The compactness decreases with the increase of
nozzle velocity Vn and nozzle temperature Tn. It can also be seen that of the filament cross-
section compactness under the condition of high nozzle velocity obtained by simulation is
more accurate.



Polymers 2022, 14, 3081 17 of 22
Polymers 2022, 14, x   18 of 24 
 

 

 

Figure 14. Comparison of the simulated and experimental thickness (a–c) and width (d–f) of the 

deposited nanocomposite filament cross‐section for different printing parameters. 

Comparisons of the area and the compactness (expressed by the ratio of the filament 

cross‐section area and the product of the thickness and width) of the filament cross‐section 

are presented in Figure 15. The filament cross‐section area increases dramatically with the 

decrease of nozzle velocity 𝑉௡. For a given nozzle velocity, the filament cross‐section area 

decreases slightly with the increase of nozzle temperature. It reveals that, compared with 

nozzle temperature, nozzle velocity has a relatively more significant effect on the filament 

cross‐section area. Under the condition of high nozzle velocity, the filament cross‐section 

area decreases slightly, which is due to the high volume expansion rate of the deposited 

nanocomposite at high temperatures. The compactness decreases with the increase of noz‐

zle velocity 𝑉௡ and nozzle temperature 𝑇௡. It can also be seen that of the filament cross‐

section compactness under the condition of high nozzle velocity obtained by simulation 

is more accurate. 

Figure 14. Comparison of the simulated and experimental thickness (a–c) and width (d–f) of the
deposited nanocomposite filament cross-section for different printing parameters.

Polymers 2022, 14, x   19 of 24 
 

 

 

Figure 15. Comparison of the simulated and experimental area (a–c) and compactness (d–f) of the 

deposited nanocomposite filament cross‐section for different printing parameters. 

3.2.2. Effect of Printing Parameters on the Mechanical Property of the Printed PLA/GNPs 

Nanocomposite 

In this section, tensile strength and dimensional accuracy of the printed PLA/GNPs 

nanocomposite part are evaluated under different printing parameters. Nine tensile spec‐

imens were designed according to ASTM D638 standard [48] and printed on a CreatBot 

DE Printer. Except for nozzle velocity and nozzle temperature, the other printing param‐

eters such as build orientation, raster angle,  infill density, and  layer  thickness are kept 

fixed for all specimens, as shown in Table 3. 

Table 3. Process parameters of the FDM printed specimens. 

Parameters  Value 

Build orientation  Horizontal 

Raster angle  45/−45 

Infill density  100% 

Layer thickness  0.2 mm 

The uniaxial tensile tests of the specimens were performed on an electronic universal 

testing machine  (CTM 8010, XieQiang  Instrument manufacturing, Shanghai) equipped 

with 10 KN load cell. The tests were conducted at a fixed loading rate of 5 mm/min ac‐

cording to ASTM standard. The dimensional accuracy of printed part can be characterized 

by calculating the standard deviation of the sample size [49]. The dimensional data are 

Figure 15. Comparison of the simulated and experimental area (a–c) and compactness (d–f) of the
deposited nanocomposite filament cross-section for different printing parameters.



Polymers 2022, 14, 3081 18 of 22

3.2.2. Effect of Printing Parameters on the Mechanical Property of the Printed
PLA/GNPs Nanocomposite

In this section, tensile strength and dimensional accuracy of the printed PLA/GNPs
nanocomposite part are evaluated under different printing parameters. Nine tensile speci-
mens were designed according to ASTM D638 standard [48] and printed on a CreatBot DE
Printer. Except for nozzle velocity and nozzle temperature, the other printing parameters
such as build orientation, raster angle, infill density, and layer thickness are kept fixed for
all specimens, as shown in Table 3.

Table 3. Process parameters of the FDM printed specimens.

Parameters Value

Build orientation Horizontal
Raster angle 45/−45
Infill density 100%

Layer thickness 0.2 mm

The uniaxial tensile tests of the specimens were performed on an electronic universal
testing machine (CTM 8010, XieQiang Instrument manufacturing, Shanghai) equipped with
10 KN load cell. The tests were conducted at a fixed loading rate of 5 mm/min according
to ASTM standard. The dimensional accuracy of printed part can be characterized by cal-
culating the standard deviation of the sample size [49]. The dimensional data are obtained
by measuring the surface dimensions in X-dimension, Y-dimension, and Z-dimension of
the specimens with a vernier caliper. Four points on each surface of the specimens were
selected to measure the dimensions and calculate the standard deviation. The arrangement
of the measuring points is shown in Figure 16, and the corresponding dimensional data is
shown in Table 4.
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Table 4. Dimensional measurements of the specimens under different process parameters.

Vn mm/s Tn
◦C

X-Dimension (mm) Y-Dimension (mm) Z-Dimension (mm)

X1 X2 X3 X4 Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Z1 Z2 Z3 Z4

30 180 115.14 115.18 115.12 115.14 6.18 6.24 6.22 6.20 3.96 3.92 3.96 3.94
30 200 115.16 115.14 115.18 115.22 6.24 6.28 6.20 6.24 3.88 3.94 3.9 3.92
30 220 115.24 115.18 115.22 115.16 6.24 6.32 6.20 6.28 3.94 3.88 3.9 3.84
40 180 115.16 115.18 115.12 115.18 6.20 6.26 6.22 6.18 3.88 3.92 3.94 3.94
40 200 115.18 115.14 115.22 115.14 6.32 6.24 6.28 6.24 3.86 3.94 3.88 3.86
40 220 115.26 115.18 115.20 115.16 6.28 6.34 6.20 6.28 3.82 3.94 3.84 3.90
50 180 115.22 115.18 115.14 115.16 6.20 6.28 6.26 6.20 3.92 3.86 3.94 3.90
50 200 115.16 115.24 115.18 115.14 6.34 6.28 6.34 6.24 3.82 3.86 3.94 3.86
50 220 115.24 115.26 115.28 115.16 6.36 6.30 6.22 6.22 3.78 3.92 3.92 3.84

The tensile strength and the dimensional standard deviation of the specimens under
different process parameters are reported in Table 5. In order to analyze the effect of process
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parameters on the tensile strength and dimensional accuracy of FDM printed PLA/GNPs
nanocomposite more intuitively and conveniently, the parameter-effects 3D response sur-
face plots were established according to results in Table 5, as shown in Figure 17.

Table 5. Tensile strengths and standard deviations of the sample dimensions.

Vn mm/s Tn
◦C Tensile Strength

(MPa)
Standard Deviation

in X-Dimension
Standard Deviation

in Y-Dimension
Standard Deviation

in Z-Dimension

30 180 52.15 0.022 0.022 0.014
30 200 54.96 0.030 0.028 0.024
30 220 57.82 0.032 0.045 0.037
40 180 54.62 0.024 0.030 0.017
40 200 57.34 0.033 0.033 0.029
40 220 60.23 0.037 0.050 0.046
50 180 56.34 0.030 0.036 0.029
50 200 59.13 0.037 0.042 0.041
50 220 61.83 0.046 0.059 0.051
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the FDM printed part.

As seen from Figure 17a, the specimens at the upper-left corner of the plot have
excellent mechanical properties and tensile strength greater than 61.8 MPa, while in the
bottom-right corner of plot, the specimens exhibit low mechanical properties and the
tensile strength less than 52.1 MPa. In the high-strength printing region, the corresponding
nozzle temperature is greater than 205 ◦C, nozzle velocity is greater than 38 mm/s. This
result indicates that the increase of the nozzle velocity and nozzle temperature increases the
tensile strength of the printed specimens, and the maximum tensile strength could be raised
by 18.6%. The reason is mainly because the wettability and fluidity of extruded filaments
are enhanced under the condition of higher nozzle temperature, which will improve the
bonding area and bonding strength of adjacent filaments. In addition, the higher nozzle
velocity is beneficial to shorten the curing time of the filament, reduce the forming time
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interval of the successive layers, thus enhancing the interlayer and intralayer bonding
strength and tensile strength of FDM prints. In the contour plot, it can also be seen that the
selection window of nozzle velocity is larger than that of nozzle temperature to achieve
higher tensile strength, which indicates that nozzle temperature has a more sensitive and
significant effect of on the strength of FDM printed sample than nozzle velocity.

Figure 17b–d represent the 3D response surface plots of the relationships between the
process parameters and the dimensional accuracy (represented by standard deviation) of
FDM printed specimens in X, Y, and Z dimensions. It can be seen from these plots that
both nozzle velocity and nozzle temperature have a significant impact on the dimensional
accuracy of FDM printed parts. The decrease of the nozzle velocity and nozzle temperature
can reduce the dimensional standard deviation of FDM printed specimens and improve
the printing accuracy. The dimensional standard deviation of printed specimens decreased
by 52.2%, 62.7%, and 68.3% in the X, Y, and Z direction under the lower nozzle velocity
and temperature condition. According to Figure 17, it is convenient to predict the tensile
strength and dimensional accuracy of FDM parts in experiments and to select reasonably
printing parameters to obtain an ideal tensile strength and dimensional accuracy. In this
study, 32–46 mm/s of nozzle velocity and 202–212 ◦C of nozzle temperature were the
optimal process parameters for FDM printing PLA/GNPs nanocomposite to obtain the
ideal tensile strength and dimensional accuracy.

4. Conclusions

In this study, we propose a numerical model to simulate the FDM 3D deposition
process of PLA/GNPs nanocomposite in the process by computation fluid dynamics (CFD)
paradigm. The numerical simulation of the FDM process involves the flow of molten
material and free surface movements, an appropriate rheological model was used to
represent the viscosity of printing material and the heat transfer between the filament
and the surrounding air. The numerical model allows us to predict the cross-sectional
morphology and dimension of FDM filament under different process parameters, and
investigate the effect of process parameters on mechanical property of FDM printed sam-
ples. The proposed numerical model fully simulated the deposition process of the fused
filament and accurately calculated the size and shape of the solidified filament. Both the
numerical simulation and experiment results show that the cross-section of the deposited
PLA/GNPs nanocomposite filament is almost cylindrical at low nozzle temperature and
high nozzle velocity, while a flat cuboid with rounded edges under the condition of high
nozzle temperature and low nozzle velocity. The decrease in thickness and the increase
in width of the deposited filament caused by the increase of nozzle temperature and de-
crease of nozzle velocity, the width of the deposited filament decreased by10.5% and the
thickness increased by 24.7%. In addition, the experimental results indicate that with the
nozzle temperature increased from 180 ◦C to 220 ◦C and the nozzle velocity increase from
30 mm/s to 50 mm/s, the tensile of the printed PLA/GNPs specimen increased by 18.6%.
Moreover, the nozzle temperature has a more sensitive and significant effect on the strength
of printed PLA/GNPs specimens than the nozzle speed. Both nozzle velocity and nozzle
temperature have significant effects on the dimensional accuracy of the printed PLA/GNPs
specimens. With the decrease of nozzle velocity and temperature, the printing accuracy of
printed PLA/GNPs specimens improved. The dimensional standard deviation of printed
specimens decreased by 52.2%, 62.7%, and 68.3% in the X, Y, and Z direction, respectively.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.L. (Mingju Lei); Data curation, M.L. (Mingyang Li), J.Z.
and R.Y.; Formal analysis, M.L. (Mingju Lei), M.L. (Mingyang Li) and J.Z.; Funding acquisition, Q.W.;
Investigation, M.L. (Mingju Lei), Q.W. and J.Z.; Methodology, M.L. (Mingju Lei) and R.Y.; Software,
M.L. (Mingju Lei); Supervision, Q.W. and Y.W.; Visualization, M.L. (Mingyang Li); Writing—original
draft, M.L. (Mingju Lei); Writing—review & editing, Q.W. and Y.W. All authors have read and agreed
to the published version of the manuscript.



Polymers 2022, 14, 3081 21 of 22

Funding: This project was sponsored by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (grant
no. 51905438), the Key Research and Development Program of Shaanxi Province (grant no. 2022GY-
228), the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (grant no. 31020210506006), the
National Key Research and Development Program of China (grant no. 2019QY(Y)0502).

Acknowledgments: This project was sponsored by the National Natural Science Foundation of
China (grant no. 51905438), the Key Research and Development Program of Shaanxi Province
(grant no. 2022GY-228), the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (grant
no. 31020210506006), the National Key Research and Development Program of China (grant no.
2019QY(Y)0502). We would like to thank the Analytical & Testing Center of Northwestern Polytech-
nical University.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

References
1. Rahim, T.N.A.T.; Abdullah, A.M.; Md Akil, H. Recent developments in fused deposition modeling-based 3D printing of polymers

and their composites. Polym. Rev. 2019, 59, 589–624. [CrossRef]
2. Qattawi, A. Investigating the effect of fused deposition modeling processing parameters using Taguchi design of experiment

method. J. Manuf. Processes 2018, 36, 164–174.
3. Awasthi, P.; Banerjee, S.S. Fused deposition modeling of thermoplastic elastomeric materials: Challenges and opportunities.

Addit. Manuf. 2021, 46, 102177. [CrossRef]
4. Vyavahare, S.; Teraiya, S.; Panghal, D.; Kumar, S. Fused deposition modelling: A review. Rapid Prototyp. J. 2019, 26, 176–201.

[CrossRef]
5. Wong, K.V.; Hernandez, A. A review of additive manufacturing. Int. Sch. Res. Not. 2012, 2012, 30–38. [CrossRef]
6. Thiam, B.G.; El Magri, A.; Vanaei, H.R.; Vaudreuil, S. 3D Printed and Conventional Membranes—A Review. Polymers 2022,

14, 1023. [CrossRef]
7. Sathies, T.; Senthil, P.; Anoop, M.S. A review on advancements in applications of fused deposition modelling process. Rapid

Prototyp. J. 2020, 26, 669–687.
8. Lee, J.Y.; An, J.; Chua, C.K. Fundamentals and applications of 3D printing for novel materials. Appl. Mater. Today 2017, 7, 120–133.

[CrossRef]
9. Goh, G.D.; Agarwala, S.; Goh, G.L.; Dikshit, V.; Sing, S.L.; Yeong, W.Y. Additive manufacturing in unmanned aerial vehicles

(UAVs): Challenges and potential. Aerosp. Sci. Technol. 2017, 63, 140–151. [CrossRef]
10. Chen, G.; Chen, N.; Wang, Q. Fabrication and properties of poly(vinyl alcohol)/b-tricalcium phosphate composite scaffolds via

fused deposition modeling for bone tissue engineering. Compos. Sci. Technol. 2019, 172, 17–28. [CrossRef]
11. Hwang, S.; Reyes, E.I.; Moon, K.S.; Rumpf, R.C.; Kim, N.S. Thermo-mechanical Characterization of Metal/Polymer Composite

Filaments and Printing Parameter Study for Fused Deposition Modeling in the 3D Printing Process. J. Electron. Mater. 2015, 44,
771–777. [CrossRef]

12. Castles, F.; Isakov, D.; Lui, A.; Lei, Q.; Dancer, C.; Wang, Y.; Janurudin, J.; Speller, S.; Grovenor, C.; Grant, P.S. Microwave dielectric
characterisation of 3D-printed BaTiO3/ABS polymer composites. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 22714. [CrossRef]

13. Zhong, W.; Li, F.; Zhang, Z.; Song, L.; Li, Z. Short fiber reinforced composites for fused deposition modeling. Mater. Sci. Eng. A
2001, 301, 125–130. [CrossRef]

14. Polyzos, E.; Van Hemelrijck, D.; Pyl, L. Numerical modelling of the elastic properties of 3D-printed specimens of thermoplastic
matrix reinforced with continuous fibres. Compos. Part B 2021, 211, 108671. [CrossRef]

15. Shofner, M.; Lozano, K.; Rodríguez-Macías, F.; Barrera, E. Nanofiber-reinforced polymers prepared by fused deposition modeling.
J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2003, 89, 3081–3090. [CrossRef]

16. Weng, Z.; Wang, J.; Senthil, T.; Wu, L. Mechanical and thermal properties of ABS/montmorillonite nanocomposites for fused
deposition modeling 3D printing. Mater. Des. 2016, 102, 276–283. [CrossRef]

17. Wang, Y.; Lei, M.; Wei, Q.; Wang, Y.; Zhang, J.; Guo, Y.; Saroia, J. 3D printing biocompatible l-Arg/GNPs/PLA nanocomposites
with enhanced mechanical property and thermal stability. J. Mater. Sci. 2020, 55, 5064–5078. [CrossRef]

18. Chacón, J.M.; Caminero, M.A.; García-Plaza, E.; Núnez, P.J. Additive manufacturing of PLA structures using fused deposition
modelling: Effect of process parameters on mechanical properties and their optimal selection. Mater. Des. 2017, 124, 143–157.
[CrossRef]

19. Bakır, A.A.; Atik, R.; Özerinç, S. Effect of fused deposition modeling process parameters on the mechanical properties of recycled
polyethylene terephthalate parts. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2021, 138, 49709. [CrossRef]

20. Rajpurohit, S.R.; Dave, H.K. Effect of process parameters on tensile strength of FDM printed PLA part. Rapid Prototyp. J. 2018, 24,
1317–1324. [CrossRef]

21. Kumar, N.; Jain, P.K.; Tandon, P.; Pandey, P.M. The effect of process parameters on tensile behavior of 3D printed flexible parts of
ethylene vinyl acetate (EVA). J. Manuf. Processes 2018, 35, 317–326. [CrossRef]

22. Tang, C.; Liu, J.; Yang, Y.; Liu, Y.; Jiang, S.; Hao, W. Effect of process parameters on mechanical properties of 3D printed PLA
lattice structures. Compos. Part C Open Access 2020, 3, 100076. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1080/15583724.2019.1597883
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addma.2021.102177
http://doi.org/10.1108/RPJ-04-2019-0106
http://doi.org/10.5402/2012/208760
http://doi.org/10.3390/polym14051023
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmt.2017.02.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ast.2016.12.019
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2019.01.004
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11664-014-3425-6
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep22714
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-5093(00)01810-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2021.108671
http://doi.org/10.1002/app.12496
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2016.04.045
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10853-020-04353-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2017.03.065
http://doi.org/10.1002/app.49709
http://doi.org/10.1108/RPJ-06-2017-0134
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmapro.2018.08.013
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcomc.2020.100076


Polymers 2022, 14, 3081 22 of 22

23. Vanaei, H.R.; Raissi, K.; Deligant, M.; Shirinbayan, M.; Fitoussi, J.; Khelladi, S.; Tcharkhtchi, A. Toward the understanding of
temperature effect on bonding strength, dimensions and geometry of 3D-printed parts. J. Mater. Sci. 2020, 55, 14677–14689.
[CrossRef]

24. Vanaei, H.; Shirinbayan, M.; Deligant, M. Influence of process parameters on thermal and mechanical properties of polylactic acid
fabricated by fused filament fabrication. Polym. Eng. Sci. 2020, 60, 1822–1831. [CrossRef]

25. Kovan, V.; Altan, G.; Topal, E.S. Effect of layer thickness and print orientation on strength of 3D printed and adhesively bonded
single lap joints. J. Mech. Sci. Technol. 2017, 31, 2197–2201. [CrossRef]

26. Yang, L.; Li, S.; Li, Y.; Yang, M.; Yuan, Q. Experimental investigations for optimizing the extrusion parameters on FDM PLA
printed parts. J. Mater. Eng. Perform. 2019, 28, 169–182. [CrossRef]

27. Boschetto, A.; Giordano, V.; Veniali, F. Modelling micro geometrical profiles in fused deposition process. Int. J. Adv. Manuf.
Technol. 2012, 61, 945–956. [CrossRef]

28. Mohamed, O.A.; Masood, S.H.; Bhowmik, J.L. Optimization of fused deposition modeling process parameters: A review of
current research and future prospects. Adv. Manuf. 2015, 3, 42–53. [CrossRef]

29. Song, K.; Zhang, D.; Yin, J.; Huang, Y. Computational study of extrusion bioprinting with jammed gelatin microgel-based
composite ink. Addit. Manuf. 2021, 41, 101963. [CrossRef]

30. Xu, Y.; Zhang, H.; Šavija, B.; Figueiredo, S.C.; Schlangen, E. Deformation and fracture of 3D printed disordered lattice materials:
Experiments and modeling. Mater. Des. 2019, 162, 143–153. [CrossRef]

31. Bellini, A. Fused Deposition of Ceramics: A Comprehensive Experimental, Analytical and Computational Study of Material
Behavior, Fabrication Process and Equipment Design. Ph.D. Thesis, Drexel University, Philadelphia, PA, USA, 2002.

32. Liu, Q.; Zhang, N.; Wei, W.; Hu, X.; Tan, Y.; Yu, Y.; Deng, Y.; Bi, C.; Zhang, L.; Zhang, H. Assessing the dynamic extrusion-based
3D printing process for power-law fluid using numerical simulation. J. Food Eng. 2020, 275, 109861. [CrossRef]

33. Gleadall, A.; Ashcroft, I.; Segal, J. VOLCO: A predictive model for 3D printed microarchitecture. Addit. Manuf. 2018, 21, 605–618.
[CrossRef]

34. Thomas, J.P.; Rodríguez, J.F. Modeling the Fracture Strength Between Fused Deposition Extruded Roads. In Proceedings of the
11th Solid Freeform Fabrication Symposium, Austin, TX, USA, 9–11 August 2000; pp. 16–23.

35. Brenken, B.; Barocio, E.; Favaloro, A.; Kunc, V.; Pipes, R.B. Development and validation of extrusion deposition additive
manufacturing process simulations. Addit. Manuf. 2019, 25, 218–226. [CrossRef]

36. Brenken, B.; Barocio, E.; Favaloro, A.J.; Pipes, B.R. Simulation of semi-crystallinecomposites in the extrusion deposition additive
manufacturing process. Sci. Age Exp. 2017, 90–102.

37. McIlroy, C.; Olmsted, P.D. Disentanglement Effects on Welding Behaviour of Polymer Melts During the Fused-Filament-
Fabrication Method for Additive Manufacturing. Polymer 2017, 123, 376–391. [CrossRef]

38. D’Amico, A.; Peterson, A.M. An adaptable FEA simulation of material extrusion additive manufacturing heat transfer in 3D.
Addit. Manuf. 2018, 21, 422–430. [CrossRef]

39. Xia, H.; Lu, J.; Dabiri, S.; Tryggvason, G. Fully resolved numerical simulations of fused deposition modeling. Part I: Fluid flow.
Rapid Protot. J. 2018, 24, 463–476. [CrossRef]

40. Xia, H.; Lu, J.; Tryggvason, G. Simulations of fused filament fabrication using a front tracking method. Int. J. Heat Mass Transf.
2019, 138, 1310–1319. [CrossRef]

41. Du, J.; Wei, Z.; Wang, X.; Wang, J.; Chen, Z. An improved fused depositionmodeling process for forming large-size thin-walled
parts. J. Mater. Process. Technol. 2016, 234, 332–341. [CrossRef]

42. Comminal, R.; Serdeczny, M.P.; Pedersen, D.B.; Spangenberg, J. Numerical modeling of the strand deposition flow in extrusion-
based additive manufacturing. Addit. Manuf. 2018, 20, 68–76. [CrossRef]

43. Serdeczny, M.P.; Comminal, R.; Pedersen, D.B.; Spangenberg, J. Numerical simulations of the mesostructure formation in material
extrusion additive manufacturing. Addit. Manuf. 2019, 28, 419–429. [CrossRef]

44. Shi, S.; Peng, Z.; Jing, J.; Yang, L.; Chen, Y. 3D Printing of Delicately Controllable Cellular Nanocomposites Based on Polylactic
Acid Incorporating Graphene/Carbon Nanotube Hybrids for Efficient Electromagnetic Interference Shielding. ACS Sustain. Chem.
Eng. 2020, 8, 7962. [CrossRef]

45. Li, Q.; Niu, H.; Yuan, J. Macroscopic and mesoscopic simulation of viscoelastic free surface flow in gas-assisted injection moulding
process. Can. J. Chem. Eng. 2019, 97, 2359–2368. [CrossRef]

46. Li, Q.; Ouyang, J.; Yang, B.; Li, X. Numerical simulation of gas-assisted injection molding using CLSVOF method. Appl. Math.
Model. 2012, 36, 2262–2274. [CrossRef]

47. Son, G.; Hur, N. A coupled level set and volume-of-fluid method for the buoyancy-driven motion of fluid particles. Numer. Heat
Transf. Part B Fundam. 2002, 42, 523–542. [CrossRef]

48. ASTM D638-14; Standard Test Method for Tensile Properties of Plastics. ASTM International: West Conshohocken, PA, USA, 2014.
49. Kaveh, M.; Badrossamay, M.; Foroozmehr, E.; Etefagh, A.H. Optimization of the printing parameters affecting dimensional

accuracy and internal cavity for HIPS material used in fused deposition modeling processes. J. Mater. Process. Technol. 2015, 226,
280–286. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s10853-020-05057-9
http://doi.org/10.1002/pen.25419
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12206-017-0415-7
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11665-018-3784-x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00170-011-3744-1
http://doi.org/10.1007/s40436-014-0097-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addma.2021.101963
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2018.11.047
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfoodeng.2019.109861
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addma.2018.04.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addma.2018.10.041
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2017.06.051
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addma.2018.02.021
http://doi.org/10.1108/RPJ-12-2016-0217
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2019.04.132
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmatprotec.2016.04.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addma.2017.12.013
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addma.2019.05.024
http://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.0c01877
http://doi.org/10.1002/cjce.23489
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apm.2011.08.023
http://doi.org/10.1080/10407790260444804
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmatprotec.2015.07.012

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Preparation of PLA/GNPs Nanocomposite 
	Physical and Numerical Models 
	Principle of the Numerical Algorithm 

	Results and Discussions 
	Simulation Results and Analysis 
	The Temperature Field and the Viscosity Field 
	Evolution of the Cross-Section Morphology of the Deposited Filament 

	Experimental Validation 
	Validation of the Influence of Printing Parameters on the Morphology and Dimension of the Deposited Filament 
	Effect of Printing Parameters on the Mechanical Property of the PrintedPLA/GNPs Nanocomposite 


	Conclusions 
	References

