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Abstract

:

The forming limit diagrams (FLDs) characterizing the formability of sheet metals are usually obtained by applying proportional loadings. Nevertheless, the industrial processes involve strain path changes that can modify the limit-strain values. In addition, for strongly anisotropic sheet metals such as the Zn-Cu-Ti zinc alloy, large differences in forming limit curves (FLCs) with respect to the sheet rolling direction are observed. In the present work, the analysis of the effect of bilinear strain paths on the FLC is addressed by both experimental measurements and numerical simulations. For this purpose, a miniature testing device was used that allows evaluation of the influence of strain path changes on the limit strain on samples at 0°, 45° and 90° with respect to the sheet rolling direction cut from non-standard large samples previously subjected to a prestrain along the RD up to an early deformation of ~0.12. Numerical simulations were carried out using the well-known Marciniak and Kuczynski (MK) theory in conjunction with the viscoplastic self-consistent (VPSC) crystal plasticity model. In order to account for the grain fragmentation process due to the continuous dynamic recrystallization (CDRX) mechanism, an ad hoc short-range interaction effect (SRE) model was included in the simulations. Additionally, the measured and simulated texture evolution of Zn-Cu-Ti alloy sheets at the different stages of the deformations were shown. The capacity of the MK-VPSC-SRE model was validated, and the limitations to simulating the texture development, flow stress and forming limit curves, including a non-proportional strain path, were discussed.
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1. Introduction


The Zn-Cu-Ti alloy sheets have good malleability and weldability, and excellent corrosion resistance and surface finish aspect, making zinc alloys a good industrial choice for architectural and building industry applications, allowing skin-type creations in vanguard projects [1]. Despite its wide range of applications and advantages, there are only a few research works on the formability of these types of alloys. Most of the research contribution focuses on other hexagonal close-packed (HCP) materials such as titanium, magnesium or zirconium [2,3]. Zinc alloys processed in the sheet form are highly anisotropic, reinforced by a strong crystallographic basal texture and a reduced number of available slip systems and twinning. In this regard, Jansen et al. [4] and Milesi et al. [5] evaluated the forming limit curve (FLC) of a low Cu-Ti zinc sheet along the rolling (RD) and transverse (TD) directions, finding a high dependence of the limit-strain behavior with the loading direction where, in particular, they were the first to highlight an unusual strain limit behavior when the major principal strain is aligned to the RD for strain paths in the region of the expansion zone. Later, this abrupt decrease in the formability near the balanced biaxial (EBA) expansion was also confirmed by the work of Schlosser et al. [6] for a similar zinc alloy sheet. Milesi et al. [7] studied the dispersion of the limit-strain values as a result of tracking samples of 24 coils of commercial Zn-Cu-Ti alloy, showing a non-negligible variability in the limit strains between coils, especially for strain paths in the expansion region in the case of specimens tested along the RD. Schwindt et al. (2015) examined the dependence of the FLD on sheet orientation for a Zn20 (Zn-Cu-Ti) zinc alloy sheet along the RD, DD and TD, showing that the predicted limit strains depend greatly on the sample orientation.



The industrial forming process of sheet metals involves strain path changes as a consequence of the required complex strain pattern. The effects of loading history on the limit-strain profile have been researched mainly for aluminum and steel sheets, and much less for HCP materials. On aluminum alloys, Graf [8] studied the effect of the changing strain path on forming limit diagrams of 2008-T4 samples and observed different effects on the FLD for three different prestrains: biaxial, uniaxial tension and plane strain. Dhara [9] used uniaxial tension on the RD and TD as the prestrain in the FLD of AA5754-O material, and found a shift in the FLD depending on the amount and direction of uniaxial prestrain. The FLC increases in the left-hand side, and decreases in the right-hand side of the diagram under a prestrain along the transverse direction (TD) or rolling direction (RD). Laukonis [10] worked on the effects of strain path changes on the formability of A-K-steel and 2036-T4 aluminum sheets; the authors showed that the formability is reduced in proportion to the magnitude of the balanced biaxial prestrain. For the 2036-T4 aluminum, some strain-limit states, which were available to the materials without prestrain, become unattainable for a two-step process and vice versa. Abedini [11] performed non-proportional tests with uniaxial or biaxial prestrain followed by abrupt changes in the stress state to plane-strain tension or shear in the ZEK100-O sheet. The authors observed that the strain limit under the shear state did not show any significant sensitivity to prestrain histories, but for the plane-strain tension condition, the strain limit is reduced.



In the case of zinc alloys, Schlosser et al. [6] showed that the use of a bilinear strain, equibiaxial followed by uniaxial tension, extends the formability of the analyzed material. However, the higher limit strains were less sensitive to the orientation of the sheet when compared to a one-stage purely proportional deformation path. The limit strains along the RD and DD were similar for all the tested prestrain values, whereas in the TD case limit-strain values decreased as the prestrain increased. However, this study was limited only to an evaluation of the limit strain under uniaxial tension after a biaxial prestrain. The complete FLD was not assessed. Borodachekova et al. [12] studied the mechanical response and texture evolution of a Zn alloy sheet subjected to deformation involving a load reversal. Additionally, these works analyzed the effect of a prestrain on only one strain path in zinc alloys, and the prestrain effect on the full FLD has not yet been studied. Recently, Muñoz et al. [13] showed that previous equal channel angular sheet extrusion (ECASE) processing resulted in a slightly higher limit strain when compared with the response of the non-predeformed material. Additionally, magnesium and zinc alloy presented continuous dynamic recrystallization (CDRX) under specific loading and temperature conditions. Leonard et al. [14] established the occurrence of CDRX during bilinear tension tests at room temperature for a Zn-Cu-Ti alloy, but a limit-strain analysis was not addressed in their study. Even though limit strains are a point of great interest, the effect of the deformation path changes and the influence of CDRX on the limit strains for zinc alloy sheets is an issue that has not been addressed to the knowledge of the authors.



The use of micromechanical models for the prediction of the forming limit behavior of sheet metals has advanced significantly; crystal plasticity (CP) models provide a framework to better understand the relation between flow localization and the material’s microstructure. See, for example, [15] for a brief review of recent investigations using the Marciniak–Kuczynski (MK) technique in conjunction with crystal plasticity models. Under this framework, Yang et al. [16] studied the limit behavior of an AA5052-O sheet under three types of prestrains (uniaxial tension, plane-strain tension and in-plane equibiaxial tension). They found that prestraining in uniaxial tension and in-plane equibiaxial tension significantly affects the FLC profiles, while a plane-strain prestrain has a smaller effect. The authors performed two sets of experiments to validate their results: a uniaxial prestrain and cylindrical cup drawing. A comparison between the predictions and experimental data showed good agreement. Within the framework of the MK-VPSC model and applying the methodology developed by Kuroda and Tvergaard [17], Schwindt et al. [18] evaluated three sets of abruptly changing two-step strain and stress paths for FCC materials. This issue has been and is still today extensively researched, both experimentally and through computational modeling [15]. Modeling crystallographic texture evolution in zinc sheets was initially studied by Philippe and colleagues [19,20] using the Taylor model. Assuming basal, prismatic and twinning as plastic deformation mechanisms, the authors describe the evolution of the texture and microstructure of Zn-Cu and Zn-Cu-Ti alloy sheets produced by cold rolling up to 80% reduction. Later, Fundenberger et al. [21], using the same zinc alloy and the same framework, simulated the elastic limit and the planar anisotropy coefficient, finding a good agreement between the experimental values and those of the Taylor model. Cauvin et al. [22], using the VPSC model, analyzed the mechanical anisotropy of a Zn–Cu–Ti alloy, focusing mainly on the tensile response and the texture evolution. More recently, Roatta et al. [23] introduced, using a VPSC model under an affine linearization procedure, a short-range interaction effect (SRE) by enforcing the continuity of the lattice rotation field between pairs of orientations randomly chosen to effectively mimic the effects of continuous dynamic recrystallization (CDRX) on the texture evolution of the Zn-Cu-Ti alloy sheet under monotonic loadings. In particular, the typical splitting of the basal poles predicted by VPSC simulations without the recrystallization effect when tensile loading is aligned to the transverse direction is avoided, in agreement with the experimental evidence. However, the authors do not mention the effect on the limit-strain behavior of the material. The proposed ad hoc SRE model was validated by the authors for tensile and shear tests at different loading directions (RD, DD and TD) and low strains.



The aim of this work is to evaluate, experimentally and by modeling, the forming limit diagram (FLD) of a 0.65-mm-thick Zn-Cu-Ti alloy along the RD, DD and TD using samples previously subjected to a prestrain along the RD in order to establish the validity and limitations of the SRE scheme for mimicking the effects of CDRX in conjunction with the MK technique. The materials and methods are summarized in Section 2 that encompasses material characterization, mechanical response and the methodology to obtain the forming limit curve including digital image correlation techniques to evaluate the limit strain. The theoretical framework of the MK-VPSC model is outlined in Section 3. Then results are presented in Section 4 where the capabilities and limitations of the simulated FLCs and texture evolution are evaluated in comparison with the corresponding experimental data. Finally, Section 5 summarizes the main concluding remarks related to this research.




2. Materials and Methods


We performed this zinc formability study with four groups of experiments. The first and second group characterized the microstructure and the crystallographic texture of the as-received material, respectively. The third group of tests characterized the mechanical response of the material. Uniaxial tensile tests in and at 90° the sheet’s rolling direction, RD and TD, respectively, make up these experiments. The fourth group of experiments corresponded to tests used to characterize sheet formability: the FLC was addressed by both experimental measurements and numerical simulations, with and without a prestrain along RD.



2.1. As-Received Material


The material for this study was a commercial Zn–Cu–Ti sheet of 0.65 mm thickness. The addition of Cu results in an increase in strength, hardness and creep resistance [24]; Ti has lower solubility, and precipitate TiZn16 is an intermetallic phase [25]. The evaluated zinc sheet was manufactured by continuous cast followed by rolling in two steps, the first one comprised two passes at high temperature. Then, the sheet was coiled and the final rolling step consisted of several passes near room temperature (~50–80 °C) until the final thickness was achieved. The optical micrograph (Olympus PME 3, manufactured by Olympus Comporation, Tokyo, Japan) reveals a heterogeneous distribution of the intermetallic phase, where there are regions with a clear preferential alignment along RD while others are more randomly distributed (Figure 1a). The EBSD map shows the existence of a non-negligible twin fraction in the as-received material as a consequence of the manufacturing thermo-mechanical process (Figure 1b) [13].




2.2. Texture Measurement


The crystallographic texture was characterized by four incomplete pole figures     (  0002  )    ,     {  10  1 ¯  0  }    ,     {  10  1 ¯  1  }     and     {  10  1 ¯  2  }     measured by X-ray diffraction in a Philips X’Pert Pro MPD system equipped with a texture goniometer, a Cu Ka radiation source polycapillary optics. The MTEX toolbox [26] was used to correct background and defocusing and to calculate the orientation distribution function (ODF), where the selected kernel function was De la Vallee Poussin with a halfwidth equal to 10°. Recalculated PFs     (  0002  )     and     {  10  1 ¯  0  }     are shown in Figure 2. In sheets of zinc, as with those of all the metals of hexagonal close-packed structure (HCP), the distribution of c-axis is strongly dependent on the c/a ratio. In the case of zinc—c/a = 1.856—this implies a high concentration of basal crystal directions tilted at 20–25° with respect to the sheet, normal in the plane defined by the rolling and the normal sheet directions. Additionally, a minor fiber of crystallites oriented with c-axis parallel to TD and    ⟨ 10  1 ¯   0 ⟩     parallel to RD can be observed in the ODF for     φ 1  = 90 ° ,    Φ  = 90 ° ,    φ 2  = 0 °    and    60 °   .




2.3. Tensile Tests


The tests were performed at room temperature and at a constant strain rate of 4 × 10−4 s−1 using an Instron 3382 universal testing machine. Displacement and strain were measured using digital image correlation (DIC) technique taking one image per second with a Nikon D3300 camera (Nikon (Thailand) Co., Ayutthaya, Thailand) with a Micro-Nikkor 85 mm f/3.5 G lens Image processing was performed using open-source code Ncorr v1.2 [27]. The following DIC parameters were adopted: subset radius: 50 pixels; spacing between subsets: 5 pixels; strain radius was adjusted to 8 pixels. Lankford coefficients (  r  ) were determined over the gauge area from the yield point until the end, from longitudinal and transverse strain increment assuming constant volume. Figure 3 shows the experimental engineering stress–strain curves following the ISO 6892-1 standard specimen cut along RD, DD and TD. Highly anisotropic response in the flow stress levels and the max. elongation is in agreement with available reports in the literature [5]. The R-values or Lankford coefficients were 0.20, 0.27 and 0.47 at 0°, 45° and 90° to the rolling direction, respectively. These values were taken at 15% strain and no significant variation was found as strain increase [28,29].




2.4. Forming Limit Diagram


Several strain paths, ranging from uniaxial tension (UAT) to balanced biaxial stretching (EBA) and including plane strain (PS), are necessary in order to properly characterize the FLC. These sets of proportional loadings are obtained using a miniature MK testing device [30] that considers an 80-mm-diameter specimen blank stretched through a 45-mm aperture by a 40-mm diameter × 5-mm shoulder-radius punch. Figure 4 shows the designed device (i.e., punch, die support and optical system), and specimen geometries used in the MK forming limit experiments to obtain the required loading paths in the strain space. The limit strains were evaluated using the classical Bragard-type technique assisted by DIC [31].



For all the experiments, the interface surfaces between the specimens and carrier blanks were sandblasted to maximize friction and the punch/carrier blank surface lubricated with a Molykote 321-R spray lubricant.





3. MK-VPSC Framework


The constitutive model used in this work is defined in the context of the MK-VPSC framework [17]. The material response, accounting for its anisotropy, is evaluated using a rate-dependent (VP) crystal plasticity self-consistent (SC) polycrystalline model [32,33] under an affine linearization assumption. The SC formulation allows each grain to deform differently, according to its directional properties and the strength of the interaction between the grain and its surroundings. In this sense, each grain is in turn considered to be an ellipsoidal inclusion surrounded by a homogeneous effective medium (HEM) that has the average properties of the polycrystal. The properties of the HEM are not known in advance because they result from an average of the individual grain behavior, once convergence is achieved. The material aggregate is represented by a set of orientations and volume fractions to reproduce the initial crystallographic texture.



The dislocation slip rates,      γ ˙  s    , are derived from the resolved shear stresses,     τ s    , using a viscoplastic exponential law


     γ ˙  s  =   γ ˙  o s     |     τ s     τ c s     |    1 / n   s g n  (   τ s   )    



(1)




where     τ c s     is the critical resolved shear stress and      γ ˙  o s     is the reference strain rate. Assuming that plastic deformation arises from crystallographic (slip or twinning) systems, where geometry can be characterized by      b  s    : the slip-plane direction or Burger’s vector, and      n  s    : the slip-plane normal direction. The plastic velocity gradient tensor      L  p     can be determined from the dislocation motion along these specific planes and directions in the crystal


     L  p  =   ∑  s    γ ˙  s      b  s  ⊗   n  s    



(2)




where      γ ˙  s     is the associated shear rate, which determines the crystal reorientation. The Schmid orientation tensor, defined as      b  s  ⊗   n  s    , has symmetric      m  s     and skew-symmetric      q  s     components given by


     m  s  =  1 2   (      n  s  ⊗   b  s  +   b  s  ⊗   n  s   )    



(3a)






     q  s  =  1 2   (      n  s  ⊗   b  s  −   b  s  ⊗   n  s   )    



(3b)







Under a stress state,    σ   , plastic flow takes place on a given system if the resolved shear stress     τ s     (    τ s  =   m  s    :    σ    ) reaches a critical value, called the critical resolved shear stress (CRSS)     τ c s    . The evolution of the stress threshold with deformation allows to describe the hardening of each system as    Δ  τ s  =   d  τ s     d Γ      ∑      H  s  s ′    Δ  γ  s ′     , where     H  s  s ′       is described by an analytical function that can depend on the accumulated shear strain. Frequently,   H   adopts the form:     H  α β   =  q  α β      h β     (no sum on   β  ), where     q  α β      is the interaction matrix that describes the self and latent hardening behavior. The      d  τ s     d Γ       factor can be evaluated from the extended Voce law [34] as


    τ s  =  τ 0 s  +  (   τ 1 s  +  θ 1 s  Γ  )   (  1 − exp  (  − Γ  |     θ 0 s     τ 1 s     |   )   )    



(4)




where   Γ   is the accumulated shear strain in the grain,     τ 0 s    ,     τ 0 s  +  τ 1 s    ,     θ 0 s     and     θ 1 s     are the initial CRSS, the back extrapolated CRSS, the initial hardening rate and the asymptotic hardening rate of system s, respectively.



The overall behavior, macroscopic deviatoric stress     s ¯    , deviatoric strain rate     d ¯     and modulus     M ¯     can be evaluated performing homogenization on a given linearized heterogeneous medium (see Lebensohn et al. [32] for details). As was previously mentioned, low-alloy zinc sheets can show an appreciable grain fragmentation process during deformation, even at room temperature [14]. Roatta et al. [23] proposed a simple and ad hoc additional reorientation term that coupled pairs of fragment orientations (Equation (5)); in this way the observed texture evolution of the Zn-Cu-Ti alloy sheet can better reproduce and mimic the effects of CDRX at the macroscopic level. The additional lattice rotation rate, due to this SRE effect, is given by


     w  i  =   W ¯   −  1 N    ∑   k = 1  N    ∑  s    q   k    s    γ ˙  k s  +  1 N    ∑   k = 1  N     w ˜   k    



(5)




where i ranges over the subset of neighboring orientations. In our simulations, N is limited to three. The other terms are the antisymmetric component of the macroscopic velocity gradient      W ¯     , the plastic spin      q  s     and the reorientation rate of the associated ellipsoidal inclusion     w ˜    .



The VPSC-SRE formulation is implemented in conjunction with the well-known MK approach. MK techniques involve the equilibrium and compatibility conditions being fulfilled at the interface with the band, which is initially inclined at an angle     Ψ 0     with respect to the principal axis (Figure 5). The integration of the MK-VPSC model follows the formulation described in Schwindt et al. [17] that developed a direct approach to evaluate the strain in the band zone, significantly reducing the CPU time and avoiding the need to solve Newton–Raphson at the level of the MK model.



The compatibility condition at the band interface is given in terms of the differences between the velocity gradients      L ¯   ,      L ¯   b     inside and outside the band respectively


      L ¯   b  =   L ¯   +   c ˙   ⊗  n    



(6)







Equation (6) is decomposed into the symmetric     D ¯     and screw-symmetric     W ¯     parts


      D ¯   b  =   D ¯   +  1 2   (    c ˙   ⊗  n  +  n  ⊗   c ˙    )      



(7)






      W ¯   b  =   W ¯   +  1 2   (    c ˙   ⊗  n  −  n  ⊗   c ˙    )    



(8)







Here,    n    is the unit normal to the band, and     c ˙     is a vector to be determined. The equilibrium conditions required at the band interface are given by


      W ¯   b  =   W ¯   +  1 2   (    c ˙   ⊗  n  −  n  ⊗   c ˙    )    



(9)




where     σ ¯     denotes the Cauchy stress. Noting that     δ  ij      is the Kronecker symbol, the boundary condition      σ ¯   33   = 0    (i.e.,      σ ¯   i j   =   s ¯   i j   −   s ¯   33    δ  i j   ,    i  = 1 , 2 , 3   ) is applied.



The main feature of the implementation of the direct approach is briefly described below; numerical aspects are detailed in [17]. Starting from Equation (6), it is possible to relate the band       L ¯   b     to     L ¯    , assuming that     L ¯     is constant for a small deformation increment, and expressing       L ¯   b     in a reference system associated with the band, tensors take the following form


      L ¯        [ b ]       b  =  [        L ¯   n n  b     ⋆        L ¯   n t  b     0        L ¯   t n  b     ⋆        L ¯   t t  b     0     0   0      L ¯   33  b     ⋆       ]  =  [        D ¯   n n  b        D ¯   n t  b  +   W ¯   n t  b     0        D ¯   n t  b  −   W ¯   n t  b        D ¯   t t  b     0     0   0      D ¯   33  b       ]    



(10)







Assuming that the material is incompressible,      D ¯       [ b ]        33  b  = −   D ¯       [ b ]        n n  b  −   D ¯       [ b ]        t t  b  = −   D ¯   11  b  −   D ¯   22  b    , consequently, Equation (9) holds that


         σ ¯       [ b ]        n n  b   h b  =   σ ¯       [ b ]        n n    h         σ ¯       [ b ]        n t  b   h b  =   σ ¯       [ b ]        n t    h     →       σ ¯       [ b ]        n n  b  =  1 f    σ ¯       [ b ]        n n             σ ¯        [ b ]        n t  b  =  1 f    σ ¯       [ b ]        n t          



(11)




where   f   is the so-called imperfection factor. This enable that once the strain rate and stress are determined for the homogenous zone, the corresponding mechanical state of the band is determined


      L ¯        [ b ]       b  =  [        L ¯   n n  b     ⋆        L ¯   n t  b     0        L ¯   t n  b     ⋆        L ¯   t t  b     0     0   0      L ¯   33  b     ⋆       ]  ,    σ ¯        [ b ]       b  =  [       1  f       σ ¯   n n  b       1  f       σ ¯   n t  b     0           σ ¯   t t  b    ⋆     0      s y m .       0     ]    



(12)







This procedure allows decoupling of the two MK zones and implementation of the MK technique in an efficient and robust way, and each band calculation to be computed as an image of a vector of coarrays in modern Fortran (F2003). This formulation was implemented in an in-house MK-VPSC code. The reader can find algorithmic details in [17].




4. Results and Discussion


4.1. Proportional Strain Paths


Figure 6 shows that the stress anisotropy observed in the tensile tests is also present in the FLDs. The FLC evaluation process involved three samples per each testing direction (   ρ = U A T   ,    ρ ~ 0   ,    0 < ρ < 1   ); an exception was the balanced biaxial strain path, which is common. In addition, the dispersion observed in the measurements is within the standard for this type of measurement [7]. As expected, the lowest strain level is observed in the    F L  D  T D      with a minimum in the plane strain. Similar limit-strain values were found in previous works [4,6]. The sheet forming capacity is higher for the    F L  D  R D     , while intermediate values are observed for specimens cut along    F L  D  D D      and less for    F L  D  T D      specimens. In particular, the uniaxial and intermediate loading paths (   ρ ~ 0.5   ) maximize the deformation (true strain) of the sheet in the RD (    ε I  = 0.50    and     ε I  = 0.48 ,    respectively), while for the DD and TD, the major strain increases monotonically from PS to EBA.



In order to complete the material characterization, the crystallographic textures after UAT tests along the RD, DD and TD were measured at strain levels of 0.30, 0.24 and 0.19, respectively (Figure 7). The samples were extracted from a homogeneous strain zone as close as possible to the necking domain. The     (  0002  )     fiber intensity increases for UAT-RD and UAT-DD, while in the UAT-TD case this is less marked as a consequence of the uniaxial deformation. Similar changes in the relative intensities were reported in [35]. According to Roatta et al. [23], the main texture component oriented initially in the plane ND-TD at    Φ = 22.5 °    changes to    Φ = 18 °    for the RD sample. In the first case, the fiber also displays a higher concentration of orientations next to     φ 2  = 0 °    and 60°, showing that the prismatic planes’ normal tends to align with the TD. However, in the TD’s case, this preferential distribution with respect to     φ 2     is not observed, while the DD case shows an intermediate behavior. Moreover, crystals with the c-axes normal to the ND are clearly in a non-stable orientation and they move away from the beginning of the deformation.



Figure 8 shows the crystallographic texture of the zinc sheets at the end of the first stage of uniaxial stretching. As is mentioned above, the basal poles tend to rotate to the ND direction and increase the intensity. Comparing this     (  0002  )     pole figure with those in Figure 7, it is observed that reorientation of the basal poles takes place in a more pronounced way at the beginning of the deformation (<~10%) and tends to stabilize the maximum position. Changes only appear when looking at the texture’s intensity.




4.2. Effect of an Initial UAT Prestrain along RD on the FLDs


The influence of a prestrain on the formability of the material, and the initial uniaxial extension tests along the RD up to an average deformation of ~0.12 were realized. For this, a non-standard sample (140 × 85 mm2), to be large enough for FLD samples to be cut from it, was designed (Figure 9). Several tests were performed since no more than two samples per test with acceptable strain homogeneity could be drawn.



Figure 10 shows the forming limit values for the Zn-Cu-Ti samples subjected to a previous UAT prestrain along the RD. In order to compare with the corresponding standard FLDs (Figure 6), the measurement limit-strain values were superimposed to the average uniaxial strain first loading. The gray lines indicate the FLC of the material without prestrain. It is clear that the effects of a relatively small imposed prestrain is enough to introduce a non-negligible variation in the limit-strain values, particularly when the principal axis is not aligned with the principal axes of anisotropy (   F L  D  D D      and    F L  D  T D     ). For the left-hand side of the FLD, the samples along the RD display the smaller differences between both loading situations; however, this gap is more appreciable for the DD case and maximizes up to a gain of no less than 0.1 for the TD. In this last case, the FLD profile is close, and only the expected shift due to the prestrain is observed. In addition, for the right-hand side of the FLC, all the curves show a relatively more uniform behavior when a UAT prestrain along the RD is imposed. This observation is not valid for the prestrained RD samples under loading paths close to the plane strain condition. Unfortunately, it was not possible for us to have valid samples for the    F L  D  D D      case with    0.5 < ρ < 1   . For many sheet-forming operations, the limit-strain value near the plane-strain condition is the minimum limit-strain value (   F L  D o    ); after the prestrain, it is observed that the variation in the    F L  D o     between the RD, DD and TD cases is significantly reduced, and the limit-strain under the PS condition is less affected for the misalignment of the axes of anisotropy.



An important point to keep in mind when comparing limit-strain values between samples with and without prestrain is that the initial thickness is not the same. Consequently, particular attention is paid to quantify the influence of the sample thickness on the limit-strain values in the second stage. A series of tests reducing the initial thickness by mechanical polishing were carried out to delimit the influence of the initial thickness on the limit strain, where it was noticed that the major limit strain is approximately 8% less in uniaxial tension (Figure 11). Although this value is not negligible and the tendency is clear, it is in the range of scattering in rolled zinc formability [7].



The measured textures after the two-stage tests along the RD, DD and TD are shown in Figure 12. As expected, the sample strained along the RD displays a more intense texture component at the stable principal fiber and the components with the c-axis in the plane of the sheet disappear. For the prestrained samples UAT-DD and UAT-TD, the principal component is also present with less intensity than the RD case, but a minor component is still observed with the c-axis perpendicular to the ND. In particular, after UAT-TD, these orientations have their c-axes parallel to the loading axes (local maxima at    Φ = 90 ° ,    φ 2  = 0 °    and    60 °    in     φ 1  = 90 °    ODF sections, see Figure 12).




4.3. Model Calibration


In the VPSC model, the accommodation of the plastic deformation depends essentially on the CRSS ratios of the potentially active modes and the assumed rate-sensitivity coefficient (m = 1/n, Equation (1)). Absolute CRSS values for deformation on pure and alloy zinc have been studied in several works. Though many values from the literature data are very scattered, Parisot et. al. [36] highlighted that the CRSS of the basal system depends significantly on the alloying content and is higher than that of pure zinc. The basal     〈 a 〉         {  0001  }   ⟨ 12  1 ¯  0 ⟩    , second-order pyramidal-II    p y I I  〈  c + a  〉         {  11  2 ¯  2  }   ⟨ 11  2 ¯  3 ⟩     and prismatic    p r  〈 a 〉         {  10  1 ¯  0  }   ⟨ 12  1 ¯  0 ⟩     slip systems are considered potentially active modes with CRSS ratios varying between    2 ≤  τ  c r s s   P y I I   /  τ  c r s s   B a   ≤ 48    and    10 ≤  τ  c r s s   P r   /  τ  c r s s   B a   ≤ 106    [18,22,23,36,37,38]. Additionally, Zhang et al. [37] considered the presence of compressive twinning CTW     {  10  1 ¯  2  }   ⟨ 10  1 ¯  1 ⟩     with a ratio     τ  c r s s   C T W   /  τ  c r s s   B a   = 30   , and the same relation was used by Roatta et al. [23] with the addition of short-range effects (SRE) to mimic CDRX by enforcing the continuity of the lattice rotation field between pairs of randomly chosen orientations.



In the present work, the four potentially active modes and the SRE model were considered; the m coefficient was set to 0.1, equal for all deformation modes. An inclusion aspect ratio of 3-1-0.3 was assumed, resembling that used by Schwindt et al. [18]. It is noted that this aspect ratio does not represent, as it is often assumed, the aspect ratio of the topological grain, but rather captures the effect of the directionality induced by the presence of the intermetallic compound preferentially aligned with the RD. The model calibration was performed using affine linearization by fitting the UAT response along the three loading directions RD, DD and TD. The best fitted Voce parameters are shown in Table 1.



Figure 13 compares the experimental and calibrated results for the stress–strain curves in the three analyzed directions.



A good agreement is obtained that captures the stress anisotropy of the material in the range of homogeneous deformation. To this end, the initial texture was described by a set of discrete orientations (10,000) that ensures a good balance between texture accuracy and computational cost as can be seen in Figure 14.




4.4. MK-VPSC-SRE Predictions under Proportional Strain Path


Afterward, in order to increase the levels of confidence, pole figures and ODF sections evaluated at levels of 0.30, 0.24 and 0.19 strain for UAT-RD, UAT-DD and UAT-TD, respectively, were compared with the experimental measurements. The predicted     (  0002  )     and     {  10  1 ¯  0  }     poles figures, together with the two Euler     φ 1    -sections of the ODF are shown in Figure 15. The simulated textures capture the changes in the intensity of the basal orientations, increasing after UAT along the RD and DD, and a drop for the TD case, as can be seen in Figure 15. It can also be noted that in the ODF section, a good agreement is obtained when reproducing the texture evolution. For the UAT-RD sample, it can be observed that there is an increase in the intensities of basal poles in the neighborhood of (    φ 1  = 0 °   ,    Φ = 18 °   ,     φ 2  = 0 °    and    60 °   ), reproducing the rotation of crystallites around the c-axis as well as the presence of a minor component of orientations near to    (  φ 1  = 0 °   ,    Φ = 85 °   ,     φ 2  = 30 °   ) as in the experimental case. Additionally, the presence of crystallites with the c-axis parallel to the ND is predicted by the simulation. The UAT-DD and UAT-TD cases develop similar behaviors with a wider basal fiber due principally to a lower level of accumulated strain.



The MK imperfection factor     f 0     was adjusted to    0.988    such that the predicted limit strains matched the minimum experimental limit strain near PS for the sample oriented along the RD. As was mentioned above, the Zn-Cu-Ti sheet anisotropy coefficients are << 1; in consequence, the ranges of the    F L  D ρ     strain paths (i.e.,     [   ρ  UAT   ;   ρ = 1  ]    ) vary according to the angle between the principal deformation axis with the axis of anisotropy. The     ρ  UAT      values were selected to reproduce strain paths from the experimental values (    ρ  RD   ≈ − 0.17 ,  ρ  DD   ≈ − 0.21 ,    ρ  TD   ≈ − 0.32   ). Simulations were performed applying     L  12   = 0    as the boundary conditions. For the    F L  D  R D      and    F L  D  T D      cases, the condition     L  12   = 0    automatically results in a null shear stress,      σ ¯   12   = 0 ,    and vice versa by a symmetry consideration. In the case of    F L  D  D D     , we first performed simulations using both boundary conditions, and after verifying that only very minor differences were found; only simulations carried out with     L  12   = 0    are presented. From the comparison of the experimental and the simulated FLCs, we can notice a global agreement between both (Figure 16). Nevertheless, some remarks can be made, which depend on the particular loading path and the angle of orthotropy. The predicted limit strains for UAT capture the effect of crystallographic texture in the formability behavior, i.e.,     ε I  R D   >  ε I  D D      >     ε I  T D     , although the absolute values are slightly under-predicted for the RD and DD cases. Major and quality differences appear in the right-hand side of the FLDs, in particular, close to the EBA in the    F L  D  R D     , where a sudden drop is predicted and not observed in the present measurements. This under-estimation of the limit strains at the EBA loading condition is also found for the other cases. For loading paths from PS until biaxial stretching with a relation of    ρ < ~ 0.5 ,    the predicted limit-strain values show good correlation with the experimental data. On the other hand, the inclusion of the CDRX phenomenon through the SRE model was not as expected. The strain-limit values change only a few percent when fragmentation caused by the CRDX phenomenon is considered.




4.5. MK-VPSC-SRE Predictions under Non-Proportional Strain Path


Following the same calculation methodology and procedure described above, the three FLDs were simulated after a previous UAT of 0.12. Figure 17 shows the comparison of the experimental and predicted    F L  D  R D     ,    F L  D  D D      and    F L  D  T D     , respectively. In general, the same trends discussed in the previous section are valid for these limit-strain results. Again, in the    F L  D  R D      in the biaxial stretching zone, the drop in the predicted limit strains is present; however, the behavior seems to be smoother in comparison with that reported in Figure 16. The dependence of the simulated      FLD  o     value with the orientation test is significantly reduced, and the limit strain under the plane-strain condition is between 0.37 and 0.33. The simulations reproduced the increase in the major principal strain for FLD with uniaxial prestrain; in particular, for samples with both stages of deformation on RD orientation. This last observation was not noted in predictions on magnesium [15]. The solid line represents the average of the reported limit-strain measurements (Figure 10).



Finally, the crystallography textures predicted for the bilinear strain paths along the uniaxial tension paths are shown in Figure 18. The     (  0002  )     and     {  10  1 ¯  0  }     pole figures and ODF sections show good agreement with the experimental measurements. However, the intensities seem to find a stable value below the reported value. Although the initial discretization process of the ODF in our case decreases the maximum intensity by 20%, this would not be enough to explain the difference. The constraint imposed on the SRE model that holds the misorientation constant between pairs of orientations is probably too restrictive, especially when the texture development is close to its point of stability



In summary, the proposed MK-VPSC-SRE model that includes the SRE to mimic the effect of subgrain formation, allows us to account for the influence of CDRX in the intensity of the developed texture, while showing a limitation in the prediction of the limit strains in the right-hand side of the FLD. However, the model to account for subgrain formation requires further development. These improvements are in progress and will be reported elsewhere.





5. Conclusions


The formability of the Zn-Cu-Ti alloy sheet has been studied numerically and experimentally. The limit-strain profile shows substantial changes when it is evaluated from specimens cut along the RD, DD or TD directions. The limit-strain values are higher for the    F L  D  R D   ,    while intermediate values are observed for the    F L  D  D D      and lower for the    F L  D  T D     ; this is shown in accordance with the strain levels observed on strain–tension curves. A relatively small uniaxial strain along the RD is enough to introduce a non-negligible change in the forming limit behavior in the Zn-Cu-Ti sheets. The    F L  D  R D      and    F L  D  D D      show a more relative uniform behavior under biaxial stretching, while for the    F L  D  T D     , the limit strain increases monotonically from PS to EBA. In particular, it is observed that a tension prestrain reduces the anisotropic behavior for the PS strain path.



MK-VPSC-SRE simulation predicts that the differences between the simulated    F L  D o     are significantly reduced, and the limit strain under the plane-strain condition is less affected for the misalignment of the axes of anisotropy, while showing a limitation in the prediction of the limit strains in the right-hand side of the FLD. The proposed VPSC-SRE model can reproduce the texture evolution and macroscopic behavior of the Zn-Cu-Ti alloy sheet under UAT. The validation of the model at deformations greater than those previously reported allows us to show the limitations of the VPSC-SRE approach. The limitation of the ad hoc SRE model is observed in not being able to avoid the division of the basal poles when the material is tested at strains close to 0.4 under UAT (i.e., a UAT prestrain along the RD plus an extension along the TD). In the same way, the simulated crystallographic texture evolution was validated for a completed set of texture measurements obtained from all tested specimens under the UAT condition. The VPSC-SRE fails to predict the slow increase in texture enhancement, finding a stable value below that reported experimentally. As a final remark, additional experiments should be conducted in order to particularly analyze the right-hand side of the FLD, in particular, close to the EBA, including the flow stress characterization. A systematic study of this is in progress and will be reported in the near future.
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Figure 1. (a) Optical micrographs of the RD-TD plane of the sheet, with RD aligned vertically; (b) inverse pole figure map parallel to the transverse direction Adapted from [13]. 






Figure 1. (a) Optical micrographs of the RD-TD plane of the sheet, with RD aligned vertically; (b) inverse pole figure map parallel to the transverse direction Adapted from [13].
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Figure 2. Recalculated pole figures for the Zn-Cu-Ti zinc sheet in the as-received condition and orientation distribution function (ODF) sections at     φ 1      = 0° and     φ 1       = 90°. RD and TD are aligned with y-axis and x-axis, respectively. The crystal reference system associated with the HCP structure was composed of the three crystal directions:     [  10  1 ¯  0  ]     //x,     [   1 ¯  2  1 ¯  0  ]     //y,     [  0001  ]     //z; and the orientations are represented in the Euler space (    φ 1  , Φ ,  φ 2     ). 
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Figure 3. Measured average engineering stress–strain curves in uniaxial tension along RD, DD and TD. 
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Figure 4. Assembly drawing of the punch, die support, optical system and specimen geometries used in the MK forming limit experiments. 
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Figure 5. MK geometry. 
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Figure 6. Limit-strain measurements for the, FLDRD, FLDDD and FLDTD. The solid lines correspond to the trend lines of the experimental points. 
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Figure 7. Recalculated pole figures and ODF sections after tensile test along RD, DD and TD. 






Figure 7. Recalculated pole figures and ODF sections after tensile test along RD, DD and TD.



[image: Metals 12 01095 g007]







[image: Metals 12 01095 g008 550] 





Figure 8. Basal and prismatic pole figures and ODF sections after an average prestrain of ~0.12 along RD. 
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Figure 9. Geometry specimen used for the first stage of deformation. Typical major strain distribution observed after a prestrain among ~0.12; insert sample geometry. MK samples were cut on zones where field strain is as homogeneous as possible. 
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Figure 10. Limit strains for sheet prestrained under uniaxial stretching along RD: FLDRD, FLDDD and FLDTD. Square symbol corresponds to experimental limit-strain values. The solid lines indicate the FLC of the material with (dark gray) and without (gray) prestrain. 
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Figure 11. Effect of the thickness on the limit strain for UAT loading condition. 
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Figure 12. Recalculated pole figures and ODF sections after second UAT along RD, DD and TD in samples with a prestrain. 
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Figure 13. Experimental and fitted true stress–strain tension curves for the Zn-Cu-Ti alloy sheet. 
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Figure 14. (0002) pole figure and ODF section corresponding to the discretized initial texture. 
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Figure 15. Simulated     ( 0002 )     and     {  10  1 ¯  0  }     pole figures and ODF sections for UAT along RD, DD and TD. 
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Figure 16. Predicted limit-strains profile for FLDRD, FLDDD and FLDTD using the MK-VPSC-SRE model. 
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Figure 17. Predicted FLDs using the MK-VPSC-SRE model after a UAT prestrain of 0.12 modelled along RD, DD and TD directions. The solid line passing through the origin indicates the prestrain level from the UAT test, while solid line indicates the experimental FLC presented in Figure 10. Square symbol corresponds to simulated limit-strain values. 
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Figure 18. Simulated     ( 0002 )     and     {  10  1 ¯  0  }     pole figures and ODF sections after the second UAT test along RD, DD and TD. 
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Table 1. Voce parameters. Values are in MPa.
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	Deformation Mode
	     τ 0 s     
	     τ 1 s     
	     θ 0 s     
	     θ 1 s     





	Basal     {  0001  }   ⟨ 12  1 ¯  0 ⟩    
	2.82
	7.92
	150.56
	2.75



	Prismatic     {  10  1 ¯  0  }   ⟨ 12  1 ¯  0 ⟩    
	140.1
	100.6
	112.44
	5.60



	Pyramidal-II     {  11  2 ¯  2  }   ⟨ 11  2 ¯  3 ⟩    
	32.04
	44.60
	1500.5
	5.45



	Twinning     {  10  1 ¯  2  }   ⟨ 10  1 ¯  1 ⟩    
	250.21
	3.31
	525.61
	10.46
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