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L7z0/E DR CTHIEe Z 812 5%t 3 D HRBL (7 > M) &2 B2 &5 =— XIS U TR SN, BH &4
FESRAR 1T L AR ZARBR B -Cfft F RRI I i WO BRR IR 2R 3R A 375, BH 2h RISk k73
% C RN D/ SRV EER OREX LB HIZ, 7'V AR ZEASIVIZHENL A~ 75 T 5 ZE TRAR A BT S
B4 Tdhs. BH L, MUKRFHEZX—AI12 C, N 2 Ti, Nb OFIMNELVLF Y BANTR S 2725 112
L CTRUESIL TV D, i T, 440 MPa kD5 [BRVIREEA A5 BH itk 23 EHILL, Sk S HEF



10 1.2 H By SRR O L E

B B L L Tug 404,

FRAK B 35 IF I, BB OISR O @ REIEMEE@IEEEO=—XITG U TR I, TF $iiL >
=T ANERHTHY, B EMESO R AR A D, Ti BRI IF 8013 1966 421/ \IE S 2 s\ W CRAgs S,
Nb RN IF 81% 1981 4RI NI RERIZ IV TR STz, Ti R° Nb MR SZIZIRINL C, BE R (O
EFWN) 2T HMEL TEEL TS B4 TF #iCIEER C, N 2NEEAEFFIELIRW D IRFEPEITE N, 1§
IRIRE DMRN=D T O A DO FEAEBIHI S LS.

IF 8L, mWBDRFEED SN D LRSI Qb O DB ST S W3R 1 KMo D3 A SLBUE = A
JER DM E LT IN T 55 FOIK F D721, TAIF/VREE L TlEbiu Tz . Ti RN
DOBYEESEGIZ LD IF SR RGNS 1979 AEICFEBIL, FO% 2R KD RIEORI AT . FOD
b, IF #iliZ, 7AIFAREEOLIEMENE LD, HEHE SRR OB ML — IR B LIc L 54
BRI D ERRL, JA<E K LT . SHIT IF SOBFIEBRFE A3 B HED D, BAHELE TORIERE
TERMIZEDT = TA ORI, SIEER, mIREMA GO, RIBIEETRELZ W35 IF iR
B STz, SHIZITAHTIX, Nb-Ti IRIBME R 58 TF $i2-~—ZIZ, P, Mn, Si 2RI EERIELT-
440 MPa #k D/ AT TF SHBIFE S TS ),

AR DY, A%t BB EOE 22 MO E COBEHBHIOMILNEE T T ESH TWAIEND,
LU R SR L BB B O FIMEREL A W LS H HE B ERO=— IR TELDEEZSND.
Lt DELR L EIREALIZ > TR T 32 B O g EA iR L, BB FERO=— G U767 58
RIS OTD121%, BB A5 2 LIS B RESN A6 AR BRI S O BIR A BRI - HZ LN EH T
HHEZEZ LIS,
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1.3 HEBHE ARSI RO OLNAMERE 11

1.3 HEYEHEBSITROOND MR

INFETITRRTEIOE, A HERE/LDOT=O OMEIOER - @R E LI A T, 2 LI s B
B B HL R S CER SNVAMERE A N T 52 kOB LS. Table 1-1 (2 H B BRI ER /ML EZ
NEIUTRD HNDIERE 9% /RT . FARA N —, RTE — L, TRAA S—Tp B OREERTRER & T, #6
FARIE, 58S (A TR, TR ) NEREND. 7aT /800, B o o R Vil ORISRV T, 98
DRI, SBAFRIYE, SR (TR, BiEsR ) N ERSALD. i Lo T ZERF OO [ EVE TR B L7
5.

—J7, KT, T —, T—R, =T E OISRV T, BEREE L TROHIDIE B AEIE AR ih
RN SR EERTE. SRORIE, Wit MECIZ, REETHRENLE, BHOPNRALKEALRE
IRBEERAMBLA R DR VRSB L, HOR A2 T 5RBINERIND. BELT AT —D
A BBUL T 272D I KREEMERTRITERF S NADZENEL, FMR SBT3 T DRI~ D E R A
JERLY 4D, Fln T, BB O IO ISR S8 VERR 250 B B B SR L DIE I =— XML T, #
BEOBINE~DERIZELITE LS DE72 5TV,

Table 1-1 fRFE/M 72 BEBIEILHEZDOROLNDMERE

Parts Requirement performances
Name Wl w7 > ME | TERE SEaE
Rigidity Dentability Crash Appearance
Quality
Structural | Cross member, @) © A
Parts Door beam
Side member
Inner Floor panel © A O A
panel Dash panel
Outer Door, @) O O ©
Panels Fender,
Hood
Roof © : Seriously important
O : Important
A : Less than O

11



12 1.3 BEHEHISIC

ROONDHMERE

ZNOOMERESRIZIGE S5 H B OB Bt 2 KH I 5720, FARMEO EAREL THERSN DS

BHb R A LR L CE 72, Fig. 1-10 [ZHA A~ & 58 A O F bR E
51 5ETREE 340 MPa fk UL o> i iR B S O B & EHI A2 R L TV, 1979 128V TIE8.2% Th 7273,
DOEHE IO AMRGE DI EEE D & F0D, BARAO B8R SR O T 23S ii kL, 2015 Fi2

1 S0%ABICEEL 7=, 2025 R IZIXKT 70%0T

FIZ7A LTI TVS Y,

oy Y RIS ED D

S

100 ;
et o (340MPalLE)
0 e T8 (340MPa L) o
w“ | |~ 5 (780MPai L) zilgiﬁé)
- FHI (780MPabl L)
0 F ' 200440 g

o o PE SEAR A P EE 3 (%)
g

T

197940
TillfE

199240
FME

Fill &

517

20150
Tl fE

30 b
20 p 200440
F il I
10 F | )
L1l Ja”i;' L1
0 . i Y T | |
1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030|
& (4F)

Fig. 1-107% 58 BEGAR SE H RO KK L TR OHR ¥

Fig. 1-111%, 2015 4F 05 5L COHALBI DT DR E L Z DEIEE R LTZH D THDH Y. 2015 H-RE L THEE#
FRER A CHHE T —, A/ N—FTlE 80~90%!\Z =58 FE SR DML FH A, 519RFREE 980 MPa LA o>tk o

fEFDEA TWD. —J5, G EL, SMGHEhEHIZ TO%FRE 2B THY, — I EsR AR H
BIVTND. 7SRRI X, @DD 2N 75)7[‘277!:‘@7271:_ (Z, 133075)j(%<, R0 T {Eﬂ INORRTER DR
RS MERER DT D IZBRR R ORWEIR 2 FIZH WD TS, RFEZREIFEEL T, AT Cl~7=857%

RIRFE R D P WINEAM, WK FEROD TF SR, KR RIS LUK IKFE RO BH i TH5. Fig. 1-12
I, ;{%;{{@ﬁﬁ{iﬂua)ﬁﬂﬂi@gﬁ};z&%@EIJA@%YEM ThHD V. BT—, A —F0TlidmE i O A ke

HFEAEZEL TWRWR, EHIZEBE(LBERTLZEN PRI TND. —J5, PARER, SR
el ZBIL T, RS OB F HE R A R ELS I BT 52 EM TSN T, 4Bl RIS @ik Th
2.
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1.3 HEHELES SR ISR B D MERE

13

75=260 340 440
~270MPa | | ~300] |~s4p]| 15901 1780} {980}]1470

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
R R

Fig. 1-11 2015 4ERE R COBPALBIFREF A LR Y

340
~390 1180 1470
T5=260 440 ‘
S SAOME 1 oo 1590 (780 980!f 1320 | [ 11800
L X - 2000
\ o Dk
Avri— | i
s |

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
R HE

Fig. 1-12 3D ERNAL IR EEfE F L 2RFJ(2025 4E)Y

13

5702 H BB SR VER SR O @R AL DL EER U C, BREGNOBILOERD T END . /&
S PR OB A B IR EICH D L7 SV S O I R, MBS B3N~ 2@ micd 5.
MELOYRVEZS T BN BN D&, MELO R L) — B LD E H AL R TR 7 S AT B OE LD A
TV T N7 BOFEWVPIENETEEL TRBSNDH O T AOFRAENREIND. SO EMREIZED
HEN OB S D7-DITIE, 2RO T LV ARIEREO K AL 0 O AEDO TV ARRKIEREO R BG % R A
METHHEZ Z DA,



14 1.4 BEYEFEHRO BB HIT O RS

1.4 HEVEHAEHR DR ORESE
1.4.1 TEHARO TV RARRFEEHT

A RO AREIT DI RIT, 19 Hfd FITRCKD B O TEHINTOFEMA 72 E AN ESD. 1901 FITE
B\ ISR SRR NLS VT IRFNG,, 7V ARk, 7L ARG IEAS L, TV ABRO SRS .
HRRIEEL TUIR IR ETEE 72012, L2 tEbh, 1 EF 3T LIRS R EER Th-
7-.

1907 4FLAKE, KRBT L AR OB A DG ED, 1910 41213/ N7 L A3 E EAL, 1920 AEITIERTL
L AN EFE(LL, BUED TV ARTERAN OJFRTE RN A E -T2, 1924 HEZ7 4 —R A3, 1927 4£I2 GM S H AR
ICHEH L, HEVEEOAFELIRGEE IR T=. Dk, 1932 A2 HEEN, 1936 4RIChaX N H B A ERBIIAL
To. ZNERILZA, B St e U TEGES & m IEHAR AMIEAG SR D 7273, 85 IR R KER D721
e FH LD AR VA 1B U4 0 AR P T BR S C B Bh R L O BRI BT I TN LS AU W EE TR o7 Y.

Fig. 1-13/%, HEHOEMNAPER B L O EEB BB Z, EE RS BRE I N Bk D 4 PER
ITDEEEHIESHE TRLIZLDTHS V. LIk, KIR T84 O A B A EROZLORHE AZiE, #
AR D7V ARRTEHAN DZETEIZ DWW TERI T 5.

B2 I BNV APEAEBAL, 1954 FFIIT R 7 L AR O LGS SHITi bE Tz, 1957 F1TiE, 7L AR
HREINEE LY T DT DBHO TERASN, TV AT AZBITDIE M OB LR T TiThi,
BT S A2 PED B B EAMER LT,

2,000

HARGRE THREIE ﬁ@ﬁﬁ!iﬂijmﬁl §ﬂ£ﬂ%@£€§"ﬁ1t @i’l)i*‘!’&ﬂf"‘ B - ruo—sovfbats  BRAE - RO
1800 ok - R RSB RIS ToNERME  SbkbEit
' O MR35 BB A URAR O TR Ov—<riaiy
OBHEOEDE B0 (RO - pRIBIRE, Z9WEEELTRHBINELS) OCOP3 EiR e ,"' (_’_(‘()pﬂ
1,600 ORUifi-r > MR KR Ofigede & - MR HS Ot s il S
Okt érftas s O %% & HH !
OF—s¥-vaviess Omprt/ LS  OWSHERIERAL O MR /
i B DRERGE LS !
1400 PV e L i,
w Ofi— kA ilifet ’
N OMYCERS, LM, Hor A3 i
4o 1,200 O AL ABMELFIR B GEHEE 5 TH) OMFRIRIE{LRACO, M, {
o P —— 0747 VR (FICAFERN) ]
% 1000 OBMFEIE 7L AR ;
A OfRO SR YE LR, MO 7T 5 o711 ONAT)RE
4 800 O FmE TR O @l fit kA OviE /
I " OXib> 277l Ot
%‘L OR=FokREE OCAD/CAM/CAEDHE /
o ORI OW R OMIES 3L —av i ii% g OCAE(f#3al—ax)
600 el kAL
’ s, -
OB TR TR S £ O =712
L OFHOEIRME
00 1 o s OHBIAXMBHMEMELIIHE _oe" 02797 727MM8
_____ I O e SR I B ‘," OBLLAMME{L~ OfesbAs 7
200
7 Of—nrnad
O7 3= Al SOOI OCFRPO®EA

0
1945 1950 1955 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015

W (%)
Fig. 1-13 BENEAERROHE, BBELZIV A ARIREL
BARD A EE T B EIE Y
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1.4 BEyEMAFERORERFORES 15

1960 FLARED m B AR INIE, AERBSE L, (M ED 2SN 524 T, 7L ARIE
i DM B EVITHR T DR8N TR E o 7. HARD R II R 3B D/ NN B HINHZ 8T oT2. [
A DS ) BTk HERNEED, flix DTV ARIEA REBLG O L HATI 5 R B ED HNDHIHIT
Tpote. Eio, MPEHI T 2Z RO MEIZSI, ZNODEROBE~DT7 4 — R Sy IR I AENE
e, ZORHIO B B B HR TIZOHRITE, KTV ZBENEEINL, 7L AT Omig b b,
v—ha— = = T n = —ORFEPED DI, 1960 FIIFEEDNT AT 7 TV ABNEESH,
HE LT A D FE A HODHIT 7072 .

Z D% D BB HEAPEO DI, BRI EIT O3 R &SR OBSRAO RO RIBRBeE 2 e LT-. 7L
ARG DR EAEPEAL - mndAb - i b D720, IR BER ORI R AT K Thotz. MEHRED N Z
VXS] E ORI ZAZENLEEN, IO LEE IR T A, SR FO M B
721, BRIV E —RFIC LRI T2, SHIT, KRB O-HEREAR ROEE TRZKRE T 57
DR ITARRRD LN DL AA FITZ. 1968 FITBHIE ST T # o VRl TN T2 i ERE A =
L, 7LV ARIEA RIEBEOIMELE L TE S, 1969 T2 BB LT L AT A DEES 1 5 MEL
To. TV AN L, WOKZw L, FAMNE D B B A— 7 —~T7 L A OB H DN Ao 7z, H N
TV ARG, BUER G AN - B - BURS B D) BICEY, TV ATA O HEYRIZFER OBIZEZELT Y.

1970 FROAMMEHELUE, (KERE BT D7 O BB RSV D IR0, & i B Sk o> 15 F A3 0k
Folo. EIREHINIT, HON T THY, ZOHKERIENT A% FEHE LI D22 < DB L, Ak B [ElEEc &
75 a THIIRA RO, FERLITE L IRIL Ch o7z, Bl e BN OB R ME L7220, 7L AR
TEHAN, #OBHLEE, 7V AR EEROR G 1— @ ROOND I a7z, BBEIFICEL TE, 7LV
TEZERF DI LR R ZIIL O, LORE T AOHIE RS, G RE s eshz .

1980 4 LARE, {HEF OB HEME LR MR ED, A0 EAPERINDOBRIE 1 ROHNDLIIT70-
7o, ZHUZISL, PV ARIE D FMS (Flexible Manufacturing System) /£, CAD (Computer Aided Design)
/CAM (Computer Aided Manufacturing) /CAE (Computer Aided Engineering) D& ADMRETSAVZ. ZOREH,
BAEREAT I LD S 2 — a2 W TR EEEE OF R AT LW O BEE A A Fhrz. BIfEFE A
SNTWDLDLIZ I, 7—F—R 77 7OR M, *MHEERIERE OREERE S e E72 .

INTIVEREEZ DWW D [ Koz 20 4| ORFHENCIL, FFET v 2D NFLE AN T PR ERFRE
LI20, VARG EIR DS B S, =R T L AR E OF LN OFADFERRAN KB, 558 L ik O
ATV 7 8y 7 BRI T D RPRE N OB b I EH L LB I HARA~O IR EEHR O 2 — kL7 3.

ZNDOBRELETT, TVARIEEIN, £ ThEVD BB AT I I 2 R HEEE A i3 77
7S Z LT o BT VEBREEGIZ, 8T FRFIE, M) P B ST, A BRELFE 1% (Finite
Element Method, FEM)IZ&% 3 IR ST TE DB 2T ~EBUEMENT FIESHEHR U2 3. ITHETIE, MEIDR
7 ik a 2 LT aEYE FEM(CPFEM) FRIEDBRIE NS TWD. A 1%, FEM 1, BOZHEOFHT T
SORFNCEE ELT, Fr LIESHMEIOBRRE ~OF IR S5,

15



16 1.4 HBEhEHEHRK ORI O FE 1

1.4.2 FVRRRIBIZEE T B0 4

ATETCIR 7 JE MR D 7V AT H AT O Z BT RHGEL T, 7V AN B 3 20 3eb 1T b C&
7. ZVARIBAZ BT H0FFEIE 1900 4F00 Musoil® D [ fE# ) DRGSR Wl &SI TN D, £ D%, WPEREG
DFEEEGIZ, 4 H ORIEHEEROIEMEL 7207V AR FE)S 1925 HZ Sommer (285 TITHIL TN S 49
A ARIZIBUN TS 1935 TR H ORI O BRERHIE 2 21TV, 7L ARG B 2 R 72 A FE 03 B
FESIUTE. 1942 AT, AR SO EPEBE RIS L DR DM TR 21T > T,

RGBT 2P 901, 1950 AFLARETE T I RBA S, BITED BIEYENF SR 0 B /R Bt L 7o TN A,
1950 412 Lankford & P28 ONF 7 bk (r fiB) 24252, ORIV HEEDBRIZOWTHEL Tnd. Fiz,
AR E DEIETIR OGO MEDOIISE D BRda S A, B2 TR UbIC B 28 Jeb B AT AT 7 Y.

1959 RIS E HOT VARSI KB T 284 SNTLD, fERO S LR &) HifliZe s
OREERDS, TR, =L, MO7 72, fiiF VI RFRAIREIEE~DBE S~ RBAL .. ZoLkE, LA
e, SOEHREME, BOEBRIE O HOBE N EE THAHZ LN IAMEIZSILE D, MPEHSYERBRYE, BUBMER
BRIEIZ DWW CIIIRET TRl 975.

1960 FRICIE, BBV EBERBEIZIZIHIT DR BOGIEHNREGREEL THRO ST B, BT 5,
FEARBEE OBE S D ST ST, TR B RS MERE (R D 728 DR MR & U TR S FERR S AL, (RFRIR b
DEAFE~ERBASNIZ 3. r EICLDEMER TGRS EESI, r HETRD M & O BIFR AN BRI FERES
utz 39,

ZAVLARE, RRBREATHIAN I ORI EAR OB RERADND IO o7, BB RBIR O A
REANAT DI, FrUOETEME Rl T EARRISIE. Fig. 1-14107 39018, 7V AR R EALL T
PEOT BT LD B OITTEFRAUR TRV, FIIoRyF o Z1I0NZ T, 3R FIR LU0 EoREIC
HT LGRS Y.

(a) XX¥Eh b) & h
Fig. 1-14 B AREFAER OFRREIRTE 5
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1.4 BEyEHAFEHROSEEIRORESE 17

Keeler’lZ Lo T, BTEJASHWHILTWD B TEEFEAM L T 2 B BR L ## X (FLD: Forming Limit
Diagram) ([Z LD RIEEE D RIS R ENT-. Fz, T IV I7ROFREIZATZTAT Ry —270 (SC) &%, ik
1% D SC DAL BEMEOT HAHE T 5 SCIEIZLD, TV ABIE MO BIEIRS, 1L7 A BB 0 E S
. LOIZBEAL TH RFAV R RN EE OB, D% IR IZREOE T S DA FE~E 5| EHEN
Uiz, WHTTH 6 [B] IDDRG(International Deep Drawing Research Group)Za 2 BAMESAL, IIZHAN, $E
BR%E, HOEMERFIEDRRNE A ST, TV ARIBIZI T 2 B ARDSEHEMENZRO b H IO/ -729. 19704
RITIE, AIMEHIC IR E AL R 2 E E0, #EI0 TAS Ch o R 58 A O B 30 7e st D HiT-.
R ORI A T, BOBRFORNCORE, O AR RV EICL AR A RAR, 27V
YT NI XD IR A B xR D212, BEEHREME S BB O BREME ST S A, BB T E K O B
W [ OB DR BB FEBA FE D3 T A7z Y.

1980 FFEARLARE, BB M 248 F L 7o SO MR TR BE 00 TR D i ks FEA LA Z B 3~ 2864 B 7 L DA
%0, BHFERLLEET NIRE OBUEMAT FIEDOWIENTEFRLL , BIET L ADBIBMHT IR VBT
% FEM AT FIEO FBENEED LT, 1990 FEARUTIE, BRI DEAEREHT IZ LD FaT TR ORGS0 L LTz,
2000 FLAREITIZAIE S 2l — v a AL DR B RIS, LD FRIEAN, mO3 2t S HilE it
DIRFIS AL .

AS%OIB5 AB RO EAOT-OIZ, ERTVABIER R THHMBIIIOIZ & E L OMn
DFFBZTRD TND. BRI LB A WINL T 57280, IO DM B Z A 3 D8k 23 3 b S iuas
DTS, 1.1.2 T~/ BB EA~OF A ERITR A RIS T 572D I21E, $PEHREEE I ED 720
T, MOEHRFE S AR MERE O BIR Z HIREIZ L, MBLE W22 37V ARTE AT OWF B N4 12— @ 3R
bhb.
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18 1.5 MBI B D 0E R DAL

1.5 MEHERME LRI BE 32 RER DA 4R
1.5.1 ABMEEB L ORI RERE

TV ARRIENE D TR EBRIE DO - L6 AR /e OILF [ IRRER 5D D THS. 5IIRRBRICEI T 50501
1880 4E/ 5 BbH, slBR A DO ~HES RS IMESH TS ), 20 A WIEEIZIE, B P T ERBROBKL
DD BT, — 5, TUVARIEMERBRIEEL T, 1880 FIHRE SNV iER, FUATREBROIERI KL
S5 Y. 1914 i) 7B 3R 00, 1920 A ICA LB 3B 0D, 1940 I 5D RBRIENEREN T
W5, ZRHDFRBRIEDBRFEDY, 7'V AT 2580 H R LW RO RAEL > TN .

1950 AE=LARED D, ARTEME R EHRFED BIFRIT, Lo FERESEER LB R ARAT IZ K> THDMM IS L TE T,
Fig. 1-15 (2, 1959 R I L > TIRESNI- TV ALK 45 D% /4. Y, BHL, T 7o,
HIF &) 4 DO ORSIEHEIZBIL T, FRERRER DM T4, MENO 51 5REER O BRI & D B3
BTSN TS,

01,8

Fracture

Fracture

0'1,81

. :
4
Fracture 0151

Fig. 1-15 FHIC X o TRB I N2 7V A X 57 5

RO MELE, r EETRVIEDFARI R HHZENHME SILTWD 2. KOBIE T, r i m WSS, ~SUF R
EROREIT 1) L0, XA TEEINIH B RA T DEEOME A7 7 o PIRGTN TR ME [ & 720, #0 BOBER
M E9°%. Lankford &0, % H M2 R T EILOS B G M2 R THEIOIZON, TV ARIBIZE T 5560
bHZLERL, 72X —DOROEIEMEE r B2 BEA T, r EE n EOMAEDORIZIDIE AT G OS54
w~LTz.



1.5 POBHRRMEEREHEIZ BT D0E kDR 19

HT ML, n 50 r EEOFABRITZRS, MEHERR D — MR EmWIZEEN TS, n EMEW LT A
NMETH-TH, H—HEORmWEAMMHCThHIUE BRI th P2 R T 2N ES D 2,

HOTZVEIENER, MEFO ST RERIZIBIT DA L LIEOMHBARSS. FUATEH L IZRLTH
OB S 525972 3D, Fig. 1-16 (TR O 5 [BRIREE TS L 7URT 2 A ORfRZ R~ 30, MR E kO FE
D T2 TR DL — ML SRR I B A KT T EOMELHD 2. Fiz, AT AT ROFTHESE
RO BE KEZITE DD, 2012, NIRTRBROIT HHRE FEITRBEL CGEEICHES TS -

68).

200
AT A}
- R AR
150
R L
100 F !
iR R |
A, G i _
i | 4K DPSRAR
. ) ;
A Prsdit
50 | RIS TRIPHH
400 600 800 1000

5l5RRE TS (MPa)
Fig. 1-16 JUAT R & Gk 748 B D Ba4R 3

SEH UM, N TR LFEEL n EESRVIEOMBEN DS 9. n EBEWIEE, BB —ERIZOAL, BRI R
ROFTHPRKRELRD7280, RHUEE R BT 5. SR UMESSIE O n HEEOBEIE, 1960 FRELVAFZESHL
TWA. BIZIE, E O, FER FICEDEDAIE T, n EOREII/NSND, BREAR T IZL DR
U EIE I, rEERIEEZ, n O REVBTEINEELNZEEZALMNZLTZ. Fig. 1-17 (2, 2 OEBLI)
SR U @ S RIE TR AR R O B % 7R3 Y. R NEWIEE, 2O EL, IR LAE
BEG A BT AR RSO TS, 2, IRHUESHEI O R EIRRED R BEZ Z T 572D ThHDH. b
BINREWVIZERAE MR FEELRLT L, IRHUMEAME T 352 &2 Bt F28r L BRI ARIT IC Lo TG
IZSHILTWD 20 BRIHUARTBAZI W T, MBHIAEE 32 R MM Z DM B OARIE DAY — (W R IE) 12
FOOFTHDRAHLFEEL, MEEWHIZE ST T L)Y Marciniak b DIZL > TRRESNLTEY, BHLE
DA EDOT=DITIIRIC LD R RN R AEOIHI NG 2 THHEDOMEL Abhd 7.
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20 1.5 MEMRERM:E B BT A Sk DAL

60
Y A
?B PN o
P .6 a o]
& o
.I.Q o
@
~
!
M L ]
A
© L]
o}
30+
). 1 I ]
E
E
E(f]
50
@
B
i
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* i o A
H a B
& o C
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L | | ! | 1 | X L
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NEES
Fig. 1-17 BBHEREAE & 2 N RIE R RLE D% )

BAEREAT 215 U T OB TE RS BE D TR D kg EEAL DT D12, 7V ARTE R O BHRE P AT R
WFE 2 R RENTND. ZHUICHOWTIIRET CEEIS R RAH, 7L AT UL 80 R BE CORBHEE
DREFERZFEREL T, R L3R 007970 2 dify 5 [5RFER 77, 7y 2 REER 12k 75 2 il AR
B 7% JOVE R ok 3 208 ) — N — RUOEGRER OO0 55, T 2 85 | iERERE FHVW =712
FTEIRE DR EHRFMEDBFZED 30 < R b 412 8D -97),

2 fih g [ BRRERI, 2 WS RGN &2 532720 Oxt 35 X W, Y #liD 2 DT 7 F ax—RLEn bk
Nz RSBV 7 A D FIEDME R SILAHIA LN 0D, 2 dili5 | sREE &) o 7 2 WD 2 k1
Fo T, BB ICEE DA 53 THERER T O LR I R R e 5. 2 #ihis | aREER I, +5 R0
R OEATT 52 FINZENENMSI L7 BRATEAZ AL, (RO 2 5 IR EBE R ESEHT L
WCE, BEEO BT KL ) O BN AL NN F K030 5. Fig. 1-18 I3 I01Z, Flix D 2 5|
iR O+ TR R BIRESN T, B2+ 7FRUZOI L, BB O H R ot 11 B L OO A
TETRDOREEBEEROM EARZEREIVSELLIEL D, BIOMEIZEE LBEREL72b D, BEiliZ AUy b3 Ao
Te+FRERER e LT o NG, Ay e AT 5 TR AL, 2 @) ORIER D mOEWO
DB , RERITIED ISO HAL 2SN TS 2, ZHBIRESN TWS T B A1, L CTvon R
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1.5 FPRHRRIE L RIBPEICBE T 216k OMFE 21

=L To 2 5| RERE A R9EL TR, TOMERR A XI3EE mm U7 ERE. F7e, (450 RER D
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1.5.2 FVRRIBRE DB

ATEI T ~72 5912, fll 2 D7 L AE RIS T CTH BB R IT R 20, SOICH L R
JERLZE AR AU U CEAL 5. BUFEMRIT 231G L, I L% O R 2 IERE S T 57-0120%, 51iERER
TROALVD G BREFEICINZ, FEINTRED 2 #5572 8 OBEMEZR TR RBIZ 31T DR BRI ORI E &2
DET IMMERMEETHY, TV AN TACB T DB AR E FBBLLAM B E O BUFEDNBI I, o
Bk O TR E DT WAICBE T DI R 3 88 2 < TS C& T

TV LR OZHETS /Ll JIIRREIZ 31T DM O R MR I B T 28 BHRF PRI BIL T, A%
FRSELE e LR SY(FLD: Forming Limit Diagram)z {59 5223740 TV 5 3, FLD OEUSHiEEL
T, H 1% 9% Marciniak £ PAMERSNTEY, ZUHDHIEEZ WAL THIEHE [E)D5% 2 AT £
TOTVAE BRI T DEWTCRETRNE DR IE R EA OR AR ETHIEN A HETHD.

TV ADETARRUC BT D OCR E MR OMEHEEICBIL T, EBRCTHUYSL7Z FLD 28 kT L e
LG, BUEMATICHOWT, IR Z TRITHZEN—RIITHIL TS, S5IZ, Fig. 1-19(a)llid 59
12, BIARRDE T CE LT DA AR BT DGR A TR T 258 b 1T/ Tng *).
BTG TORIZ IR O TR TFIEEL T, JEPERE SRR 100 10D J5 A 45 I8 B g 109: 19905 ) FLD!*-
INZEDFIEDREII TS, Fig. 1-19(b) 2R3 X912, /7 FLD (33080 i LT, BRRKIZED
A OBRFAR CRIE IR G AN FTRE ThDZENMEIN TS 19, 2D L5 7 FiEE FHW TS figiT iz
LDEREE T I TR D=2, I T EICKAE IS I OEACB R EILS FRITAZENEETH L.

Uniaxial Plane strain Independent of strain path.

Dependent on
() strain path

(b)

& 03

Fig. 1-19 AR A (FLD) 12 &IE 3 () OT BRI (b)) STRREE 199 D L8

TV ADZENL T TIZR T DI T RAEIE, FICHRIE VU RRER, 2005 | RRER A H O TS S, #
BHET NV OREIDEZ L TOITWA. Hill H 1001%, LS /PIRIE T TOBMEOT HMZ G RET
DRERBIR 2 FE VAL S CERAISFHML, H Bl A RREE T MR B ZE T3 C, LAt
25N (IR TERF O BARZE B O FE ) NETIRBEIC K> TRARZHZB WL, B2 8) (Differential
Work Hardening) &IFEA72 1061 107 B g 2683, 1 dils /IREE, 2 s/ iREE CHLEE D5, T-E 203
RO NI FE LT AR D B 5 | IRARSR T AR T2 7 M JEAE 7 SR L CE kS E 5 L, 2K BAen N
T LR 2R TS D35 199, 2§l 5| FRIZI VT, MEHIAT 5-8305 2 #ili /7 iz > Tl Tal{b 25 &)

22



1.5 FARHERIE EROEEIC B 206k DIFSE 23

PR RGBS RES TS ¥, ML IRy AT FRBT L, U/ Heti AT
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1.5.3 I7uP RO ST Fik

QUM EHEER O FRNTHAR S L CIE, X BRIEIPT(XRD: X-Ray Diffraction)|Z K55 G FLHk AT 12113 EA
T 7 - B 4% 8% (SEM: Scanning Electron Microscope) {2 X537 v 4l ik #1 22 19 - 119 EBSD(Electron
Back-Scatter Diffraction pattern){£IZXDfEAG AL 117D - 1R ZETHND. ZhbDFiEZ VT,
PEEI 7 A B O BIGR DS GNZ A, BBV RIS, Bl 2L — S a AR D RIE D
TRDT=D DI EFE T VBT T TS, I TIII 7SRO 3T FEITSHITHEA L, SITRE RS
DI AR D OGBEHA 120 - 12230, ~7aR b — )V OM BRI RIE 7 ol O 2RI E
BRI CE D LT > TS, IR D7 w262 OIGBLE AL, MBS ok
DOBRE T D L THEN e TETHS.

TERAFFENZ N T, 7R L DZ OB IT B Z TR BRI RO TS, — 5, MEHRFIEIIZ T
JBRECE AR RIS U TEEL, R TIR_72I91T, ~7axr—L o 2 #h5 | REEOM EHEEIZEE 45
NI BB, IV RO ENE LS TWD. LinLans, FEHEDOMDIRVIZIBNT, EEOT L
AEFIRRETH D 2 5 [IRETIREEIZ 1T 5, IR DE DIGEIEIZE T 285 1370 .

2Hh5 | IRAETLRREIZ BT 57 wfllik B b DZ DSBS EH TEUE, 7V AR O BHRR IR
DIV OO FBC BT A EME DS KNI R, SHIZEIEHEICEN M BB ET VARG Y a2l —
2 O EREEALDHIRISNS. 22T, AR TIE, £7 2 @gIEEIREBIZHIT 7 el Dz D5
BIRHAINZBRFE T2 (2 7).
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1.5.4 BSBAYRHEIC RIS THAOBHE - DR &

RO R L DIRFABI AR5 r B KT T APEH AR O 52 88 B3 D P58, Lankford H1Z8 > THRANT
7287z, Lankford & 90, 4 OFIR OBV 2 ZBNEL, FiE ORGSRV Rtk a2 7 Vv — 7 O ik
D rERENWZEEZRL, fEEETOLD r fE~DREEZ R LT Y. 201, Burns & Heyer 2L~ T, ftidn
AL r AEOBIRIFEMICHI LS. 51X, BEMEEZD SBRMZ2ERSET5GE, ROITE<T <R
\ZEDZETEHS, BE S LOWIE T TIZE D LI7R BN G2 EY r SR EDZEZ BT,

r E~ZETOMEHA LU T, MG/, RFBIRE, BIOR AN RESILTND 129 - 1289, %
OBIELT, S EEAFRRDO {111} AL {001 FFALOFREE 129, I3 L ONE AR 1290 rE~ R IE T 8%
Fig. 1-21 (ZZ 1417~ 9. Cube on face D HALIZHSH {100} <011>D5E, WIEFF AR LLTL, rER
T/ NELIpD. — 57T, Cube on corner O HALIZHD {111}<110>D356, RIS I LRI EZLIZLL,
rAEIXRERIICELRDZEBHESNTND . 2072, r [HEED D7D, SO (111) iz %<
LT, {001 D22 ZEWHE R THDZENHGINNTINTND 129, e, FERIAR T/ NSWNEE r EIHME T
THEMDHLH1. 61T, RFBPWEMEWIZIEE AN TEELLT L, rE M 3D m N HE ST
W5 20 2 b0 A RREEL, BUBYEITEAL-AEEE U TR R 35 TF SDMIFZE - B S, BLENEIA<
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R UIESST L 2N LB IT DB 0¥ — IR EREEA KT T n EON LA LFEEOIE, MOEFORS &
Rife, ALZERRSY, Fhem AL AR E BT DLW FE 2 DEIR, 130 B935,%. §i21E, Morrison 0%, n = 5/
10+ d'?) OERERTND. 22T, d TR THD. n EICKIFETEETLEOUIEEL T,
MOWIMEGRITROEHEPHEINT HIFE n EME T F2IENHRESNTND B, nfHEOM LD, $
DU FEARR 2 FF M ELTEZHIVTND. ZllG 552361 D8 7 A& L bR D BEfREL T,
{1 FEE AL b n ABICHERL, W {001 G LR BIR Y n EZ R TRERDEE S TND B9, =
DI, n LIV IERRIC Lo TREEEALZ 5.

AR, 7RG A V72 CPFEM & W e BUE AT £ 7 L 035 4 BRFES AL, ol Tl bR DZ:
TEREME T RN B 2P e <22 & i TuD 39 - 149 Van Houtte © 93 Taylor-Bishop-Hill #5#(TBH
theory) |2 H D<Ak S IR ORE S B PEMENTIE PR R L QD F72, Kuroda B “OI3fE M EET L2 W,
M NS NEL, I TR L RE BN DM EHE AR C DUV TR A T T A,

AR DI~ 7R — 3T 2 #l5 | IRER SR 2 O T BHRRIE I B 35 2 < O FZBRIOAF 48035
. — 5, 78R — B O UTEBAEMEAT 2 AW ETN 2. 7 ez & B L CEEMNTIZ DN
TAELRHED T RBEMES 22— a I Ko TRIBEIZARD D050, WEFEEMES 2L —altds
TE B EHSYE PN ERE SRS Q0N D.

BAES 2 —2a COREEN THRNIRIEREDNHLHH DL T, B ZE) 199-19923%%. Fig. 1-20
(R IDIC RGBT IF SV TEHEFIZALI, 2 fli5RIZIB W CEHIHENZ I O LigE b
MR ELIRDZH), Z ORI T LD NELAeDZFB N E LD ENRESINTND 190, ZOAH =R LT
RIZHITHDDN o T, BF I LF B ~OI 7 afl RO BV RIBS LTV DHAH OO0, /8
Al — )L C ORI FRITIZE AL TR0,

ZCARIGETIE, SRS IRD BT DA =X LMEY, BEOYIF $H0 B R L2 B DR 2R - O
HAZBREL, 2 5 IRETIREEIC T D7 a2 b D% OB E E il 4 I C, MR BRI 7 mfi
WAL B AL B OBIfRE EBRINTHLMNIZ TS (5 3 3).
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1.5.5 FVRAILTHORESHEIZRET 05

TV AMIERE DR ETALDFEIRDTZOIZ, 1960 FFRLE, T AI=0 AESROMRZ G L L TFFED
ML ENTE. RERNOEA X% Fig. 1-22 (374 49, KA FEAUTBIEOTHONM GBI A
BHAS A=)V DHFANTHY, I OT AL THRIZAIIZH NS 2 149 149, Fig, 1-23|ZFRmmIUCKIET
fh BRI, AR, A IO T OB ZZNEIURT . RO/ SRR R T 528
TEETIUIRAELLTLREZENMSEN TRV 19 25k (B R OO A th) 59 W7ol T
SR FITINZ, KRS 19, G ITAr 199 - PO S AR 199, 157 15970 DR BHA 123N B 22 L3 )
HEINTWA.

Rolling reduction +=0.1 Tensile strain &=0,15

Tensile strain £=0,22

Fig. 1-22 REFENO— I (B LM R OELHR ORI 19)
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Fig. 1-23 RENADEER T
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21X, Yamaguchi & Mellor™ 73, 7 /L3 /L RSO M i dVOFE LV LA 5-SAVDFH S I O A s oo
PRI IS L TEFLCED I LA/ RL CWVA. Osakada D51, 3 MifL S IEl 7 [0 O3 e & 5 R ARSI b
BILCH R T2, ZOHIMEIGIX5IREEME LW, BIOMEI O GBI BN
T, VAL A, RS SR TERARDZEZNITL TS,

REHIERRKEOTHROBURIIE AU I > TRRZN, BRRNELLTH Y O A2 AU
ERAERICIOTIRIER — L2 ERHESNTND . 20— T, BHERICL > TRETRNO R E
MBERDHEVIRELHD 1. ZDOINTH W T 2 FERRFE RO E SN TS, ZRHOWFFETIRHEE
MR ERD, ZDMEIOI 7 aflfikt Bies QDI EnD, RETRNIEEOEEERZURIFIE~DI7 i ik
DREBEPHELERIND.

FRALEI 7 AR O B MEIZBIL, IEAE Tl EBSD IZXA4E L T ALAETS> Atomic Force Microscopy
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(AFM)Z FWTZIFTE DM T TS 149 - 139 UInLZeBBZ DO LUIT NI =0 LGSR G THY, BIE
JRS BB O AR SR OBV TODIK B FE I 30V C, RERAUS KT TR - (7 A HE,
7R 57) EMNLEHE A (O B f, O Fbb) O B ZBIT BN o TR, SBIZ, TER DMK
% IF SHOM BRI, EI rE, [HOORER | 1591090 207 07 ik 10 -19% 5 iicLizt
DTHY, R BFD IR DI 2R i RN RIE# DR EHPERIZ DOV TE B LT RIEEH O mDRY
WZBW T,

BB VR BN A BB R O72D121E, 7V AR CALD L O A5 HESS 2 fl5 [1RA
2B D, RETAVEEDIZ TRRE R DA =X 2% FZERIICTHEL, BN B OI 7 afilfikz 5
MR D DHEZE R D, IHIT, ZDOIV iz EBL T HHE ROV THHALNICT O ER B L.

T, RBFFE T PRtz & IR E LT a3 AR O 2 AU R E T 5 B B A e 21 7).
(1) WURERFIO 2 #5158 N2 DR E RN R E~OIV kI LD BRI A B EL, 2 #7558

BIREOR B RANFEER B %, Marciniak 15 DIZEDFE 2 OO AL~V OFBR T O BRI Bl532 L,
SEM/EBSD (245 2 il 5 [5E3ER D7 OBl 253 FIEIC Lol 2 2t A Ao, FEBRMBIZZICE
DIAETDHEE 4 7).

(2) WK R FEHR O R E RN I E LB OEARTURAEIE~OI kO B A BrEL, fEx DO
FTHRINTBIT DTV AR O R FRNFE R B Z, BRI ol (LBl gL, wifkinesn
MR ZA L DB A A G, FHOT A5 5B DE 2 #i5 R COR RN IEL BT LIk
DIRAETDHEE 5 F).

(3) MRAKIR R HA D 7L 2N LR O K E FEAVDFZE TN RIT T, 8 % OB D 8%, 2hEh
SYBEL TRETT HEEHIT, RIETRIUTEET D ZEDHEE SN A5 SRR O TR 22 D 3 B % M E
L, I LRF MR d AU e BT 5728 O ssf B S o0 RS SRR I BE 32902175 (56 6 ).
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1.6 AHFFED B

ARAFIENE, IMEDOZHETDHBEL—Y —D=—XEZ, BEE» O BT S % FE 8]
FTEHIDOM B GHEHEIRE T2 ANETD. Thbb, TV AR O BRI KRE R FEE &
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CPFEM (2R EUEARHT DO W E 236, 1850 EE DD 8 I S /L i 2 B 32 SRR D BT A B BR R 2 B Y
ELTAFFRAATS. RIS, AWFFED HOREMNAZ T

(1) FLATHALL LG RO KR ERPIETIRIEL FH CEH+Fo IERBR A 2 BFEL, 2 fil5 | 9RZE IR
REIZ BT B 7 a2 b D% D3 SEM/EBSD B2 e Nr 5.

(2) ERROZOHBIEHENTZHWT, B REOI7 a2 (b L 850228 O B2 BRI &
L, ZEdb IR OBIEIETE DA =X I, FBIORMKIFE IF $ioD 5 57 b 258 0O 538 R 1 2 B B2 T
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(3) IO EIEVEICR T2 2 5 [ RAE R ORI RALVEIES B4, Marciniak £ PICE 5/ 2 OO
IR~V Dk Fr O B P72 8122, SEMV/EBSD (2% 2 5] 3RRER D2 D8 £ BR 1A IC L o
feBla At b, BEBIOOITICIVTAAEL, REREO R m v e 7 ik O BIfR 2 B B>
Z9 2.

(4) FEx OOT HHICHBIT LT VAR OR BV IESFE L, BFEAIRI7 ol b Blg2 L, Wiy
72XV R DB A A G0, T O T H6|E~2 @5 iR TOR BTV ZELBILE TLOILIC
JOFAEL, CPFEM IZLDHUE AN A T, B DR M A U DB TERRRUR AN E~ DI 7wk D
RIS D.

(5) WAL LR R AR D7V AN LREFO R FERALDOFE LN T T~ OB DR EL, ZnEh
SYBEL TRETT A ELHIT, RIS BT A2 LN HEE SNDHE SR O Z TR P2 D B 2 MR IE
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Z D7 A FREBO T80 ORAK R FE R O BEM SOV TIRE T 5. £, $REHIN, REM B OENL
Pz FZBRICLOMEET 5.

B ETIE, 2 EODLE 6 ETEON T B RERIET 2.

31



32 ZEICHK

2% 30

1) BEEH]: B AROFEHAN 100 4258, FIeAGRtt, (1984).
2) ZEe B Es R 13 BIE A S @bdEn & B S dr, 36 7, (1952).
3) M BN TE SR 7V ARG S A~ N7 75 4 Wi, B FI3ERAL, (2017), pp.2-12.
4) HtazmEEs, BEEfHoBim, 2o, AFE
(http://www.mlit.go.jp/hakusyo/mlit/h24/hakusho/h25/html/n1232000.html) , (Z: [ 2018-01-05).
5) AR “ BB EA~O SR B RSN, SN T, Vol.37, No.429(1996), pp.990-997
6) PP HIER TR I Lok SRHEEE AR OB, HERIR B Loet SR THE, AT A2, AR5
(http://www.kantei.go.jp/jp/singi/ondanka/kaisai/dai35/mochimawari.html) ,
(218 2018-02-02).
7) ESLERBEMTIEATE B, HADREZ R AP ET —2 , T4, AF5
(http://www-gio.nies.go.jp/aboutghg/nir/nir-j.html) ,(Z: & 2018-02-02).
8) E himE &R, A T1, ANFk
(http://www.mlit.go.jp/sogoseisaku/environment/) ,(Z: & 2018-01-10).
9) KL “ABHICB I E L L Lo\, BIEH, Vol.31, No.9, (2016), pp.18-21.
10) [H +A238E &R, BB ERE &, T4, AR5 (http://www.mlit.go.jp/jidosha/) , (Z M
2018-01-10).
11) SR B BT FE i - 7'V AR EES N N7y 7% 4 i, BT L3R, (2017), pp.13-18.
12) FEILEA, @G, KGR “moRESM 2 RO 2 OB E(LOBLIREA % OEhn”, B BhEHIN,
Vol.55, No.4, (2001), pp.51-57.
13) FEEEML—, KAIER: “FEHBEOBERESE N7 —", BEIEHIN, Vol.41, No.8, (1987), pp.870-871.
14) MBE ERE, HERUR Seimod MERAE | S OMEICRE 2BOREHEEE KL 4, A2 T10, AF5E
(http://www.soumu.go.jp/menu_news/s-news/15338 1.html), (Z:F& 2018-01-11).
15) Frer, IR EeE, RURRBLRR : “Phi - 22270 H B HBHFE O i#hm”, LY ¥—F &% —The TRC
News, No.108, (2009), pp.45-48.
16) M. Franz, R. Zenk, A. Durt and P.Vink: ”The Influence of a Massage Car Seat on Comfort Experience and
EMG”, SAE Technical Paper, (2008), pp.889.
17) K. T. Kang: “An experimental and analytical application of vehicle sound quality target cascading”, The
Journal of the Acoustical Society of America, Vol.131, (2012), pp.3502.
18) AAFE - “FEAH BYELOBHJE - BpEITIS 1T DA BB THA”, #PELIN T, Vol.53, No.613,
(2012), pp.91.
19) ‘HsaiE: BB ET P AL DIELR 7Ty a2 AR AFA/VDERK Part 3 Hfg AZ AL OERYEF
¥ TIH—TA L DFEE?, HEHY ¥ —F /1 Wa, Vol.1, No.8, (2004), pp.55-64.
20) MRE—, HEH—, W B H BB EOT AT A FIEOEE”, 7AW,
Vol.61, No.2, (2014), pp.17-26.

32


http://www.mlit.go.jp/hakusyo/mlit/h24/hakusho/h25/html/n1232000.html
http://www.mlit.go.jp/sogoseisaku/environment/
http://www.mlit.go.jp/jidosha/
http://www.soumu.go.jp/menu_news/s-news/15338_1.html

BEE 33

21) M HE RS E R, NZEEE 75 5 ERITHRL 75 F05 A BB EFE HIFFRRE R
T —, T4, AT (http://www.toyota.co.jp/) ,
(&1 2018-03-08).

22) A, N, FILZ SIS LD BB IRy T I X T AL DRI AT L, 2003
EERE R L R IR 25 R SUEE, 2003A, (2003), pp.10.

23) REFFRAC, F IR ST 7 2T FHONTRET VTV AT L, ART AL PR R
SRR, Vol.53, (2006), pp.308-309.

24) PIHES,, BAMER, PR, HERE: “EARBIROEENLEHINAE(LORHK, 7 A 75,
Vol.61, No.2, (2014), pp.124-125.

25) PaAT BiR, WEPHES, JITHEAL: “ 7V ADNBURGE T m e AOE”, <~V 2 ), No.28, (2010),
pp.23-27.

26) FATH  “HENEARER TS 3 KMEIEAR T 47, JAMAGAZINE2013 45 3 A %, Vol.47, (2013), pp.1-7.

27) FHEHRSIEEANTTFE SR, 7V ARIEEES R T 78 4 Wi, B P EZERTE A, (2017), pp.31.

28) & HVE N : “ H B HROEHIRE 7L ATEORRL /N7, A AR 72355, Vol.84, No.748, (1981),
pp.261-267.

29) ) IECIE, BTl F R, PRE, RO 7L 2L, R Rk, (1977), pp.99-153.

30) W. C. Leslie GEHI A BaaR, AEHIE, BPHEEEZ 3N, VAU —S8ipELy, SLEkkalatt, (1985),
pp.152-171.

31) AR IR B B R BES AR DO BT OBLR R SR, WML, Vol.46, No.534, (2005),
pp.570-573.

32) FAMEZE, ERGSFIE, ILARKS 2 B, BEHBURR  “W 4k i ik D AR DB, (£ A48, Vol.26, (1974),
pp.170-181.

33) AR, [ASTERS, SEIRaRIe, MEIRAT —  “BET R LR H S R B SRl O BHIE LSBT, BEPELIN T,
Vol.23, N0.262, (1982), pp.1034-1040.

34) WA, VTNZE— “WIERE L DA =X L7, BB H M EHRE S, (A48, Vol.41, No.2,
(1989), pp.321-332.

35) /NGRS EE, KB, AL AR IR BRI LA BE L A S L IR R R D - Z S DOBA RS,
WRHE =, (£ K48, Vol.45, No.5, (1993), pp.12-19.

36) HIHIEN, K BFR, (FEER AR : “Nb-Ti S Us IR = 3 8AR DB 5”, BLEEAFSE, Vol.322, (1986),
pp.90-98.

37) [AFE S, AKFHEOL WU HE Ti BN AESAR 00 T i 56 B AR L2 M3 Min, P DRZE”, 840,
Vol.76, No.3, (1990), pp.422-429.

38) HIAEESL, LB, MRS, 58T u], Z2H: “390~440N/mm? F B0 v B8R ”, NKK
Feil, Vol.145, (1994), pp.17-24.

39) BEHZ, dLBrfe A, ILIERER], SRR, HEE A B B HR T S0V R BGHIR I 55 7 405 SRR
DEA%E”, FTOH, Vol.41, (2002), pp.123-125.

33


http://www.toyota.co.jp/

34 ZEICHK

40) TSN, VR —, TEE IR S OB R R S DB %, CAMP-IS, Vol.3,
No.321, (1997), pp.515.

41) FFMG, TR, AR, RS, SR, BEE BB “390-440MPa AR AR KRR ELTET BH Sk o
BAFE”, #ELE 7 kA, Vol 16, No.6, (2003), pp.1425.

42) /NP Z, iRt AP, AR IS, BRI - i i OV AR IS U 72 440MPa R
TR ER D - X - I IEHAR DO BAFE”, £TV&, Vol.51, No.1, (2012), pp.22-24.

43) BESAE « “FEEAR BROE E IR O BLIR A 12 OFRE”, HERHY — 722>, 71, (2003), pp.74-75.

44) ARG R 0 100 E—E BhHELPE £ L L IR AT IR LRGSR —, 8R40, Vol.100, No.1,
(2014), pp.82-93.

45) MAEGL : “HIERER BT (S H B9 D8k EL L H B oL TSI O™, 5258, Vol.11, No.12,
(2006), pp.773-778.

46) HEEEER, EM, BHE B SO B R A rTRES TR VE SR D #iil & £ DTE M, 2003
MEZ =7 4, (1) B BT R, (2003), pp.17-22.

47) I TE SR, 7V ARIEEES N7 Y755 4 [, BT8R, (2017), pp.33.

48) K. Musoil: “Drawing and Pressing in Theory and Practice”, Dingler’s polytechnisches Journal, Vol.315,
(1900), pp-428.

49) & HIFEN: “FER DTV AT L OB HRER”, FEE K, Vol.25, No.298, (1959), pp.447-456.

50) fa A TR TAREICBE T OMF%E (6 1 )7, H A3, Vol.38, No.221, (1935),
pp.635-636.

51) LR ARG “TROOBMEN (5B 1 #)7, B A 5w SUE, Vol.8, No.32, (1942), pp.121-125.

52) W. J. Lankford, S. C. Snyder and J. A. Bauscher: “New criteria for predicting the performance of deep
drawing sheets”, Transactions of the American Society of Metals, Vol.42, (1950), pp.1197.

53) & HIE K “TER DTV ARIE DIV R G 55 L BOEERER”, B AHFZERT e, Vol.35, No.3,
(1959), pp.199-213.

54) @ W32 “RITHAM B O MR O R ERHL O MBI D ERS T, BELINT, Vol.5,
No.36, (1964), pp. 3.

55) /AARTETR, ATHEE—, A A BB EEARIMI T L ARG DRI A TR RE (R 1 ), 20
LT, Vol.10, No.106, (1969), pp.793-800.

56) S. Keeler: "Determination of Forming Limits in Automotive Stampings," SAE Technical Paper 650535,
(1965), https://doi.org/10.4271/650535.

57) JIS Z 2241: 2011, <@ kLS| 3R 71k,

58) ISO 6892-1:2009, Metallic materials — Tensile testing — Part 1 Method of test at room temperature.

59) H ARSI T — 2 — M4 R OMEIC B RIE I3 ER i O~HEZD R, k&80, Vol.56, No.8, (1970),
pp.1136.

60) A. M. Erichsen: “A new test for thin sheets (in German)”, Stahl und Eisen, Vol.34, (1914), pp. 879-882.

61) T. Y. Olsen: “Machines for ductility testing”, Proc. Amer. Soc. Mater., Vol.20, (1920), pp. 398-403.

34


https://doi.org/10.4271/650535

BEE 35

62) s B BN L S D BR ZE”, B B 8kECHR, Vol.378, (2003), pp.2-6.

63) GHAEZROA, HEEE  “FIE AT BRI 30T DM 2 B R AE 301 O Atk o528, MEPEL N
T, Vol.51, No.598, (2010), pp.1063-1067.

64) IEKE, & HEIER: “FTIREDMHOT T VBEIR”, AL FAFFERTHE, Vol. 44, No.3, (1968),
pp.150-162.

65) fREARTR, LRI, &R R B HR DR U7 Z0 DRI RTS8, ks
ST, Vol.46, No.534, (2005), pp.625-629.

66) H AEkHH BB /R R 515 JFST1001, (1996).

67) ISO: Method of hole expanding test ISO 16630, (2009).

68) JIS Z 2256: 4J@FED AT 7 ER 5%, (2010).

69) H ARSI b2t , EREMETEEE 3 %5, (2014), pp.144-146.

70) 1L EEHE R AEDSEOMEIZ RAE T BN T, PELINT, Vol.5, No.38, (1964), pp.183-194.

71) RREEFORE, TATRE R, KURE— : VR BRI OO ZEME I KT 3R SR RLEE D8 (it in - SR Ol - 2
DO, ME”, $kEHH, Vol.59, No.11, (1973), S659.

72) K. Yamaguchi and P. B. Mellor: “Thickness and grain size dependence of limit strains in sheet metal
stretching”, International Journal of Mechanical Sciences, Vol.18, (1976), pp.85-90.

73) Z. Marciniak and K. Kuczynski: “Limit strains in the processes of stretch-forming sheet metal”,
International Journal of Mechanical Sciences, Vol.9, (1967), pp.609-612.

74) N. Takakura, K. Yamaguchi, and M. Fukuda: “Improvement of the Forming Limit of Sheet Metals by
Removal of Surface Roughening with Plastic Strain”, The Japan Society of Mechanical Engineers, Vol.30,
No.270, (1987), pp.2034-2039.

75) W. F. Brown and G. Sachs, “Strength and Failure Characteristics of Thin Circular Membranes”, Transaction
of the American Society of Mechanical Engineers, Vol.70, (1948), pp. 241-251.

76) P. B Mellor: “'Stretch-forming under fluid pressure”, J. Mech. Phys. Solids, Vol.5, (1956), pp. 41-56.

77) AR HEsE, Wbk = BeREER A A 90 h S [SRAREREE ORAUE”, #4EE, Vol.16, No.165, (1967),
pp.433-439.

78) E. Shiratori and K. Ikegami: “Experimental study of the subsequent yield surface by using cross-shaped
specimens”, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, Vol.16, No.6, (1968), pp.373-394.

79) Y. Tozawa: “Plastic deformation behavior under conditions of combined stress”, Mechanics of Sheet Metal
Forming, (1978), pp.81-110.

80) G. L. Taylor and H. Quinney: “The plastic distortion of metals”, Philosophical Transactions of the Royal
Society of London, Series A., Vol.230, (1932), pp.323-362.

81) G. Ferron and A.Makinde: “Design and development of a biaxial strength testing device”, Journal of Testing
and Evaluation, Vol.16, No.3, (1988), pp.253-256.

82) A.Makinde, L.Thibodeau and K. W. Neale: “Development of an apparatus for biaxial testing using
cruciform specimens”, Experimental mechanics, Vol.32, No.2, (1992), pp.138-144.

35



36  ZE3CHK

83) M ST FEA, AT, IWABE N “TAZ—E BB Ni AR5 & &3 L O 7 I EE b A5 46
DR 2l 5 A3 e OBSE”, B RAFFEFTHFFEH S, Q06004, (2006).

84) M. Waniewski, U. Wolf and G. Brietbach: “Stress-strain analysis of a biaxial tension cruciform specimen for
tests under creep conditions”, Strain, February, (1993), pp.15-24.

85) S. Demmerle and J. P. Boehler: “Optimal design of biaxial tensile cruciform specimens”, Journal of the
Mechanics and Physics of Solids, Vol.41, No.1, (1993), pp.143-181.

86) E. Hoferlin, A. Van Bael, P. Van Houtte, G. Steyaert, and C. De Maré: “Biaxial tests on cruciform specimens
for the validation of crystallographic yield loci”, Journal of Materials Processing Technology, Vol.80, (1998),
pp-545-550.

87) T. Kuwabara, S. Ikeda, and K. Kuroda: “Measurement and analysis of differential work hardening in
cold-rolled steel sheet under biaxial tension”, Journal of Materials Processing Technology, Vol.80, No.81,
(1998), pp.517-523.

88) fLFEZeih, WD, SRR "5 el i e s D 5BR O B b AR RE ™, BEMELN
1., Vol.52, No.601, (2011), pp. 282-287.

89) Y. Hanabusa, H. Takizawa, and T. Kuwabara: “Numerical verification of a biaxial tensile test method using
a cruciform specimen”, Journal of Materials Processing Technology, Vol.213, No.6, (2013), pp. 961-970.

90) ISO 16842: 2014, Metallic materials—Sheet and strip—Biaxial tensile testing method using a cruciform test
piece.

91) A. Hannon and P. Tiernan: “A review of planar biaxial tensile test systems for sheet metal”, Journal of
materials processing technology, Vol. 198, No.1, (2008), pp.1-13.

92) J. P. Boehler, S. Demmerle and S. Koss: “A new direct biaxial testing machine for anisotropic materials”,
Experimental Mechanics, Vol.34, (1994), pp.1-9.

93) fEEE 2R, WEEESE DS, SIRURIZ  “ PP/ NRLER i o BEsh SR X il 5 [ iRABR T TADBR %™, B4R,
Vol. 64, No. 4, (2014), pp.142-148.

94) S. B. Lin and J. L. Ding: “Experimental study of the plastic yielding of rolled sheet metals with the
cruciform plate specimen”, International Journal of Plasticity, Vol.11, (1995), pp.583-604.

95) E. Shiratori and K. Ikegami: “Experimental study of the subsequent yield surface by using cross-shaped
specimens”, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, Vol.16, (1968), pp.373-394.

96) C. Dalle Donne, K.-H. Trautmann and H. Amstutz: “Cruciform Specimens for In-Plane Biaxial Fracture,
Deformation, and Fatigue Testing” ASTM-STP, Vol.1387, (2000), pp.405-422.

97) J. N. Périé, H. Leclerc, S. Roux and F. Hild: “Digital image correlation and biaxial test on composite
material for anisotropic damage law identification”, International Journal of Solids and Structures, Vol.46,
(2009), pp.2388-2396.

98) H T " IR DRI O A~ DZETEAREE DR Gl D 7L ARG D2 TE ERE T (R 2E))“, ¥
PEEANT., Vol.11, No.109, (1970), pp. 112-118.

99) KATEE, LVHEAL, FlEE —, $nRHLZ, FIHAR D "R B 2R b T o0 N A A b 2R S R I,

36



BEE 37

kL8, Vol. 93, No.4, (2007), pp. 317-323.

100) FEHZ, BT, BEESE, & ¥ 7B S A IV @ aR A 3R D iR RS- On
TN TEVILER)”, $kE4H, Vol.91, No.6, (2005), pp.553-559.

101) EHBEZ, INEEM, 2, FHE, BrHE: " ErEmE S e A TR E R AT IR D7 UR T OB R
SR, YEPES T, Vol.49, No.572, (2008), pp.886-890.

102) GHAEEK—, Vet —, RESTE, SR MR EIEO 3 RIT RT3 I ARHT I DA ORI IR L O
FHOTHC, FAPEEAN T, Vol.39, No.445, (1998), pp.158-162.

103) FHEREK—, HEATIT, FRiEE, OHERZROL, TTIREEH], VOATHE— 7@ REE SRR DI O Z 0 DR ORI T
R ORI 5 2 W, % 60 [FIEEMIN TE AT ES, (2009), pp.11-12.

104) R. Arrieux, M. Boivin, and F. Le Maitre: “Determination of the Forming Limit Stress Curve for Anisotropic
Sheets”, CIRP Annals, Vol.36, No.1, (1987), pp.195-198.

105) FJRFEZ M IE Y 2l —a OERE EARICE 3O ERERER T E LM RE T U 7, LN T,
Vol. 54, No.624, (2013), pp.18-24.

106) R. Hill and J.W.Hutchinson: ”Differential Hardening in sheet metal undar biaxial loading: a theoretical
frame work”, Journal of Applied Mechanics, Vol.59, (1992), S1-S9.

107) R. Hill, S. S. Hecker and M. G. Stout: “An investigation of plastic flow and differential work hardening in
orthotropic brass tubes under fluid pressure and axial load”, International Journal of Solids and Structures,
Vol.31, No.21, (1994), pp.2999-3021.

108) vREFIEAE, WH 5, & HIEKE: " Al-Mg-SiR @ OnflllZ IE T HE MO RES, BeRTa RS
AEEAEEL, Vol 112, (2007), pp.179-180.

109) IS, SEIFAIZ 72 5 | 9RIS 7 FIZ31T5 IF A3 L OMK R F M O TAE L 568h ", kL4,
Vol.90, No.12, (2004), pp.1016-1022

110) T. Kuwabara, A. Van Bael, and E. lizuka: “Measurement and analysis of yield locus and work hardening
characteristics of steel sheets with different »-values”, Acta materialia, Vol.50, No.14, (2002),
pp-3717-3729.

111) K. Yoshida, A. Ishii, and Y. Tadano: “Work-hardening behavior of polycrystalline aluminum alloy under
multiaxial stress paths”, International Journal of Plasticity, Vol.53, (2014), pp.17-39.

112) B. F. Decker: “The Validity of the Pole Figure”, Journal of Applied Physics, Vol.16, (1945), pp.309-310.

113) G. Kurdjumow and G. Sachs: “Uber den Mechanismus der Stahlhirtung”, Zeitschrift fiir Physik, Vol. 64,
(1930), pp.325-343.

114) R. D. Heidenreich: “Electron Microscope and Diffraction Study of Metal Crystal Textures by Means of Thin
Sections”, Journal of Applied Physics, Vol.20, (1949), pp.993-1010.

115) W. Bollman: “Interference Effects in the Electron Microscopy of Thin Crystal Foils”, Physical Review,
Vol.103, (1956), pp.1588.

116) R. S. Burns and R. H. Heyer: “Orientation and Anisotropy in Low Carbon Steel Sheets”, The Annealing of
Low Carbon Steels, (1958), pp.29.

37



38  ZEICHK

117) A.J. Schwartz, M. Kumar and B. L. Adams: ”Electron Backscatter Diffraction in Materials Science”, eds.
by Kluwer Academic/Plenum Publishers, New York, (2000), pp.1.

118) V. Randle: “Microtexture Determination and its Applications”, The Institute of Materials, London, (1992),
pp.1.

119) Brent L. Adams, Stuart I. Wright, and Karsten Kunze: “Orientation imaging: The emergence of a new
microscopy”’, Metallurgical Transactions A, Vol.24, (1993), pp.819-831.

120) $5A3% —: “EBSD ¥EIC L AW BHEREZE L In-Situ B22”, BEKEE, Vol.45, No.3, (2010), pp.166-172.

121) M. A. Tschopp, B. B. Bartha, W. J. Porter, P. T. Murray, and S. B. Fairchild: “Microstructure-Dependent
Local Strain Behavior in Polycrystals through In-Situ Scanning Electron Microscope Tensile Experiments”,
Metallurgical and Materials Transactions A, Vol.40, (2009), pp. 2363-2368.

122) P. Franciosi, L. T. Le, G. Monnet, C. Kahloun, and M.-H. Chavanne: “Investigation of slip system activity in
iron at room temperature by SEM and AFM in-situ tensile and compression tests of iron single crystals”,
International Journal of Plasticity, Vol.65, (2015), pp. 226-249.

123) FEEAR I AT 7 2, 7V ARG A~ R 7 755 4 R, B P T3, (2017), pp.49—51.

124) &Rl —, V9L, INEESL : “BOREE Bflliska A D2 mn SO MM R T IE”, AAS R F237E, Vol.24,
No.4, (1965), pp.393-398.

125) WAFEFNE, THATFER  “UARSROEROIEICBIIET C BEORE”, $kL4H, Vol.56, No.1, (1970),
pp.28 - 43

126) K. Matsudo, T. Shimomura, and O. Nozoe: “Effect of Carbide Size, Cold Reduction and Heating Rate in
Annealing on Deep-Drawability of Low-Carbon, Capped Cold-Rolled Steel Sheet”, Texture of Crystalline
Solids, Vol.3, (1978), pp. 53-72.

127) & W Sk, EK %P B O rE R EIZB XIETFAammehi”, ke T, Vol.13, No.142,
(1972), pp.841-850.

128) f& H'E M, 16K 25 “EieBESIIC L OBERK A IEiAR DRLES, kL8, Vol.61, No.6, (1975),
pp.817-827.

129) R. S. Burns and R. H. Heyer: “Annealing Low Carbon Steel”, Sheet Metal Industries, Vol. 35, (1958),
pp.261.

130) W. B. Morrison: “The effect of grain size on the stress-strain relationship in low-carbon steel”, Transactions
of the American Society of Metals, Vol. 59 (1966), pp.824-846.

131) J. F. Enrietto, M. G. H. Wells, and E. R. Morgan: “Quench Aging in Fe-Mn-C-N Alloys, Precipitation from
Iron-Base Alloys”, Gordon and Breach, New York, (1965), pp.141-171.

132) HFHVERE, I 52, BB L  HREAR D n IS B X TR ERER”, $£L80, Vol. 58, No.8, (1972),
pp-1096-1106.

133) W. C. Leslie, G. B. Williams and D. H. Hutton: ’The tensile properties of high-purity low-carbon iron and
iron-manganese alloys”, Journal of the Iron and Steel Institute, Vol.199, (1961), pp.21-29.

134) FIERCHE, FAAIESE, BrHHAE —, HKEE : WAL SR OTRALOME L AR I LIE”, k&80, Vol.es,

38



ZEEE 39

(1979), pp.418-424.

135) EVHEGL, BEEURE, MR T, ARG —, ZILBE, FEER 7 =T MNRELRE T O R TR0 T
REALZE B Ok SPIEARAT”, BT H R, Vol. 392, (2012), pp.58 -64.

136) P. Van Houtte: “Calculation of the Yield Locus of Textured Polycrystals Using the Taylor and the Relaxed
Taylor Theory”, Textures and Microstructures, Vol.7, (1987), pp.29-72.

137) P. Eyckens, A. V. Bael, J. Moerman, H. Vegter, and P. Van Houtte: “Prediction of transient hardening after
strain path change by a multi-scale crystal plasticity model with anisotropic grain substructure”, Procedia
Engineering, Vol. 81, (2014), pp.1318-1323.

138) D. Peirce, R. J. Asaro, and A. Needleman: “Material rate dependence and localized deformation in
crystalline solids”, Acta Metallurgica, Vol.31, (1983), pp.1951-1976.

139) =il B "SRG AR ERR S, B AK T SRR SUE A B, Vol. 65, No. 630, (1999), pp.201-209.

140) M. Kuroda and S. Ikawa: “Texture optimization of rolled aluminum alloy sheets using a genetic algorithm”,
Materials Science and Engineering A, Vol.385, (2004), pp.235-244.

141) S. Hiwatashi, A. Van Bael, P. Van Houtte, and C. Teodosiu: “Prediction of forming limit strains under
strain-path changes: Application of an anisotropic model based on texture and dislocation structure”,
International Journal of Plasticity, Vol.14, (1998), pp.647-669.

142) B RAGAT, AORHETE, KATEE, L VEEASL b S S VERRAT 2 &5 TF 80D 5207 1AL 5 Eh O MR AT (IF i 0> 5
JFREA 2B 9 DB 7 OfRH—2)“, CAMP-ISIJ, Vol.28, (2015), pp.206.

143) K. Osakada, and M. Oyane: “On the roughening of free surface in deformation processes”, Bulletin of the
JSME, Vol.14, No. 68, (1971), pp.171-177.

144) @A ELE, LA TEE, NI, FRak—RS, A H BRI A BRI LD 2 i o aL DT
(% 1, A HREHSOFEZEZRZINKRTLETEERAOLE) “, B AR 25w 3 (C #i) , Vol.51,
No.461, (1985), pp. 172-178.

145) A S, PR R, REIHERER  “WRIEARTIT R St b & R AR O R IS 2L (Z TR ICRIE
FTOT R DOREE) ", B AR 2 7m L5 (C ), Vol. 51, No. 468, (1985), pp. 2100-2108.

146) /NEEH, B E  “HHEFBEHOIVUCKIETI LR X OERK 7087, FrESNT, Vol.27,
No.310, (1986), pp.1261-1267.

147) /KBTS, FFHE—, AEFHE, FEELZ C ZIRATBIIE R R, SIS T, Vol.11, No.114,
(1970), pp-495-502.

148) A.J. Beaudoin, J.D. Bryant, and D.A. Korzekwa: “Analysis of Ridging in Aluminum Auto Body Sheet
Metal”, Metallurgical and Materials Transactions A, Vol.29A, (1998), pp.2323-2332.

149) M. R. Stoudt and J. B. Hubbard: “Analysis of deformation-induced surface morphologies in steel sheet”,
Acta Materialia, Vol.53, (2005), pp.4293-4304.

150) T. J. Turner and M. P. Miller: “Modeling the Influence of Material Structure on Deformation Induced
Surface Roughening in AA7050 Thick Plate”, Journal of Engineering Materials and Technology, Vol.129,
(2007), pp-367-379.

39



40 BECWR

151) R. Becker: “Effects of Strain Localization on Surface Roughening During Sheet Forming”, Acta Materialia,
Vol.46, No.4, (1998), pp.1385-1401.

152) W. Tong, L.G. Hector, Jr., H. Weiland, and L.F. Wieserman: “IN—SITU SURFACE
CHARACTERIZATION OF A BINARY ALUMINUM ALLOY DURING TENSILE DEFORMATION”,
Scripta Materialia, Vol.36, No.11, (1997), pp.1339-1344.

153) P. D. Wu, D. J. Lloyd, A. Bosland, H. Jin, and S. R. MacEwen: “Analysis of roping in AA6111 automotive
sheet”, Acta Materialia, Vol.51, (2003), pp.1945-1957.

154) P. D. Wu and D. J. Lloyd: “Analysis of surface roughening in AA6111 automotive sheet”, Acta Materialia,
Vol.52, (2004), pp.1785-1798.

155) P. D. Wu, D. J. Lloyd, M. Jain, K. W. Neale, and Y. Huang: “Effects of spatial grain orientation distribution
and initial surface topography on sheet metal necking”, International Journal of Plasticity, Vol.23, (2007),
pp.1084-1104.

156) AN, JAHUR S0, W TSR, REF IR, SAEIZ SR {111 (12) R EHRED ST Y = 7 A
FRAT L ZPADGER ETERF OALTALIE AR, A ARER 523358, Vol.77, No.10, (2013),
pp.440-447.

157) P. S. Lee, H. R. Pichler, B. L. Adams, G. Jarvis, H. Hampel, and A. D. Rollett: “Influence of surface texture
on orange peel in aluminum”, Journal of Materials Processing Technology, Vol.80, No.81, (1998),
pp.315-319.

158) S. W. Banovic and T. Foecke: “Evolution of Strain-Induced Microstructure and Texture in Commercial
Aluminum Sheet under Balanced Biaxial Stretching”, Metallurgical and Materials Transactions A, Vol.34A,
(2003), pp.657-671.

159) BB S5k, fEAR —, JF s, FEE R : “MyfiR 58 Ti A ISt o> y i M OBE SRRk KX IE T
7 =T A MEEERF DIV SR OB, $:EHH, Vol.77, No.2, (1991), pp.282-289.

160) B4, Y AL, Karel Eloot, A&, /MRS “ {111} BUEE G/kZ A T2 IF S50 50
(DA REAE SRR B4, 8K, Vol.85, No.8, (1999), pp.633-638.

161) FRIA, mbEFEAR WK R FZNERR OGN IET =T O, A KGR,
Vol.36, (1972), pp.1124-1130.

162) fEAME, feiite, BRI “Nb IR 5 7 L3 L R LD BVRRY F i SESRAR D BRSE”, $ké
#, Vol.67, No.11, (1981), pp.1962-1971.

163) FEIASES K - “ V5 ZESMAR O Pt B e SRR I B RIT T IR FE DA, $kL4H, Vol.70, No.15, (1984),
pp-1906-1913.

164) [AKER, AKFHEDG  “MRAKER S Ti NI LSRR O Bl it S B AR I M E 9 Mn & P DSR2, BRLdH,
Vol.76, No.3, (1990), pp.422-429.

165) 1. Samajdar, B. Verlinden, and P. Van Houtte: “Textural Changes through Grain Growth in Ti-bearing
IF-steel Inves-tigated by Orientation Imaging Microscopy and X-ray Diffraction”, IS1J International, Vol.37,
No.10, pp.1010-1015.

40



BEE 41

166) WA KT, B HIER WK RN IETA O r B0 PN & T VT KT S IR e 2R & BME AR ARG L oD
WA kS, Vol.82, No.10, (1996), pp.870-875.

167) ARG, T HE, SRS, AN, EARIE—“T =T MED {111} FH5 ab R A R LRk A ot o —
R PREEH, Vol.85, No.10, (1999), pp.751-757.

168) Moo-Young Huh, Luis A. Barrales-Mora, and Olaf Engler: “Effect of texture on grain growth in an
interstitial-free steel sheet”, International Journal of Materials Research, Vol.103, No.12 (2012),
pp-1423-1433.

169) 58, FEHSEH, ISR “Ti IR I 38 R SE SRR OO PR AL AR I MAE T B DR, SR,
Vol.103, No.5, (2017), pp.221-229.

41



42 2.1 =

%9 2E3|EDZ DY SEM/EBSD £ 223 ERIE DB R

2.1 #=

R b L Mk EOWSIOT=80, &R R O B B HE S~ 0@ H A IEL T D, BB EOM:
REM] o — Y — DB AT IS LTe T A G T OBLEDD, B BRI L3 2z dH
%. TDI, BRI, D om IS 2 7 B B E SR RO DTS D,

—RIZ, SRR O R B S [ BERER CEON D~ 7 e M BHRF I KV RF IS LS. TRV PR L
REDT VAL, r EE n i, FITH LI BHREEEENZn ESE D28 Lo THESND
BERndHD 2D, —J, ZOLH7e~rale P EHRFENE, SO ol iE OB % KEZIT 5. r IS
WORMEICTRE R {111} HE2FF ORGSR ZVNEE S FET D V0. n TR BRI DB X UMy i
KORENRRKE. ZD72, X AREIHT O, =AY E 1 PAMEE(SEM: Scanning Electron Microscope)'? ™14,
EBSD(Electron Back-Scatter Diffraction pattern)iti ¥ "L 537 il & OBLEL - oMM Tod, @il
& B E A W S22 8 BRI TR FH STV,

AR, BB R B LT HAI IR EERL, BIRBRDOEDEBIZL OIZLY, P E I kIZ
TR S O 1D 20, JEHENICTHAE TEHEI1T7e>TE TS, Tschopp B IXHLEHS [iEDZ
DY SEM BLEIZ LY, = VA SO L5 ERE -, 7Bk 31T 2 B 5 3R 0 JT O 0
AL, EBSD (XY RFTOT HNRAEL CODETOR SO Wb T 72, JRFTHIZR O
FDIEEEAEERID Schmid Factor 28ABIL, FE b FAHEDJRFTOT AR RENZEZHEL TN 19,
iz, SO SE WSS | RB I OEM AR OZ DY SEM B XOVR 7/ BEMEi % VW CEH
DT RYRIFENONTOMEDNHD 20, WL O ROROFZEL S m A OEEEEZ SHTL, $o
{110} DT RO RBERRIGE T NOMMRRS, BEFRITRDEM1HY, —F5, (12}EHOT RO RNE
e AT RO AR E T T A M BIEI ST D 20, S6IZ, IKB TR0 R LM T k26
FOBRIZHOWTHM ARSI TND 20

DI B D~ 7 a7 B R R I3 7 o 1S O S 2 B2 T, MR TR O/ k2R oD
Z DGR FIEL, ~ 7oA L7 ol O BR A fAIZ T 2720 DR FE THHENR
2.

FEEEORIE 7 mE AZBNTE, MEHIZMATREBICHD. —T, 1EROEDGEIEFIEOWEITH
HHAE TR REIZIROAL TG, SDITEWW T L AR & TR B % Fe 4l 2 DERR O ELR FHE #2155 720
21X, EEEOT VAR TALTWS 2 5 [HRIRIBIZIE D%, < /ap B EEh It 237 aifliitE s o
BEFAONDIZTDIENARA R THHEE 2D, LLIRMD, 2 5| kiR CHZ D3 SEM X EBSD 47
HrZBEIL TS SN COBIFTRIZES DEZ AT,

2 {5 [BE T~ arp YA % Eh A A T D7D ORFFEIE SRS TEZ P9, Filx X, FJFES 220
I FIEREBR A AT LT 2 iSRS AT LAZBRFEL, 4 O r [EZFF Ok 2 IV CTEB A S DT
REFAME TN ED T DAL E LN LT, DT, #551%, MK R (IF: Interstitial Free) &> N LAf
bD AT =R LB, MBIOIZ ol DB SN TH S M LTS, BEHDL DL, 7AIGHEKO~ 710
IR 6 T D7 ek OB A T LT, SO I3 BMERRT A VT, N B PEA/NEL, i
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2.1 ¥ 43

UK E Wil 7o ik 2 A L Cd. 2 815 [ BRIRRE CORIOMEE 53237 ok D2 80X, BfitifiR
B FOTERRES 27 29380, ZHUSHTL, SEBRIVIC 2 5 [ IRIC IRV TR/ il A L&A BRI O BILR A7
BELWRITIER T D720,

2 W5 R TOIV kO A d B R L, BT TEDITRIE, IV R L A B R D
BAGR D BRI TREERAVTHE 72, SHITEMERBIRM BIBAFE IS D3 Z L HIfFSND. 22T, AMFZETIE, 2
5 iR COZDGBIE AT LA BRI T 5. 1ERMESIV TS SEM OEZEF o/ —NTO Hih 5| iR
B AT LD Z 5% 2 W5 IRICIEIR 35, ~7a/e 2 5 [ iERBE S+ TR i 2/ MEL, SEM D&
ZEF XL N —NTORBRE T IEEFRETD. LOLRRD, BICHERO TR 7 2 20 297302 /MEd%
T TIE, TVARIBA Y OREZR 2 5 [RBIE O T B a5 LITEHL V. 2 85 [IRZZTEOE DY SEM ¥
FJOVEBSD 0 #T1Z3E L 7o+ 55 fr A2 BRFE T D L B3 5.

ARETIEIET, A RERMEHT (FEA: Finite Element Analysis) % VT, 25 2 85 5ESRIFIC 1T 5, Al
VAT DO+ TFIERER R ORI IREZ G 5. OFI, Lo —rar bbb A K
BRICHEL, BIRLT-RBRS A7 2% FWC 2 85 [IROZ DY SEM 38X EBSD #4234 545, 3612,
SEM X UNEBSD 73 #1285 2 il 5| 5R3RER O 2 DY OfE RO G MARREEL,, 7 kil Zd1T 0
BN TG LD BB DN TELRT 5.
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44 2.2 2 WhB1ERBROE DG L=+ T RER 7 OB %

2.2 2 5| RREROZDGFBERITH L=+ FRRBR A DR %
2.2.1 +FHHRBA O 2 h5| RN M:

2 55D SEM,EBSD (ZL5E DB AITHI20IIE, BT 20V T —72 2 5 1R
ENEBL XL/ NI+ FIRBR A BLETHS. £, R TOFLTHOND 2 5| 5ROBEMEOT ZH
ATREZR IR REWZENLEELW. +FIRBR T O L TH— B A2 EH T 5720, — R ko+5
TERRBR IR AT A b A L TODHE DA 293039 = n b0+ 5Bk i & Btz Mk
L6, IEOTAY — I TEOKEZOHIRAHY, /INUERER i OBEOIE IS CIZIEDHNAY > e 5
BLCE720. IEDIRNA) Y N2 O FERA LG A, AUy MNi~OOT HO [T EE725.

ZIT, Flle R R A, AIREREATEHL CRKR T L2z, YUy RERE HW -
KR RTE DA BREFZMEHTY 7 - DEFORM-3D™ v10.2 TN 21T-7-.

Fig. 2-1 IZ¥fET 22— a TREBTLIZH TR T OB L ORGH STA—2 % 73, #BR 7 0s4b
SPE, BZEF XL N—NO 285 [IEFREREE & O O A O E, SEMIZL A8 2B B L TR ELT.
RER T ORRIL 40 mm THS. R BEAH OB OE /3~ O Bt LA Z ] 3572012,
PEFDFRER Fr 299303 LIRS, BRI LT 45° D JF AN 4 HDOA) w MEFLE LT, ZHHAY b
DI 0.15 mm TH5H. FOOFERHOREEIE, %k 3559k AT LD M EA & D 1.1 mm U 7 &
L7z, B f ol OJE XX, F44% SEM,EBSD st FUCHHEE « =0 F o 7 L Te 2 DES T 14 mm E LTz,
B F OBEONE WX, FOLEORESEORESER) Y ROESMLFENRED, 1.3~6.0 mm ThHD.

BT RERBIE O a0, T ORIEZ D ST BR300 MiESnTns. Zhb
WMEESHZIZ, PLORBERIRE G 7=(Fig. 2-1(c), (d)). SEM,EBSD p#r&aife L, skt oEMlx
R IZ 72> TWAD, RANTBEE CThH AT Ok E LT, 3R OBIEE LB D D272 E OES
SrOMEERIL 1 mm THD. ZOXAT OMUATAROWIE S — % — R ELTLARRTLT 5. HE
FIL, WEEBOIEES ¢, EBEH DIES 1, (1.4 mm) EDHEREL TLIRERT 2.
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2.2 2 5| EREBR O OLBIEICHE L+ TIRER A OBR 45

Slit / Arm width, W
\e
o [N
T‘f—, 1 l.liT
A A
(a)Whole view =
A eard . - 7 *
40
(b)A-A cross-sectional view
1.1
Vi
/J -
N/ 7
Rl Nk N@
(c)Enlarged view of center part
Flat gage part
Round part

(d)View of center part from bottom side

Fig. 2-1 Shape and geometries of cruciform specimen (in mm).
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46 2.2 2 EhSIEREBROZ OSBIEIE LT TIERBR A OB %

Fig. 2-2 (I H PR A O LI OFRERET L E2rd . 7 /UK 250,000 O 4 [HHARZESRE THERRS
T, FHRERFHOEREOT=OIZ, B OBETITEEDO Ay Y 2 A XL, BRI ES 2 5030807
DD 2.5 fEDREZIpS TS, HULERD Ay 2P A X1, FHESNLRER T ORGSR () 10~20 um)
FRPELTRD IOITHERR LT, BRI 381T D AR D JF IR Fr 0 Rl H SRR E LTz, x JEEE, y JBAR, 2
JEFE L I AU AE B /4 J5 A (TD: Transverse Direction), J&4E J5 i (RD: Rolling Direction) , A&/ J5 A
(ND: Normal Direction) T 5. AU RDES Ly IFEOHHNHA) Y hOUGHETORESEERLT.

B2l —a BT, B O O fi U iR 20L& 52 R T O L OB AT L.
x JiE y FNZHZDENL6BEOGIE, % 2 5 3R E DI LR ELL.

Hak DR T 925 IF Sk Bl 5 | 5RO DDA RS, BUERIT S 22—t a2 A
W YU ERE = 208 GPa, AR T YU bk v = 0.3 LU, FEBIIG T o= 577(0.0064 + &) P MPa L7, ZZT,
LITEHEOTHTHS.

FRAT XS AL BN ZARE LTz, AU NI OAE 4 Y O 03, SERIL 7 5 [ 3R C ORI IR SR O3 7
Eimir=1.1 DIEITEE LRI+ 2 LR ELT-.

0

(b)Cross-sectional view

Fig. 2-2 Finite-element model.
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2.2 2 EB|IERBROZOWBERICHE LU IR A OE%E 47

HULERCRE AP O AN B CE D il 70 5lik i TR &2 T ~57-%, Table 2-1 |Z/R 3 Fl & DAYk
DES LaPEZ 1,/ t. 585>, 6 FFADORER 2 FHWTREITL7Z.

Table 2-1 Geometrical conditions of specimen in FEA

Type of [ Slit length, Reduction ratio, Reduction
specimen | L, [mm] t./t,[%] pattern
A 0.10 0 -

B 1.6 0 -

C 2.3 0 -

D 3.7 0 -

E 1.6 29 R

F 1.6 50 R

2.2.2 fRNTHRER

2.2.2.1 RYyMRIDFE

FRER DB DA T T A MESOFETL, BRI A, B, C, BLOD 2 AL CGRAELT-.
Fig. 2-3 IZEI &S, = 6,= 0.16 mm T, JEIK A (Lyr = 0.1 mm) BELO'B (L = 1.6 mm) D ki DFH 418
PEOT B ER~T . IR A OB E, MO IR OB ILE U0 IA B O SR R FTHIZEF LT
BY, FULETIT/ASV. ZFUTKL, K B TIXOT BTV, 0D el ) R E L2 D8
[T,

Fig. 2-4 |2 L O L CO I R OFE L EMEOT P fogman \ZXT T DAV MESDEEEZ IR T, Logmarl L, A
Uy hD5GERDS, BRFCOT 72 giimi CD 11 ITET DT AT Y7 D 1 ATy FRID A — 7 TEAE LT, A
GBI COMYBHEOT A THD. G2OEMESBLUSIE, BBRA K A TiX 0.80 mm, IR
B T3 0.21 mm, JEIK C TiE0.20 mm, JEIK D TiX0.19 mm THo72. gegmarl L, Lan = 1.6 mm IBLT2.3 mm
(JBIR B BELNC) T, Lyx = 0.1 mm BET 3.7 mm PR A BEOD) DHETVELLD. AV ELRD
PRV, SEBZRRE RO AL A NS, BB LI CRERBIS A O A g ) K & Ae B ME 1)
Tob. Ly =3.7 mm OEFAITENTIE, AUy Mg ~O O 5 AL O W B PSS A D D7) T
STTD, Eeqmax DMK F LT EHEES LS.
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48 2.2 2 Eh5REREROZ OSBIEIE LT- T IERBR A OB %

A

(a) Type A (Ly;,= 0.10 mm) (b) Type B (L,;;,= 1.6 mm)

Equivalent strain, ¢,,

0 0.031 0.063 0.094 0.13 0.16 0.19 022 0.25

Fig. 2-3 Distribution of equivalent strain at displacement of 0.16 mm.

'\’)nl , ,
g =AY T T I |
i L i
o i ]
= .18 ]
ks i B C ]
2 .16 o O-nes .. D
= i O
=z [ ]
= P14 :
o l // i
£ L ]
£ p1z- TypeA -
2 C ]
< | ]
2 7\10. T B B

0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0

Slit length, L, [mm]

Fig. 2-4 Effect of slit length on maximum equivalent strain at center of specimen.
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2.2 2 B |IERERDOZFDOLBIZICHE LI IR OB 49

Fig. 2-5 [Z3BR K B D x #ili(y = O0WZIR 72 Wi 23617 2, e B L We, D3 A0 DZENL EIG NS 251t

ZoRT. WA OOT HIIEN B ORI T2, Z O8R5 FEhi TETHE D7ttt x =
-0.10~0.10 mm O HLEIFH T, 20223 0.20 mm LA EDOGETH, 0T HoMn-+oic)—CThorI L
DHEREIIND. T, y iR~ 7 Wi, IBE O x i E2 13y BZXTL T45°D F i > 7= MmO
AN BNTY, [FERIZEE O T oA 3+ 12— Th O RN GO,

Fig. 2-6 \ZZE(Z &7 0.16 mm DOFEMEICBWT, HARAVYMREEDEMHFIZHONT, x 8IS ->7-OF Atk
B (= g/e) DA Zmd . OF AELOZEENT L = 1.6 mm Thg/he720, 825545 Th D 0~0.1 mm O H L
HPHTIRIE—ET, 2 85 3RS OOFT 2 1.0 BMFONDZENTND.

LU EDFRITHESR NG, Feb¥)—72% 2 fil5 [BRIREEPG D DITEER T O Ly = 1.6 mm DEETHLHTE
WITIND.

0.15 I T [ | T | T I
i —08,=0,=0.25 mm
—5,-5,-0.20 mm
—0,= 8,=0.15 mm
- ——5=5=0.10 mm
0.10 F — 8,=5,0.05 mm 5
h— I
£ :
z _
("/—5 L |
0.05 | .
O I | ! | L ] ! | ! | ]
040 020 0 020 0.40
x [mm)]
0.10 I T I T I T I T I

0040 020 0 020 040

X [mm]
Fig. 2-5 Strain distributions along x-axis for type B.
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50 2.2 25| RERERODE OLGBIEICE LIz -+ aER i OB

Q L

S D.95

s :

£ -

s - . .

o 5,90 ~ Type A (L= 0.1 mm) > =
- — Type B (Lg,= 1.6 mm) N .
Pttt Type C (Lg;= 2.3 mm) SO
[T Type D (L= 3.7 mm) ‘O]
N85 | . | . N
0 0.10 0.20 0.30

X [mm]

Fig. 2-6 Effect of slit length on distribution of strain ratio at displacement of 0.16 mm.
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2.2 2 B IERROZOLBERICHE L T FIERBR A OBETE 51

2.2.2.2 BEEBDHKE

AR OfE RATBIE N EOGRER 7 OFFEFE R Cho7-. BEE CERBCEME 0T A BORESITH
T OB ORI LD EBE R 35720, 3 FEORBIEE 0% IR B), 29% (IR E), 50% G2k F) 2
DOWTHEAEETToT2. AUV RO EE Ly, (XRHROFERNS 1.6 mm LT,

Fig. 2-7 {ZF L OFY IO ATk DR E O EIZOWORT . JBE 0% JEIR B) DA~
T, WEAVOSGAX, FOOMYBHEOT HNKRELBRLIENDND. FLEBIIA SN0 2T,
JEFRDY 30%DRFHTHRR LR, WIEFEDN 50%ZET DHE, FOEOM Y EEOT B T/ SR O 23
Roid. 2, BIEEDRERDERER B ORY Y Mesm OB MR RKERD, AUy M ~D )&
HEFNRELRDTCD THLHEHEREND. R A OO OB S OH IR RIX, AIREZRRY/NEWED
DEFELV. BLEDD, 4RO O CIIRE &I 30% R E D il ThHEE X DiLd.

<
)
S

)
[E—
\O
I
\
\
|
'
1
1
1
1
1
1
'
’
|

S
—
o0
I
=y
]

S
p—
~
I
|

O\ _
Type B |

S

—

N
I

1 1 | L | 1
0 10 20 30 40 50

Reduction ratio [%]

Maximum equivalent strain, € eq,max

o
p—
N

Fig. 2-7 Effect of reduction ratio on maximum equivalent strain at center of specimen.
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52 2.2 2 h51RRBROZFOGBEICHE LT+ IR i OBl %

2.2.2.3 WEBROUE

AR OFEHTAE T, 5 2 5 IRIRIE CORBE)—D D KERIPMEOT HNEBLTEHDIE, Table 2-1 (2
AT 6 FEORE T O THIVIAZDRESH 1.6 mm, JBIEHE 29%0ORER T, DEVEIKR E THHZENRHS
INTTe oz, LLIRMD, EIORUTZRHERERIZTOSBIEMTOND EEICRBITDERTHY, WE S
DEFOE)—MEIZ OV TUIRAETE TR, 2070, ZZ TIIRIE S 2RO EFIRIEE T35,

Fig. 2-8 (24K E ORER T, y = 0 CTO x-z Wriii 12 I DAY IE I DA% w3 . 3B OJEES ST, IS
NP ETIRNZEDHERTESD., TRETRHMEL T 7z Em@ & m) O 1, FTEEDb/hEn. ZodoH7k
K= N3 F01%, ZOWE/ % —> R DIBRICE > TIRAETHEHFEEND. FOBREZRIEL TS
IR THDIZ0, BISRER A 5 LR AN ELL 2812, FERELCOT AT LE IS T
TRELRDEEZOND.

P a

Equivalent stress [MPa]

300 323 345 368 390 413 435 458 480
B | | | |

Fig. 2-8 Distribution of equivalent stress in x-z cross-section at y =0

at displacement of 0.16 mm for type E.
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2.2 2HBIERBROZDOEHBICHM LI+ FEERBR A OB% 53

ZIT, WP ERORAEZ T HEVHVEE T, BIORIE 72— X 2827 5. Fig. 2-9 IZHLESR
FTHME S — . WIERIRE X FARICTDHIET, #FE— A b ORA 1% 5] R 451,
51 BRHN 7 UM ) B — A MR AESERNIIIZ LT, FEAEESIE 1.1 mm C, ZAUTE ¥ —
> R(Fig. 2-1) DL A LR THD. ZNETORGT, il TH-o72 AV MEIDS 1.6 mm, JHE =D 29% D
SMEC, WIEAH—2 X DA O YSIE 104 % Fig. 2-10 (27§, £72, Fig. 2-11 [ZEJE/ % —2 R BX
O XK T 5 z IR T AR YIS ) A9, BiiE OIS ) DOZET, RS2 —2 R D55 0B
JE 5= X DA DIZINITLNNTNSK, BIE AR — X AZBWTIRIE T 1 OB —ER N HEE S
5.

Equivalent stress [MPa]

B ] | | |
300 323 345 368 390 413 435 458 480

Fig. 2-10 Distribution of equivalent stress in x-z cross-section at y =0

at displacement of 0.16 mm in case of reduction pattern X.
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54 2.2 2 4h5EREROFOSGBEICE LTI T OB %

500 -
| Reduciton pattern R

-
-———
-
-
-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-
-
-
-

Equivalent stress [MPa]

hoo Reduction pattern X

| 1
0 02 04 06 08

z [mm)]

Fig. 2-11 Distributions of equivalent stress along z-axis for reduction patterns R and X.

Fig. 2-12 [ZJH/E/ % —> R BEO X IZH LU TRELNTE R RO Y B O T B epymann T . /32— X
DY, LiiE FEOOT RTIEE) — LT e R T& L. £i2, 2D LEDOOT HITF—2 RIS
IRE—=2 X DIFPRENZEN NS, ZOHBEICB O T, I7fiE O LB ElooiThoinsd
728, BEHOOT AE LD RKETEDLEVD I EL HE RS E N THD.

= 0.30
3 B Top side
© 0.25 [] Bottom side
=
g 020
8 015
<
2
= 0.10
Q
g
=
E 0.05
®
%’ 0.00
No reduction R X

Fig. 2-12 Maximum equivalent strains on both sides of specimen.
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2.2 2 45| EFRER D OGBSI L=+ T ek OB 3%

=AY

BRI,

5.

e

BEENE BNy FINOEOE MR, /¥ —2 X 12BN THELNDLZEEMRAET S,
B o EmE O x @i > 72 O B O 554 . B8 L We & Fig. 2-13 1237, OB T Ik (IR
YT, RO T BB — I T HIERMERIND. y D72 O T AO G TY, RO RIED
iz, Fiz, HOE OB COOT AT 1.0 THY, & 285 IREE N EH TECODIIENMERT

T [ | I
0.10 |- J o

m? i ST N ]
5 _ \8y _
k=) ' '
= 0.05 .
7 I ]

: (a) Top side

00002 004 006 008 010
X [mm]

_ N
@0.10 - / _____ ]
N \
g | g
£0.05 - .
N L

- (b) Bottom side |

l | l | l | 1 | l
%0002 004 006 008 010
x [mm)]

Fig. 2-13 Strain distributions on both surfaces along x-axis at displacement of 0.16 mm.
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56 2.3 2 #hE[IEREROF D SEM,/EBSD %1%%

2.3 2 Bh3|IERBRDZ D SEM,/EBSD %1%
2.3.1 EREBEBRBIVOERFIE

2 45 | 3R D% DY SEM/EBSD B2 007230 O FEBRILE A8 72 (ZBAFE L, RINR OMEATHRE RICESNT, 7R
RIGIRZREL, 2 5 [BROZ OB ERETT-T-.

AWFFETRRZE L7 F2BREEE 4 Fig. 2-14 (R ¥, EEOSEIL, EAIHHAY(FE: Field Emission)-SEM @
BZEF L R —NOZEMHIFIC LD, BATED 166 mm, E7Y 140 mm, ES78 42 mm L7250 TR ELT-.
2 ODOP—RE—F—|ZLY 2 85 [IRAFEBLL . 1EkD~rm7p 2 5 [ 3RRERDOS A, 2 I OshE &R H
WD BT TTREER DI D, LnLIRAD, BZEF v " —NOZEMNHHISN TRBIAY
AT DT TERW. Z2T, 2 DOW—RE—HF—I280 x BED y FRIOZa A~y REIEE R 2 125
Z, ENHIAANYRENZY TN 2 T IZLORIHIEIL 72, &7 v ANy REMOREIL, 7rA~y RO
HDAT 77—V TR B LTz, & O RKAMEBETNEL 1 KN Tho. 7uA~yNEEE, 0.50~50
um OFIFH T 0.50 pm/s B F THEE, HEIFTH2L3TES.

Crosshead
motions

Fig. 2-14 Biaxial tensile test system in vacuum chamber of SEM.

Z D5 SEM/EBSD #1238 Cf 2% ML 7"V MY % Fig. 2-15 (777, 2 #5 | 3RBR S A7 ATa o
—#—PC1 IV NS. V7 7= T IZLDHIEIT, 2 DOF[RFAIZINEIUTHONCDREE LT
Zhz, B AT MCNBESNTI-X TIZ LD I 0 ANy RN IR FF 5. ZOIRRET, 2 fili5 3R+
DZ DY SEM-EBSD 5 #Ta 323 %. 70aANy RORERRED 7/ a A~y RN O RIX, 2 DO 5|5k
WG 1 um LR Tho7z. —f%IZ, EBSD 20T i, #kHe 70° T 7 REETIThns. UL, ABIES%
TECI, BHZEF v N—NOHERIR D, EBL A GE/2ERMA LT 5828 L7=. EBSD HTD7=diz
PC2 2L, KL T — X DULEEIZIX OIM Collection v6.1 % V7=, SEM #2233 XN EBSD /34T,
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2.3.1 ERREERBIOHER FIE 57

I EER i O HULER 200 pm PU 5T, 500 5 OILRAFFRTHEMLZ. EBSD /3 #r O#IEL Y F1% 1.0 pm &
L7-. FE-SEM D& {-£— LD HHI L& O BUHI2IE PC3 2 HL7=. 3B OBk i o\ O340, 7
ANy RN EEAE AT OAR S M O DO BRDHE L. ZOFIETHEH LSO 2L, B8
BT DG PO AR O =B RO DR LI EEOBIEO T BN — L TWAHI LA fERL
TW%. Fo, IEOT IR L ZRUEL CRHRLT-.

ARFZE Tl L7 BRA ORI Table 2-2 (R, 7= A MEARIHCTHAMZE 1.6 mm O IF Stk
= RD FIANCEAS LT JIS5 B3k 2 H VY, 3.0 mm/min 027 1A~ R EE o Hl 5 | 4R 3R 5R Tk
IR EZ BUS LT, R OFE A ORSBLOMEIZZ 24 50 mm, 25 mm THo.

Electron gun

|
I 4
|:| |:| Camera for
Vacuum chamber EBSD analysis
iy 400 1R

Test system in Fig.14

S8
FE-SEM
Data logger
[
PC 1 PC2 PC3
for biaxial ||for EBSD ||for FE-SEM
test

Fig. 2-15 Data measurement setup of biaxial tensile test system for SEM-EBSD analysis.

Table 2-2 Mechanical properties of material used in this study

_ %%
yp*  |Ts* |u-EL* |pLx [VAUe Average

[MPa] | [MPa] [%]| [%]|o° |45° |90° |r-value

150 286 29 54 | 1.7 | 1.5 | 21 1.7

*  Measured in rolling( 0° ) direction

** Measured at uniaxial plastic strain ¢” =0.15
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F9, Ay MRS 1.6 mm, BB OBEOME 3.0 mm, JRE &t = 0.4 mm&L7Z (Fig. 2-1 5L U Fig. 2-9 22 ) .
BRI L, X JBEL, BEM LICRIN LU, 38R A OBIRAZ N THEL 72D, SEM-EBSD 734D
T2\ CBIRFEZATV, SRR OB OESE 1.4 mm (= ¢,) L, ERITIBIERDN 29%E7225 9 (L
7o FEBRICHIEL -+ B T o Ll B L O F i H0 5 H Fig. 2-16 (2787,

2 {5 [IRDZ DGBILEFERIT, & 7~ 2.5um/s DY BA~Ny R ETITo7z.

Top side
(electropolished)

Bottom side

Fig. 2-16 Photos of specimen for biaxial tensile test.
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2.3.2 ERFERBIOELE
2.3.2.1 BZREBS AT L TOE 2B OWGE

BIR LT3R A7 AT 2 TN EELSNDANE I EMER T 5729, Marciniak {E1215% 2 #H5]5E
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LCRLNIRERA I LT, ~7axr— v 0% 2 il [iREERIE, BEAEDY 100 mm O M fE/ S F LU ER
200 mm OE HEORERF, BIOBRER A HL T o7z, BBRO/ S F Ahr— 27313 5.0 mm/min &L
7=, #BR1Z 0.10, 0.15, 0.20, 0.25 OFF G EHEOT H3ilBR i O POt G- E3NT2 RS TENREKTL, B
> F7— AR A E LT

~ IR — VD% 2 Hh5 | REER TR L 7R A O C X R (XRD: X-Ray Diffraction) 12805
BALRR AR E LT, AR ES%% (ODF: Orientation Distribution Function) %, [EAZ S MHSMEAE L&
BT, 7o, R SCOREM NI Bunge DA AT —HADZRGLIE (@1, @, o) WEFEHLTEBLTS. — 7,
KRBT AT NELT, I7RA7— /L 0% 2 5| 3R & TS L7237 a ik EBSD 43 HTi#s S4 H
T, [AIBRIZ ODF & 5HHEL7-.

—MXEIIZ, TF #fl> ODF ¢, = 45°Wrifi 2361 D RREE X, {111} iEAZ R T EICB WO THERIILS. 20
(L1 OEEHRIL, Z2VNEE rERRERDIERESINTEYY, TV AR SR Z m 8 5
TeO DERELRE LML THD.

Fig. 2-17 (TR — )L b= a A —/ L D% 2 5 [ iEERZ LR L, S ¥BPE O Zre ICE D {11114E
EARLAR DR KIRE DA T . RICEEHE VY, BLlS[5ROZ D35 EBSD /sl CHlES Lo/ b
ZZOT=OIZEKI RS, Hill5 [ RREDG A& LT RIIZ, (11DESMBORKEE L, I7aBI W
~ 7l 2 whg IRERERO N )7 T, F S MO OO KON D[ Th 2. 2 D% 2 il
BR O#E BT E BRI IS B EL TWD. ERMETICBWT, o2 E FidmE T o {1111 B IO
{001} THY, BIEZF TIZ{110} THS 4. RD BLOTD FHHD 2 fili515EDHE, ZRAREEIX ND J7H D
JEAEE TR THD. TD7=8, % 2 #hi513R D Fig. 2-17 DFE AT TIE, ND {111} EA RS 1
LTNWDEZ R B, TERRE L —HL T2,

59



60 2.3.2 EBHERBIUEL

[u—
|9y}

Micro biaxial test

,,,,,
"

[
I
\
\
Ny
\
\
\
\
.‘\
i)
Ly
[‘:l
\
L

.-
-

()]
I
—
1
1
7/
O
|

Uniaxial test

Maximum intensity of crystal
orientation {111} planes
! v '
(]

|
0 0.10 0.20
Equivalent strain, &,

Fig. 2-17 Comparison between micro biaxial test and Marciniak type test on maximum intensity

of crystal orientation {111} planes in ODF(j,=45°).
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Fig. 2-18 (Z370 R — )L &~ /0 — )L DENENDORBRIZIT D, By h— AL EF S O F
OBRZ T, B ITHER i o LEIZISV T, TD-ND OWia, EiED 1/4 ORESOEFTCRIELZ. E
VA — AR LTIV T 2 DORBROM TH7eh) BIFR GBI MR TE, 2 2ORBRTH 2 b7 LiE b
BNZIERC THLHIEERIEL TN,

TILFEBRGE RO NG, ARFZE TR ESNIZIIB A, — )L D% 2§l 5 [BERBR L AT LT 2 B A A3
EHLTE QDI REI .

180 r . ; . :
S B _
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- m Marciniak type test
| ! | 1 | ]
80 0 0.10 0.20 0.30

Equivalent strain, Eoq

Fig. 2-18 Comparison of Vickers hardness between micro biaxial test and Marciniak type test.
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2.3.2.2 REMIVERDZDOHBIERLE2H5 | RICL DIV HRELD 5T

OEZ, AMFFE TR LT= SEM-EBSD 23412 i L7255 2 #1535 TOZ DL DI HI T R 78
R HOWN TR NS,

Fig. 2-19 |Z3BR R O BRI O 2 IRE TR OEALE /R T . 2 IRE T BOBRRNFEL, KHDOLIIE 2
HH T OHETTILEWBE KL, MIER AR E SND RSy DT IRITAE SR W IR A L CWVAZ LIRS NS,
F7o, TRUBM 1 T ETIERL, BEA IR F O ONHERRSNS, BHERT0ERT, ME sk, |
EIRMIER O 1 5% Fig. 2-19 (ZHL THA TR . 2 5 RO EHEAY 72 SEM BLE2IT LD, FriE DRl AbhLAME S
FINCEL, MEBIZ/RHZEN DML, ZIUIfE L MO ERIRIOZICER T25458 2615, RHL
PESHONR R FEAN DO FBE TR Z T HZ LT LB TND ), Z D72 R ETRNFEED AN =K L
WAL T 22803, MBI EIERELICKRESE IR T 55 2015,

Equivalent SEM image
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0
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0.13

Fig. 2-19 SEM images during biaxial tensile test.
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Fig. 2-20 (2% 2 §ili5 [5E 07 iR ZE 12OV T EBSD & W L2t A R4, 20X Tt 3 fEE
D=7 AL, fER TN A% 37212, ND 57 [ O S X(IPF)~ > 7 %, fit SR 28 T OFL
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J7(201 x 201 = 40401 S)DEEEZNE N CTEE L7, Taylor factor 1%, B P INRTIRIETH
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BRI DRE B TALIX T OBERIZE, {111} i AL A~EEE T D395, ZORE Rl Fig. 2-17 12Xk
LCW%. GAM OfEITAEARLO 2T OHERI > THIINL, GAM [EDHEINE IPF ~ 7 N Ok 5 (D2
{ED3XFIEL TS, FT2, IPF <y 7 O {001 B L OY101} AT SRR GAM AN N A m 23 7.5
5. IPF <7k Taylor factor ~» 7" LD LLEED, {001} 1 512 FF 2RI 1~ Taylor factor 23 ELEZAERL
ZERDODDL. FDTD, {001} FNEFF ORI 2 WhiE | iRIKETCED AR THZ LR HEESND. £
fE A, {001} A% Fig. 2-19 (TR T XA ORI > THIEIZRDEZE R HID. ZDXH7eI7ala
BT BRI R NS EC D ATREMEN D, SO D A2 R 3 LA CHHE95.

Equivalent 0 0.071 0.13
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misorientation
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Taylor factors
in OIM

Fig. 2-20 IPF, GAM and Taylor factors in OIM during biaxial tensile test.
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3.2 EBIGIE
3.2.1 HEEM

AMFFETHER L7 sBbs 1L, 3 FREO IF SR TH 5. BB A, B, C OIREEIZI T 2 FHIRE ki
IXZNZ40 29, 16,9.3 um Th 5. Table 3-1 (2 JISS 51 IRFERIZ L - TH O LT A B OB Rr ik %
AT B ORI ORE & EIXFEREN 50 mm & 25 mm T, 51RO OT AGEHE L 1.0 x 1073 57!
Tho. rEUSNOFEIZTEIE SR (RD) OFEZEZR LTS, 7 EIX 0.1 OBPEOT A CHIE L.
W) Y 1.5 K0 KE W IF Sk CRHE 2 O LB lE ST\ g D720, ARBFZE Tl 3 8ilfE
Eb rEN 1.5 L0 RE WA L.

Table 3-2 Mechanical properties of materials used in this study.

Material | imitial | yps | T§* |uEL* |EL* rvalue™ | verage
aterial thﬁgrrrlﬁss [MPa] | [MPa] | [%] | [%] |0° |45° |9¢° | r-value
A 16 | 150 | 286 | 29 |54 | 17|15 21| 17
B 075 | 185 | 340 | 25 |44 |12]18 | 16| 16
C 075 | 270 | 447 | 20 |34 [11]17]16] 15

YP: yield stress, TS: tensile strength,

u-EL: uniform elongation, EL: total elongation
*  Measured in rolling( 0° ) direction

** Measured at plastic strain of 0.10

3.2.2 =7uRy—/VIZEIT5 2 #h5 | ERR

AR o JISS B-5138(1 fhg [ 5E)FRBR I %, EAEA 100 mm D47 & 150 mm VU5 ORER F 2 H L,
Fig. 3-1 (Z/R TR LSV 3R 2902 K2 2 5 [BRZSTE o N Lag{b 28 ORI E 217 - 72

100 kKN DT Z > 7RV E—NErE L, RECLVEERICGER LEEZMNS L-, OFHREET 1
HH IR OBEA E R CIC/2 5 KIS Lz, 2@l oo oRckvitE s S.

0 = PP/, e (3-1)
2T, p ENIE, pldE X O ET B R, (1 IR B ORI THD. t IIEE - EEIEL,
WIEHHNOOT BN BEHR Lz, REBHOOT HE2DHT D720, 4 BONFIAT 22207
HIE S AT 2 AutoGrid®Z i L 7=.
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Cameras

Blank | - Die
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Z227007% %%

3.2.3 7R —L® 1 BBL O 2 #5RIC A7 BB L DBl

PEEIE R D R 7 v B L 2B T 5720, 27 a2 — BT 5 1k X O% 2§53 5ERER
%3k L7=. Fig. 3-2 |ZHIE CBA%E L7=% D SEM-EBSD T EBR v A7 L&~ d. Z 2T, iy
AT BMIOWTHEMBEICHAT 2. EEOT A XIXEREHA SEM (FE-SEM) OREZEF ¥ L/ —
WD AR—ZADHIRIZE Y, FEH 166mm, BE2S 140mm, &I 42mm THDH. x BL Ry 71 2~
v REMIZY 7 b7 X VAL, 2 OV —RE—F =2k 2 @5 EZFEBHIETWD. &
7 v Ay RERIZZ B A~y ROBREIZEV T AT v 75— Lo THIEL TV A, 1 B3]
EREBR O, Fig. 3-2 [ORT yfilihmo Az H Lz, /7%?17%@ KOG OFEHTH
SMUORESINTZENE 7 v A~y RIZEZTZ00, RBREEICNELZXPICL-oTrZ ar~y
F%%W%K%ﬁbk.%@@%1%&@02%%%%@%%Mﬁﬁ&EmD\ﬁ%ﬁot.&m
Ao~y RRFFFD Ny 7T > v 2l X DRV IEm G OFEA M THT 2 1 um Tholz. SRR
DORRFE M O#EEa J7ALIE, OIM Collection v7.1 12 &> THIE « /047 L7=. SEM #1235 UV EBSD 4341
R A O HLLES, 200 pm MU 7 OFEECT, £53R 500 5 T3 L7z. EBSD 4 W@MEE/%ilmmf
H5. AP OBIEHOBIEOT L, 71 A~y RN & SAERT OFE SO B O BLE D &
ML7c. ZOFETRERBLEEEOT AL, BIEMIZBIT DM OERIE D ZEH A DOEN D #
BLIEEBOBHEOT AN L TWDLZ EZHER LTS, £, RHEOTAHIIEBEAIEZE L
FHE L.
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Electron gun
/ v l

h 4

Vacuum chamber

Camera for

Biaxial tensile test system
EBSD analysis FE-SEM

Fig. 3-2 Experimental apparatus for uniaxial and biaxial test with SEM-EBSD analysis.

Fig. 3-3 8 X O'Fig. 3-4 12X 7 a R — LB 5 1 HllEB L O @5 ERBR O 72O O KR Bk i &2 7”7,
RER O & HETAME CFEMICE VRFI LI DO TH D B Y A Y — I LIZ L 0 S RERT
UL, +FRBA O X BOREEE (Fig. 3-4(d) 1$HEMTIZL > TEH G, BERO
WIZ 6:1%, BEEBOIRIE 1 DK 30% T 5. RD iz 1 #lisdBros[aR5m, 38 X002 #hakiko—F 05|
BRAIMNCERGE LTz, BB O Liri(BlEEH) X EBSD ST O 7= DIl T AT - 721k, ERFELE
i LT D.

—%\—\ 3.0 J—Ji
el L

40

9.0

s

Fig. 3-3 Shape and geometries of specimen for uniaxial tensile test (in mm).
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(b)A-A cross-sectional view
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(c)Enlarged view of center part

(d)View of center part from bottom side

Fig. 3-4 Shape and geometries of cruciform specimen (in mm).

73



74 3.3 FEBRREE

3.3 EBHER
3.3.1 1 8B LUE 2 §h5|5RER TOM LR L ZEE)

Fig. 3-5123 DOMELA, B, C D~ 7 0 A7 — L IZBIT I CE{bE %, 1 f5]E &% 2 fif5E
THI L TR, O, % 2 5 8RR OB 1 3IRIE O H OffakH il & 2 L7=. #70.05
OO T HE TOEBMICHB N TIE, T XTOMET 1 #h59ERER X 0 L% 2 fli5 | iERBROGA
DIE D B THLENREVEAN A ONS. bR G827 H DT, Kuwabara & '?
DOFEL—FLTWD. MZx T, Fig. 3-5 705 0.10 £ D KE WO G838 Craon Tai bR 2354 %
LS TRRD Z VRS ND. MEA OBE, 5 2 5 [IERER COM T b31X 1 fh5] kR &
FARREE DS, EBPCIE 1 SRR L 0 2 MR 2 2B TH H. UKL, HEB, #EC D3
A, &2 hEERBR O TR RIE 15 ERBR LD L RE V. 1.0x 107 s &0V H3I§ R 0d

FIHPE T, 185 9RRER LRV VREBR AT TV DA, BB A ORIE L URBR IZ BV THUE X
N INTHALROIRE DS R EWER TH o7z, MEFZ LI 2 BT OBR 21T > TV D M FEBR DA R
BHNTWD., ZOMTHEEROIRENIME A ICEAFOLDEEZXLND.

—fRiC, BFE{ERENTERI T ERORIRE, 2F 0 EOMIE LA 5 X RO, 2 fhEE
JEAE 1B RIS DR O AL TRMEA 2 SN TS I, 22T, 29X D XK 9 IR T8 %
I T 570K E LNt X 2 EFRT D.

X=o/ o +(3-2)
ZZT, ol 1 RRERIZ B T D REOBMEOT A TOEINT), opld 1 lakER & [/ U B rEF 4 %
ﬁﬁé“z%%%ﬁ%w?ﬁﬁ?%é MBS BT L2 B 2 R 386, X OENEET 5. X 138
N 28EA I, %2 ®h5 KRB TOM T 1 #5RIREcoM T LY b RENWZ L&KL
TUW%. Fig. 3-6 12 3 DOMEHIIS T DML D X ODEA b Z R . OF H2D8 0.03 Kl DA TEA]
HNZHBWTIL, IS XX T X TOME TN 2R s 5. Ziisxt L, OF &2 0.10 2 5
W%%% IZBWTIE, MEFA T X R 22, M B BLOC Tl 2l mrd s, Zo

INZETE R O BT LB IS EHZ L > TRE S BAZEmNGE o,
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T 2000
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Plastic strain, |&|, | |
5000 5000 -
1 (b) Material B : (c) Material C
4000 [ — 4000 %
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3000 L% = 3000 b \» Biaxial tensile, |& |
2 o Biaxial tensile, |&° | 8 Uniaxial tensile, ||
® 2000 F X  Uniaxial tensile, ||| ©® 2000 r
= =
1000 F N 10000 - N
0 |||||||||||...|....|,,,,‘ 0 [ I T T IS T T T T S T T N N N T Y O T
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Fig. 3-5 Comparison of work hardening ratio between uniaxial and biaxial tensile test.
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1.2
Material A
LI5S | _~-Q B
| \Q~“/”‘O~"s ./.D"D..DD ...... 'D
o=~
: TN e e B 70
kﬁ ].]. _:' ..D ..... D D Q
o P d
S 105 %S@\A’A-ﬂ C
T
) IR
0.95 %
0.9 ! L L L L L . . . | . . . . |
0 0.05 0.10 0.15

Plastic strain, &

Fig. 3-6 Comparison of stress ratio, X, among 3 different materials.
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3.3.2 1 Wi XU 2 85 BRERITAEIIZ i b

ZIT, BRO~ T Ry — BT D RITHCEET D A B = X% T T2 DIE NG L7z 1 ik
BLOE 2 B IRER T X 7 ok OB A R~ 5.

Fig. 3-7 33 X (' Fig. 3-8 (2, M B A TO 1 i3 L O 2 #ili5 [IEAIC X 5 2 7 v AL A& keI
PG LIz nEhuonTd.

Plastic strain, & 0 0.085 0.23

Image Quality
1Q)

Inverse pole
figure
(IPF)

Grain average
misorientation
(GAM)

Taylor factors

Fig. 3-7 1Q, IPF, GAM and Taylor factors maps during uniaxial tensile test for material A.

77



78 3.3.2 1 HlIBIOEE 2 #h5 IR IO/ kiR Z5 b

Plastic strain, |&” | 0 0.071 0.21

Image Quality
1Q)

Inverse pole
figure
(IPF)

Grain average
misorientation
(GAM)

Taylor factors

Fig. 3-8 1Q, IPF, GAM and Taylor factors maps during biaxial tensile test for material A.

INHDORTIE, BEAIE, ZRE 2 EBER) OMMEOTAT4HEDO~ v 7% /~7 . Image Quality
(IQ) ~ >, ND HImMOifiX(IPF)~ v 7, #EaabiN X H AL 22(GAM)~ » 7, Taylor factor
TTHDH.IQ Vv TEEM L O T AT RV —E MBI T 5 7= L=, ND J7 @ IPF
~ v FIIFESR LD 53A0 2 R~ T DI L7z, GAM ~ v F 3G dkifg: D 2T OFLE & 74 72 O I ff
M L7z, Taylor factor ~ » 713 dia 7 A0 AE D ARG L& FRTHT R T 72 DI L7z, —fikAY 72 Taylor
factor [LZAEMIRIZIS T B EARIREIRIG TT & B R fidd AW 1ol ch 2 1. —J, RFECTHW
% EBSD 73#71Z451F % Taylor factor (%, EBSD {HIE i e Ak AL 9~ 2 #5058l f T (L B3R T — IR BT IR B &
RE LFE LTS, AHFETHE, DS FEEOTRT DR E LT 24O REEEL, Th
59 R RO RREE ABIS N —E L L, T —4k7: RD 7o 1 #5158, % 2 #h5ELE
% E LT OIM Analysis v7.2.1 {2 & ¥ 40401 OBIZLHR A >k TEHE L 7=, Taylor factor DEMEWE E,
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BRI BENEL RERTHDH Z L2 R L TN D.

£, Fig. 3-7 (R T 1 #i5 1RO X 7 vl 2tz VT, UTOMEMAHERTES. 1Q D
EITBERT KT, BIEOEITICHES THAD LTS, IPF < v 7 TlE, ZIROEITICHEY, FE
TIREIIR 2 WCEA L, S Eh TN D ZEAL DR\ AL R T ORI R & 0 2. B2, O THHAZ {111}
T AL ORGSR DS, S FALI {1 E 2R T H D {221 FA 2 R /KB E TELT DM
MAEBIL, (NESHEBITE T9 < e 2R3 HEE S LS. GAM OfEIE, BIEHE2kicEY, &
TEDHEITITEWEIN L TU 2. Taylor factor D & 28T OHEITIT - TN 2N R o 5. R,
RN BN TEEERY/ N & U Taylor factor Z 78 L CUW 2 fEIE CEDOHAINAE TH 5. BILHE 2K
THDH &, Taylor factor (KX ME A RTIREAD K& 720, Taylor factor DIED 5ARIX &L W ¥—{b+
LA TH 5.

D X\Z, Fig. 3-8 [T/~ 9% 2 il 5 [sRATERF O X 7 o filikZ b %, Fig. 3-7 Ll LS 60895 &,
IR HER TE 5. 1 8RB R LR, 1Q OMEIZEEOEITIZH > T LTns. £F
OBINZBWTIE, BFTNCIQ N R E D L TW AN R 6ND. IPF ~ v ZIZBW T, {111}
LI % FFORERLI I AT OHETTICE, (11 FALC B LT DA 5 5 (B : O CTH AR
Bo) . 1 BEER CTIXRERE SR o 7oy, 2 2 BATICI\W TR B 27 {111 M EE SR O R D e
IND. KEERIL, RIEOHE CHEE L7-~ 7 1 A7 —/)LCOD Marciniak 5 302 Xk % 2 #li5|5ERER%
DY TN TS X BREHTIC X 2B EEREORKRE —H L T 5.

GAM ~ v 7' biX, £ OR MO DN 2 WA OBEATITEVENT 2 Z L3RR s s. B
REIZIE, ZHRTD GAM OVHIE & i KIEIXZNEI 0.5 & 1.6 TH D, FHYBEHEOT AT 0.21 D%
2HRE BRI, ZNEN 1S5 & 48 ThDH. —J7, 1A TiX 023 OMLBEHEOT A TENREN 2.3
L 49 Thol-. IPF~ v FE5ESE, GAM ~ v P20+ 25 &, {001} 547 & Hr ok Sk & #
DOITFET GAM fES LV BEMT AEAAHGE TE 5. ZHUIZh ORERIC BT 2 R — BRI
KT 2b0EHEESND.

Taylor factor v 772 b1, ZEOHEITIZAE Taylor factor OB VR BRKL & ARV SR ~23 3L
HEmEN R S5, IPF ~ v 7 &% &4, Taylor factor < v 7 Z /3413 5 &, Taylor factor DfE MK
PRI DR F T ALIT {001 FALIZIEWZ E R ansd . —J5, Taylor factor O DS & W GEIEK Ok &b 5 A71E
{111} FALIZITEVY. Taylor factor ODED 2, T 72 b BRI OEARILZEIZ L » TR — BN E
THZENRHEESND.

[FERIZ, BB BLOCIZBNWTY, I 7 mfikZE (k& {001} FALCB T 5 A8 —ERICEL, #
BEA LRICEMZ R LTz, Z00b OFER%Z O H O Fig. 3-9 3 X O Fig. 3-11 12~

Fig. 3-8 O IPF ~ v IR X 912, % 2 B OMITIZ Y, {11113 X ON001} i 2Y ND J5 A2 %t
LCEIBT D25, 2T, 52 SiAIZ XL 2 {1111 X001 ik~ DEFRE DR E 2 T &1
\ZFHAE L7=. Fig. 3-9 |2 EBSD /0HTIC L > T B AL 2 B AE D {111}38 L0001} FALIREE D& b %
T BNSTRTHAREE L, EBSD HIE DA RICK LT, ODF Z&HE L, {111} E£7213{001} Dk
Ea N DBREZ I L TORL TS, SR TOLE D=9, K0T L~ULTOME T LRI OME
FEIZ R > THERIGUE L TR LTV A, BB A TIXHABRENEAIIC ISV CREICHE T 528, #
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80 3.3.2 1 IS OVE 2 5| EL I/ A L

Bt B BX O C TITEMORC B RS R S35, N SO ERE T RE D22 8 J5 L Anf FE i 1)
{I1YBLTH001} TH D E#HiE LT 5. RD B L TDUEIEREAA) ST 1HTO 2 Eli5 3R OEE, ND FH
WIXEMETE & 72 D720, ABERIIMEORE L —HK LT\ bHEExHND.

Z ZTFig.3-6 #2725 &, MEA O XHIZEBEVW CRMIZEMT 2HmRH v, G
RFERIN TS, BIRO X 512, kA TOHABERE & A CEus M L Tl v BTk
W) LSRN R LN D, {1111 KO0 SRk D F DS B LB~ 8 L T 5 A e
MWEZHIND.
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Fig. 3-9 Intensity variations of crystal orientation (a) {111} and

(b) {001} planes in IPF during biaxial tensile test.
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3.4 BE

AR O FEERAFE ST, B E 2 M5 IRAE CHRET L2, 1 MsETIRIZ LA EHELRN
xR LTWE, F£72, Fig 39 [T HEAMMBOIEZLEBNIX, Fig. 3-6 (TR IS T HhDZE L & EVER
WC—BRRONT. 61T, RE—REERRICHE A OEBZRBICEZ > TWD 2 ERRISh,
Fig. 3-6 (T ERE OB T IG5 1O AL, T7b bR G LFEE~DEENEEIND. £ T,
B FENCRIET I 7 v B EEROFEE L R —EROREDZNTNDOEBIZ O TEFE LR
EERAR

34.1 EBFEACEHIIXT S I 7 @B LD

Fig. 3-9 |2/~ % & 912, Z 2 8h5 BRI EEV {11113 I ON001 5 ALHRE O RFELAI 22 BN 28 20 & 7=,
T, EEMMFZBIC I EGESEL D ERE L TothzEid 5. BT, BRih
RO L > TERILSN TS D, £ 2T, ST X 5 B b~ 8% B
[ZARAET 272912, TBH E7 /M-S R (B Fm) OF R 92 £ L7z, BLRE2 LY
Hifdifb L TR 2720, BRSSO ZELNIEE Th o 72 2 DOFEERIZ DWW TENENSS
WrafTo7=. 1 DOREERII{I 1 TE L% O Fig. 3-8 DO THALRERERL, b9 1 ORGSR
(001} L5 L% OO THEA TR CH D, 50T AR CORRRIIE (et Hm) BRkos
FIZHOE DX 1T~ 7. R4 Y 7 b OIM Analysis v7.2.1 2 L, %O %54 T EBSD
HIE DFERD D 2 EO TR bL & 2 E 4L L ODF 23R L7=. ZDFE L7- ODF % Van
Houtte (2 8 > TR 472 TBH 7T ML DEHRE Y 7 MU = 7 OZHiAiAL, BRI A2 R L
7o, FHEIZIZ{10}<111>B L O211<111>0D 24 O3 R, Ee RSt 20E Lz TBH E7F /L %
fEH L7,

Fig. 3-10 (T, {111}3 X OY001} o5 L2 & OfE AL D Z I EAUTKT LT, BEOT AT K DR
RO L ZHE LR E R T, 6, o lZTNZIRD Hif), TD FHGIT, FEMOERD
7o, ENENDZEMIZIIT S RD A O 1 85 5ROFERIE T o THUMSAL U7tk 27 LT
W5, BRI ORER X OUEICHE B35 &, (111N OESRLE 2 #l5 [5R 0P O3 Z 0 fF
FAZ X o TR 232983 2 288), {001} UT 657707 005k Sohz i 38 [ OR il i 23 (G 3 2 A8 H) 23 fad
X5, LLRns, AEREAWTHEAE LIS X OZIFREKTH 3% Th Y, ZiEmETH
USRI S BICEEN NS o=, —J7, Fig. 3-6 (R T EBRTH LS I X DKL 10%
R TWD. LLENS, BN T 2 A ORZIC LT TH L5085, ERTIIRnE
EBEZOND. HEA S 19, KE S 3D, HRS WO EBRT S &, IF ~0 R BN, BAr
T HRAE IS ORE IO B EHOEENR 2D REL, L LAINLRERELTEZLND.
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Fig. 3-10 Yield locus calculated by TBH theory for each grain of each strain level of material A.
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3.4.2 RY—ERLRFELZEB DX} BR

JRFTR 72 8T DF AL, KAM (Kernal Average Misorientation) fEDIEAN EAHRET 5 Z & BRHE I
TWAD, 22T, KL TIEARL) — AR ORE %2 /R 3 7= OICKAMEZ A L7-. Fig. 3-111Z3fED
TR D 20 5 | FEFUER IR, #8224 BME O 70,1312 AIPF~ » 7 L KAM~ » 7 &/, Bk X 512,
FEFA, B, COEIHE R RIBIZE N EN29, 16,93 yumTH D, IPF~ v 7D, T TOMEHZBWTK
By OFESRRLIX {111} F 7213001 E L A2 FFO 2 &b Dd. ZHUTFig. 3-91R LTV D X H 1T, &2
5 5RIZ XL D {1111 KOOV EEAMR R ED =D TH 5. Tz, RN OITA L, FEakign
K& L 2DITONTHMT AN A S5 D . MEHA, B, CIZIUT 5 {00135 7ML ORIN O 7 718
KTEIEN200,12°,10°TH 0, {1113EEFIFALORIN O AL TR K TEIEIL16°, 12°,9°ThH - 7=.
KAM~ v 761, RINOKAMIEIZZRH Y, Z OEISRIR THH & WEM 23 D005 . IPFRB XY
KAM~ v 775, 3.0% # 2 2 KAMIE A {001 R 7 OB LTI IC BN A A R S5 . ABLERE RIX
B AR — 25T OFEFE T Ui da i KOS a FI BT 5 2 2R LT\ 5.
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Max. m1s9rlentat10n 16° 14° 20°
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Fig. 3-11 IPF, and KAM maps during biaxial tensile test.

Kiﬁﬂkﬁé@%éé%fﬁzié@L:/%ﬁm B3NS H 780, FHEKAMIEOZA 27 Ml L7z, S#EtOEBSD
ORPEREIR A LT, FHKAMEZKAMIE, SR L7-. Fig. 3-12I286tA, B, ClZxfd 542
$Ha%l5‘a§§fh5ﬁaif@m’>JKAMfﬁ FAbE T MEIATIE, FRKAMEIIEEMEZE I E > THEGERIIZ N
T 5. 12720, 0.02AK5 D /NS WO B g1 TIEHIKAMIEIXIE & A EZED 2. DF D, MEIA

FEFEOPINCE N T BB L, TODO LT ARE BB L TWD EHEESNLD. TIuUTx L,
BB LU COFEKAMIEIL, 0.1FREDOOTAHFEAICHBNTIZE A EZED v, #ERELT, K
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Fig. 3-12 Evolution of average KAM value during biaxial tensile test.

AR O X 912, 285 [RAICE T 222 IFALIT {11118 L ON001} i 5Ar T 5. £kl L, Fig.
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N5, LehR->T, mOKAMIEZ R OfEE oM T b3 8hE, fsh ik X OE2h72RiE84 <0 &
IR 2 7252939 (KW KAMAE % FF Ok O T8 & B> Tnb L&D,
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1%, O 9 70.02KFEE OFEI COREMT 5. —J7, MEBBLXOCOXDEIX, ZOfEk TR
DIEIA & e~ &<, OFTA01LL EOFEIRIZI W TN 5. Z 0225 [ IRIZ BT 5 BT b %)
B DE)—PEIIIRIER RO S.

B, MEFZ &SI XD B m 3 B 72 > T B O 2201 OFEIRIZ BV T, R —AF
OD%éEWR%:Ot D EBHNCEHET 5 728, FEHKAMAE D ZEALAZ DU TRIFAT T O FEER & kT 00 1048
B TERAENRI Lz, 22T, RFUIEEY & 5 MIERICIS A2 2 D i ZEZ FFofiE & L
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Fig. 3-13 Comparison of increment in average KAM value between at grain boundary and other region.
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4.1 #E
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HHIR AR VIR LET 2 Z L2k > Tl oD, DX 5 RIBICB W T, HiRRIR & 72 2 il
GIRDIEETE LM BHIAT G- S5 T2, lIBAR Th D TR I PRGN D. TEREmi] 13,

MURdL) RIA Lo E— b & ST EBERSOREICA LD I 7 v A —2—pHfy 2T
bV, WO ET LETH L. FloRbettoRmE MM, KEWHDOTIF0.1~10 mm 2
EDOEEZ LS ENRESNATND I,

RN DFEIRD T2 DI, TV I =7 AR Z T RICE < OMFER 2SN TE TS, —
XN, RELAVZIBEOT ZIZ Ko TERIBRIITH N L 929, AR 0207 & o L4 K+ 12hn
R, S pRLH A XN 16024) Gl SRS 10 A AL 19222930 X 7 g 2 29303972 U DR EHAL T
DEET L ehREINTND.

RKEDEAUCEET 2 I O ZEIE, EITT VU ARIEFERRIZ X - TITHN 72, Yamaguchi & Mellor? 13,
TV L RO R EFRAVORE I 5 S A Y BT 2l & R RRIC Lo T TE L 2 &
ZRLTWA. Mahmudi & 0%, #RIZBWCTHERRICEBINAEETH D Z L2 L, X THE
DX 7 AR OARLE) I L DB Z BT 5. Osakada B 'O, Rl S (FHG O 7 &)
FEER R PRI EL L CTHER T 5728, £ OHINEIG ISR & EMETE & W o IeZBTRAR, B OB ok
EtEIE (D @ D R, HOSL T, OSETENC K-> TR D Z & 2 L T 5. Guangnan'™
%, i XTI =T A58 E HWT, 2 gk LOHENS9R TSk 1T D R OFEEE
AL, BHEOT A EIZ L DM RN RESTNWVOERK THDH LB TND. iIEH 9%
TN =0 LAEBROERHITRAUCKH T H2O0THAOREEZRE L. IbHIZ, RENOE2EETO
B DRGSR RL D AR — 2B 3 Rt DO MIIZ 584 2 Wt &2 o LTz,

TOHOMIETIE, B I 2 b—2a Y EHWEREGTRADWIE M THONTEY, KBTI TR
<, WEBDORESERIN R ETRAVDFEZEIZ E DO X HITHET 50 b AL T&E 5 & 9 1872 572, Yamaguchi
b MNP OT HEIREIZIENT, T =0 LAESIRORETNOFREZ /0T L, RifiE O
KO BN I THDL Z LR L. SIS, HOIFRmENOE 4 8 FE TONT ORGSR DAY
— IR BTN RE AU EE RIET BRI, £D—J, Lee b VNI FEHROT AEIRERIZEBNT,
TV =T LA SR ORI E ORI E FRHFTAUSIIERR Lo N Rp o722 L 2TV D. Wu
O IR LRBIZBIT 27V =0 A58 RO EKE VBG4 %, EBSD(Electron Back-Scatter
Diffraction pattern)73#7 CHIE L7z X 7 vk A T2 iG s BBYERET Cofr L7z 2. RIERAVDFEEIC
1%, EEOARE—ERITMZ THEOR RO EIEIZ X Dbt OB EH bR EL 52 5 2 &
W, KB BNHOREREI ML T X METH 2 LICL T, RihzifilcEs2 L%
RLTWD. [FAROSHTGIEC LY, Shi b DNTHEHMlF L T TR E21T-> T\ o, REE ORI
RN FRMESRAUCK L CTXERITH YD, NEORE B OBIIREN THDHZ L E2/R LT,
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4.1 %4 91

BT Cl%, EBSD (2 L DG b HALA#HT<° Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM)% VY, FHimiL & K
FOWE D 2 7 vk BEMEIC B 2 0F9E2 K V3R T TV D, Tong B 21LT VI =T AH
SR A RTRICEKEm D I 7 0t & Rl 7 v 7 7 A L OB 2 Bl 5| ke O 2 O 5BIEE TEHER
(ZRHAS L=, KK S 39 13 0 B CTE U DM 7 T 0 DETRIZBW T, 38V {111 <112>8E A/ & £
OEMET =T A4 NRAT L AHOREFRAZRZEENC DWW THHA L7z, Banovic H X7 /LI =
U AEARICEE 2 #5155 % Marciniak 15 NIZ Ko TFF S5 L, 7 e ESMBROZE L & FRTEN DI E
N L=, ST (FCOMEZ AT 5702 =T AAEHIZEBWT, #2204 4 78
FRVMNE ERETLIVORZENIE THOMEREZ R LTS 2T, 285 BROEME T 212 L - T {220}
LETNN S HITHRLSD 2 L a2l LT,

RIEFAUZOWNWT Z DR S IZE L DR THOI TV DD, FCCREEZFFOT VI =7 AGERIC
BT 228N LT, (RO F(BCOKEE &2 FF D8 IC B3~ 2 20T 1T & A i T
220N, 1970 4 2 AITIEHIR OBFTE A % < R o7 hy, —REZRIRRFMICIR STz, BIE, BB
BLORIT s < i S 30T DK RS2 (IF: Interstitial Free)ﬁﬂ*ﬁ ZRL T, RAORNFEICZET 55
ARZEENEBEBNONBIRTH S, BHIRIRO 7 LV ARIEMICBIT 2 RIEM M EZ S HIZm LS5

D, IF $ORETEAVIEZEICKT T Dibanhies, ARk, Maaiie 8o 7 oo 84 PkEIc 7
HILERD D .

Z ZCARETIE, R LBEREO IF Stk O R MmO FE L X 7 vl 2B 238 L <HET 2720
2FFHOREBR A T 5. 1 DX Marciniak 1£ 3N KA~ 7 0 A — 1D 2 5[5 THY, £ 1

DX 2 TITBW TR L7 8 7B EE(SEM: Scanning Electron Microscope) D EZEF ¥ L /3 —NTD 2
il 5 HRERERIC K 5 X 7 v R E LD £ DY SEM,EBSD 73712 L 2 kel D CTh 5. EHIZ
il 5 | AR T O ST 0 EBSD #8122 & RO M #ric X - T, R FEZEITH T HNEO I 7
2 A D R — BT O EIZHONW T HERET S,
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92 4.2 EBRFIE

4.2 EBRFIE
4.2.1 HEEH

M3 L LC, 4D 7 = T A HHEFAS & V2. Table 4-1 (ZHERM OBBRAEIE 2 R, 1
RAVFFMEIXEAE T 7(RD) D JISS ZHidh 5 [ 9R CHUSG L7z, 8 r X, BHEOT AN 015 DL &0 rfE
Z RD SR L 07,457 ,90° M TENEEIEL, B L7, rifEOmWNEGHEAr IZH>ED XD
WCHE L.

A”:(7.0_2"’45""’90)/2 - (4-1)
Fys Tiss Tog [ZRDITINNE ZHEFL0°, 45°, 90°DHE T 5.

Table 4-1 (2T BEHE, Fig. 4-1 33k 51, MUK & 07207 TR <, AEADRIE & S AMMO AT
b 82 5. Z ORI, EBSD 15T 5415 RD—TD(EAE B J7 (Al if O i a5 XK (IPF)~ 7 % 79
FhE G AL ORIEIRFEE 2D 0.1 mm OBFTTIT 72, #EFA, B, CILIF MK T, {111} G OEAH
MAFEL TRV, £FNEH 20,93, 16 pm O HE72 5 EEJRESRIE d 288D, D 1T HERHy Z o & A
PRAES NS 2 BT L 2 L REIR T 5. B D ORI RE SRR 15 pm T, APEFC L IFIEF]
CThHs.

Table 4-1 Mechanical properties of materials.

Material thligi(trilaelss yp® | TS* u-EL*|EL® e Average agi:ggl(l)l;y
[mm] [MPa] | [MPa] | [%] |[%]|o° |45° |9¢° | 7-value Ar
A 0.60 195 | 331 23 41 |19 2.0 | 24 2.1 0.21
B 0.75 270 | 447 20 34 1.1 1.8 | 1.6 1.6 -0.46
C 0.75 185 | 340 25 44 112 | 1.8 | 1.7 1.6 -0.36
D 1.2 270 | 357 20 30 {12093 1.5 1.1 0.44

*  Measured in rolling( 0° ) direction
** Measured at uniaxial plastic strain of 0.15
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TD

d=16 pm | |

(c) Material C (b) Material D

Fig. 4-1 Initial microstructure and texture (IPF map) of materials

at 0.1 mm from surface (d=average grain size).
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94 4.2 EBRFFIE

4.2.2 =R —MZBIT5 2 M5 RRRORE RN EET OBIE

FHE NI EFI A BELT D720, 300 mm MU OERRER A Z VY, Fig. 4-2 (2757 Marciniak ¥
AT X MR URBR CF 2 #hi5 [ IROMIHOT A2 Z 5 L. MEIRZA BN A LWL S K
n—E—RTryZ L, $100mm O/ FELIAT Z LI2X D, MEHIIEH LERZ 5272, B
A, 10 mm/s & U7z, MPEHIAH G S8 OT 2L, MEHZ 2 mmAG T DAY T4 7 K37 —
CEHRAA 7 THIT L, ZOMBRIRORSZ(NDREB L. 612, BESIZENOED
T, B —ESRME L Mises DRRGAMZRE L THYBIEOT A d R M L. MEtOm
WERET D120, 0 F L OBffl(Fig. 42 O LR SY — Z2/iE L=, 78, HNS8EO3 &~
0.50 DEMFITHBNT, REmMAH G INDBEOTHOZET 0.002 LT TH Y, WEHFROOT 25y
fHiFH—CH o7z,

Fig. 4-3 |Z Marciniak 7512 X 2 sERERE O R X 7 78T BT OBBE, 3 X OBIEEE T O
BERS X 23, RIETORE, Fig. 4-2 (27 FMUOHE TIT - 72, EE OB CRBR 2151 L ¢, B
DRI D OTHEE G LT IERE 2 Rk U, &N B W TRETRAA e b AR S 415 b
026 25 mm W OBIEHRBR A 22 Entv L.

~ 7 O Rr—)V ORI T BT 7 A U, B O S G ClIE L. JE R, RD 7 AICHIE K 10 mm,
ERWEIL 0.15 mm/s THEME L7, —RANCHIROREH S 084, BHFFEH S RO L BTV 5
RO WIHEREND T Y vAT DT A—H ).030.8 mm ThDHN, AMFIETITELE A IR EIK
OMME W, & LTt 572, A& LT025mm ZERA L=, £72, ReBLO W, DR X132 1.0
mm TH Y, LITTOM /4 ITHYT 5. A LV EWEEZFF R EZ AT, 37827 —10
&2 EERT AT A= R EZHH L. 77, LIV EVEREAFESFmihiiz v, <=7
0 27— L DU (H R ERIRT/RTA—Z L LT W, 28 L.

£/, ERR L7 7 v o AR 2 vy, 1.2 mm W7 O8EEC, L—V—BAMEE L SEM (2 &
WRIEDOI 7 v 3RTBIREZRE L. T O TOREM AT EBSDEIC I WHIE L=, 7L
AR O FR MM & FTREZR R Y #ERF32 397-%, EBSD F OfBR T OBFEE 1T 2 pm DI S OFFHIZ ]
FRL7-. EBSD JHBIZEIFHEIFOBRMETIL, T4 I —MA2MH LT z1ry, SR
M2um AT ERDEMBEARE L TND.
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95

Punch (unit : mm)
Binder ¢ 100
Driving plate
Y, \_
. ¢ 106 Blank
Die 300 x 300

Fig. 4-2 Schematic of tools for Marciniak type test.

Fig. 4-3 Sampling and measurement locations of specimen after Marciniak type test.
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96 4.2 EBRFTIE

4.2.3 2 BB BRRFOII B E L DOE OB

AITH 4.2.2 THBA L TW D IEROBERGIEORED 1 1%, BIIEZE T O 2 7 a2 b #ik A)c
BETERNWIETHD. v/ aAr—)/WZB T HREGNOFEL I 7 o lfkoBRE L0 EEN
WCHET D720, 52 B CHFE L 2 iih5]5ERER D SEM/EBSD IZ L %% DOF#15i A 7 I (Fig. 4-4)
ZRER L, @GRS 7 oM b 2B L. EREEOFEMIE, BiEIC TR LT\ D ¥,

Electron gun
y

Vacuum chamber

Camera for
EBSD analysis

Biaxial tensile test system

FE-SEM vacuum chamber

Fig. 4-4 Experimental apparatus for biaxial tensile test with SEM-EBSD analysis®> 3.

2 gl ARAERIE, 7 m Ay N 25 pm/s TIT o 72, flif —EAORO RD B LT TD a0
R & DL RS BIEOT A2 L2, SEM 3B L UEBSD I & 2 X 7 m kA b 0 2 D584
KR o> 0 200 um DU OFEIR G 7. EBSD O HRMIE Y v F1E 1 ym Th b, V7 ko=
7 OIM Analysis v7.2.1 Zffi ] U CTREGE AL &2 08T LTz, £ OSRBIEBRTIEIC LY, ERFIETIINL
BT do > RO BRI J 5 RTME (L~ OB BE A< L, WHEOICRE7 27 7 A V&)
AL DBIRE 3T 2 Z LR TE S,

W & BUHO A 5 SRS O P 5 0 Bn b OFHHMIEE BB B &, 1782 —iC
515 2 B ERBRCOOT HEE DI — 4 —11.0x10° ! Cho7-. [AEET, Marciniak B4 Vs
T~ 7 a R — BT DEIERB COOT ABED A — X —X1.0x10" s' Thotz. Fiz, EEOD
TVARACE T D, OFTHEETNL s BETH Y, AFFEOOT AL & REEDO T & iThn
BER G 2. LinL72ed s, FEERE DI & EfBEMATH 0 b, FEIEILORE~D O s O B8
EE A LN EBREESNT NG, 207D, KFEOHRE, ERO7 L ARBIC bISHTS 2
ENTELHEEZEZDBND.
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4.3 EBRER
4.3.1 Marciniak ¥5IZ BRI RBRICBIT AR ERNDOHKE

Fig. 4-5 |25 2 #15[5R T 0.50 OFHBIEOA By 135 X DN DB OB ORFIRIEE 7~ &
WA L Y P BAE TR 5 X 510, BB &) T KB HRSEDE RS L. IF i
TR/ S \VERE B OREHAUL, BEOKX VB A BEOC L RTINS RAS. %
7, BRRORBRENEE A LT CHAE TS, FHTHBHME C ORERNIT VL FITH
DHEED LTRSS RAS, L LARROAZ T, ZOEEEROICTITE 20,

(b) Material B

(c) Material C | (d) ateri D

I mm

Fig. 4-5 Observed surface profile of specimen after Marciniak type test

with equivalent plastic strain of 0.5.

97



98 4.3.1 Marciniak JEIZEZDRIERABRIZI T DR T SEALDIEE

% Z T, Fig. 4-6 |[ZRABRATRE L OV F A b —7 21 mm, 23 mm, 25 mm (2B C, $EXoM 5
(&Ko THPE L7eRmm Bk 2 3. BITIEA /R F A b — 2 (RIS DS O @& e e L
7o, ARBUZE U721 mm OFEEIE, 10 mm OHIE 4R O N TR O MIMHRIE) 23 iR S - 5 4 1%
WLUTHERLE, MMOKRE SIIMEEABLIOD TREWZ EAMR SN, Mo & B
FERRIEDN R b/ NS UVMEL B TR E 72D Z L b s,

Z [pm]

pm]

Z [pm]

Z]

Z [pm]
Z [pm]

Z [pm]

N [ R AN S T SR TR N T S T [T
1SR P ST 0 025 05 075 1
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 X [mm]
X [mm] .
(a) Material A (b) Material B

Z [pm]

Z [pm]

Z [pm]

Z [pm]

Z [pm]
Z [pm]

Z [pm]

Z [pm]

0° 025 05 075 1 i P A
X [mm] 0 025 05 075 1
) X [mm]
(c) Material C (d) Material D

Fig. 4-6 Magnified view of variation of surface profile during Marciniak type test.
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Fig. 4-7 (255 2 #ih5 [5EFRER H O KM B O FIF L & R, O L %777, Fig. 4-6 ("7 L 912, 7
HEOESITZ 1.0 mm THD. WTNOMEHIEW TS, RATOTHOENNTfE - THEBAIZHHN4
L2 Db D. ZOMRITIERDOMA I EL—H LTS, IFH#THD A, B, COFTIE, R,

F%*ﬂi@ﬁ%wﬁ*ﬂr@ IOMKREL, KERBIECROHE I —F4 5. LnLRRb,
MELC & D Z I L7235A, OB D ISR SRR C L0 b b T/ hEWICHBEb T, e
D& R BERE L (D@ﬁ I Fig. 4-8 79 W, \CB VTRV BEETH D,

Fig. 4-8 (2% 2 il 5 [ IEFER -F OB BFOFINFLE) 5 220 W, DEALZ RS . W ITHBHEWEETO
KE N EEEBINRT/NT A= ThbH. MEIBBLOC O W TOFT O DT 0N
M3 2. ZiuzxtL, MEFABIOD O W IdKREROTHETE LIENT 5. ZOREE, M
D O W 3R BEN KR THLIMEEA D W, LD b RESR-oTND.

Flg 4-1 2R L2 K 91T, #E D Ok iHHA B,C LiFfeoTWD., ZDOZ b, Rifmil

DFEFEL, MRS TR, MEHRRIC L 2B e T2 Z N HEESnS.
2.0 l T T T l T T T l T T T l T T T T T T
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Fig. 4-7 Variation of surface roughness during Marciniak type test (d = initial average grain size).
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Fig. 4-8 Variation of surface waviness during Marciniak type test.
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Fig. 4-9 Surface profile and crystal orientation in Marciniak type test.
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Fig. 4-10 SEI, IPF, and Taylor factor maps of sheet surface

during microscopic biaxial tensile test (Material D).
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Fig. 4-11 SEL IPF, and Taylor factor maps of sheet surface

during microscopic biaxial tensile test (Material C).
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Fig. 4-12 IPF map of sheet surface and surface profile after microscopic

biaxial tensile test for Material C with equivalent strain of 0.13.
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Fig. 4-13 IPF map, surface profile and Taylor factor of four layers from surface at ND-RD cross-section

after Marciniak type test with equivalent strain of 0.50 for Material A.
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Fig. 4-14 Relation between surface waviness and area ratio of grains with orientations

in vicinity of ND(001) at equivalent strain of 0.30 for Materials C and D.
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112 5.2 EBRFIE

5.2 FEBRIGIE
5.2.1 HEEH

Table 5-1IZAMFZE THWZ MM 279, WIS WmIERESI Ch 5. AR, HMENELD, S

(ERIRE B RIER DN BIR DATEIH D 7 = T A N HAREH 2 V72 BRI AR MEE IS 5 m(RD)IZ % L O°

ﬁrﬁm ThHDH. AL, BHEOTHI0150 & & DOrEZE0°, 45°, 90° 5[ THIE L CHEIH L. »
EOmWNE G MHAS TR, Fig. 5-11CEBSD(Electron Back-Scatter Diffraction pattern)73 4112 & - T
HIE L 72 RD-EAEJ7 [A(TD)Wr il D Wi i S X (IPF)~ » 72~ KB b 67 K 9 IS RE bk ee
LRGN ZNENRR DMETh 5. BT & FERIZAHENA, B, CIZIFSIR T, #E#J71H (ND) (2 {111}
DEEHFENFEE L TV D 3OO EIO RGP I Z N Z 1, 29,93, 16 umThH 5. ZHUITX L,
MEIDITAS b TAL A T o Z L7270 I F)L R TH Y, SEEIREARIE TS5 pm TCH & Ty
FErBRIRR & BRI A R OB Ch 5.

Table 5-1 Mechanical properties of materials

. S
Material thliggrlilss Yp* | TS* 1u-EL*| EL* il Average

[MPa] | [MPa] | [%] | [%] r-value
[mm] Yo

1.6 150 | 287 | 29 |54 (1.7 15 | 2.1 1.7 0.45

0.75 270 | 447 | 20 |34 |1.1]| 1.8 | 1.6 1.6 -0.35

0.75 185 | 340 | 25 |44 |12]| 18 | 1.7 1.6 -0.46
1.2 270 | 357 | 20 |39 (12|093]| 1.5 1.1 0.44

Ar***
Tys Foo

ol Q| = >

* Measured in rolling( 0° ) direction
** Measured at plastic strain of 0.15 in 0°, 45°,90° from rolling direction
*#* In-plane anisotropy of r-value, Ar = (r - 2ry5 - ro) / 2
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Fig. 5-1 Initial microstructure and texture (IPF map) of materials

at 0.1 mm from surface (d: average grain size).
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5.2.2 Marciniak $£1285 2 5 IRRBR CORBEMIVIEZZB DB

FE N IEFE OB TR NKFIEEBIZ T 5720, MarciniakiZ?NZ L2 EHE LR A21To7-. EH

BEHI00mmD [ &3 F 2 iz, B FHR(ELE ST [A):RD)DIA 300 mmO#ER 2 FHy, BF 7+

JEELA JF [ TD) DN FIE, O B0 6 %205 ik £ CHREZHEADNRT LN D K 91T, 140~300
mm CENLEZET. MEIOERERXEZ RT/RT A —2 L LT, DLTFTOBEEOT HREEAE .

B=ele +(5-1)
ZZTalIRDIFHDOHEREONTHTHY, aldTDHHOHRK/NEOTHTH D, MEHIAH G S 5t
OFTRIE, MEHZ2 mmi& D A2 7 T4 7 R ARF = BHIRAA 7 TR L, TORERIEOE SE
m#6EMLk SRUFHEEITI0 mm/is THDH. ML & RER A PO FEMN 5 S804

SEHOTAHAEELZRE T L, TO4—F—131.0X10" s'THS. Table 5-1127779 L 9 ITHEHT
iﬁjﬂib) HDHN, T TIEBSINZ, FHYEEHEOT A A2 MisesD BRI E L CEEAE L7-.

A & RIS ﬁ%<0ﬂ#%$?éif®A/%2bﬂ 7 DB CRBR A5 1 X, FRilER
AU ®ﬁﬂ%%/7w%¢mbt ETNETNOBERAY T NLT, bob bREOMNUNBEETH
S T A 525 mmPU 5 O 43 AT FERER A £ L 7.

K7 v 7 7 A THEMAOM SECHE L. R w7 7 A VORESME, RDFRICHIEER
10 mm, ERHEEIT0.15S mm/s & L7z, AAFIETIE, %ISR T C BRI B\ CRFf S Al BE 72 2 1
PSRN A= L LT, EIPEABEH S PO %A Uiz, FEERRER & TS RO, /X7 A —
Z PN TITo 7. PATHQIC Lo TR S, AiHiiR S131.0 mm, FH106E8(10 mm)@uTrfﬂﬂlZFEﬁ
THHEEFEL L.

[um] (52

nl

ZIT, PAIWrEEIARIZ I T HOND G MO EEZ R L TWD. NIHIEREEZRLTWD.

F 7z, IE%ORFEH200 umll 5 % SEM(Scanning Electron Microscope)lZ & W #1£2 L, #hdh L%
EBSDIEIZ L WIE L7z, RifnDOMhZ AIHEZ2 R Y MERF 92520 27-, Fij# & [AEREBSDRIE D72 D
B OWFEEIF2 umBL T & L7z,

5.2.3 ITRRT—IZBITS 2 5| KRR TORMEMAVEED T DOLBIE
RETENFERICZIETOT RO FEEL EHENIC 7 a OB S LT 5720, 2653k
R D Z DGSEMBIEE v A 7 A(FEBRIEE OFHMIIE2ES R 2 AV, P OT A5l ok L U215
RAERRED R 7 a2 b2 8l2 Uiz, S28h5 [3R(B = 1.0) & FiE O A5 5R (8= 0.0)DRER 1T, 251
DOFEA b — 7 HEZHET 2 Z L > TEMB L. RDFAOZ g A~y REEEZ2S5 um/siZ[FH
EL, TDHMODZ v A~y REEZFHE L7z, BB OS8O 2L, RDJM & TDJS M O fh
SHEAMORIEPOEH L., KRBROOTAREL AL D &, £OF—X—1F1.0x107° s'T
& o7z, SEMIB L UEBSDIZ & 5 X 7 w0 OB BIEE, RIIREF L7 KB THUBR A 00200 pm
P FIZxE LIT > 7. sk 5 ALIZOIM collection v7.2.1% FAVNTo3#T L7=. EBSDO/ATE » Fi1d1 um& L
7-.
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5.3 EBRIER
5.3.1 wI/RAT—VZBITAREMKEZBIZRIETOT HRELOEE

Fig. 5-2(a)¥ L Nb)IT, Marciniaki£(Z K 2285 [REABRICISIT 5, FEHOT H5[0R(B=0.0) & Z24H5 |
R(B=1.OYEE TOMEICE LUDORER A ENEI T, fEZIX, &S OFELED S OO E %
RLTWD. MPEHIAT B S UMY O T g o B8 L ORITR DO H I L-P,OEEZNEhD 7

ZOFFE LT D, B TR 7= X 512, MEIC, DIZZENENIFH, 750 R TH 5. #ME

C, DIFZEZL DMk ZFo0, FERERARITIZER U TH 5.

Fig. 5-2(a))> b, MﬂCTiﬂﬂm@%Q,ﬂ=M®%éiUé¢%’§ﬁM&ik%<@6ﬁ J&)
HTE!’J@MI&@{EZE ITNEL D Z LR TE D, PO D L REROEAI DR TE S, =000

, &g =027N1THBIT HPIF1.2umT, =10, & =0321TFFHP,=1.0 um & HTHRI V.

*LQHLHEgSJw)QK?$HMTCigk%Dw%qi&Pﬂxk%<ibofb%é_&ﬂﬁxﬂ=OO&ﬂ=LO
ETCRMMSOREIEVRITEALERLN RN EHESNS.

£=0.0 ghg =027, P, =12 um 0 p=1.0 £hq=0.32,P,=1.0 um

—10 ¢
§5 ¢ §s5 ¢
—0 =0

S0 P (S 0 B i T
O [ 2 S S S S _101...|...1...1...1...

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 | 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 |
Position in RD [mm] Position in RD [mm]

(a) Material C (d = 16 um)

10 £=0.0 ehq=0.36,P,=1.9 um 10 p=1.0 £hq=0.33,P,=1.7 um
0 E
5 F
PR TR S NN SN T SN NN SR TR T (LA SR S S A S R} 0.::]..:I..:I.:.l:..
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Position in RD [mm] Position in RD [mm]

(b) Material D (d = 15 um)

Fig. 5-2 Comparison of surface profile between plane-strain (8= 0.0) and equi-biaxial tenion (8= 1.0)

after Marciniak type test for materials C and D (d: initial average grain size).

Fig. 5-3/ZMarciniakiE (2 & 23BR D& OT HREICEB T 2P, OB OT HIZPE S BlbZ /R, YR TH
DN, P T XTOMEHZDWNT, OFTHOEIMENEINT 5. Rl iEO O3 Ak 77k
IFEA(FELA, B, C) & 7L X /L REAMEID) & TRE SR> TND Z Enbh D, MEDIZBWTIE,
P.OEINZOT AL OERFMEN 72 <, HYBEEOTARICL > CTEHTEX 5. ZoRIE, Fromhn
OTHETEHTELLWVWIERMALE KL TWEDY, Znicxt L, MEA, B, COBA, P.OZAL
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116 5.3.1 =7uXr— VIZBITARETTNHEZICKIE T OT Ao EE

FTOTHEIZ L > TR STV D. 02U EOMYBEIEOT AT, f=1.005550 b4=0.0D55
[CREENN RN T 2R R 6 s, —7, 02RO SEEOT HOFFAN TIX, O T4
DRI/ & <, fERRIBE DN S WVBPEHE ERETRANAOEEMAV NS UVMEBI A R 65, ZORER
X, TEROBFFERERID DL —FH L TWD

é 6 ‘ \ T \ T é 6 T T w I T T
< " (a) Material A < (b) Material B
3 5r 4 % 5t i
o
S I
B=0.0 ] = = 1.0

3g? 8E4T P )
€2, \’BO6 | €2, P00 ’
2737 % 1 5T 3¢ \ﬁ .
sa5) ~-—-~§% L I B ;
Q 1 koo i'Z 4 9 . - _
g ‘F o p=10 | B leoorer 4{}\;3 0.6 ,
g - ‘ . 18 T
~ 0 ~ 0 : : e

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0. 2 0. 4 0. 6 0.8 1

Equivalent plastic strain, €' Equivalent plastic strain, &%

§ 6 T T - T T é 6 i T T T T
< - (c) Material C . " (d) Material D 1
g2 S5r 1 2 5
= F — -
Q=4 + — Q=4 |-
& E» B=0.6 £ g - i
5373 1 2 3[p=00
G © = S B
5 p=0.0 \ 5 \
5 20\ 3y 1 25 2r -
g o, S g - 2t |
e R /f
— - - "/// 0
ch 0 ﬁﬁ/’/f I L I L | s 1 L QCS 0 1/ L | {3 L 1 L 1 L

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0_4 0.6 0.8 1

Equivalent plastic strain, e cq Equivalent plastic strain, Epeq

Fig. 5-3 Evolutions of surface roughness with equivalent plastic strain in Marciniak type test.
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5.3.2 REMNFZBIZRIZTTOTHLOEEDIIas T

Fig. 5-4, Fig. 5-512, #EC, DIZxt L, O3 A HB230.08 X .00 5 TMarciniaki% (2 X 2 B R
AT b, KD X 7 vk O SEM/EBSDHT 247 o T- i R & E i E 7. ZIRE 18 (SEDIE,
REOMMRELZBETE 2 L5, HBEZMO ETFH IR S, B BEMEOME3R5000% T L
7. EBSDDIPF~ v 71%, SEI'C/R LICALE DG AL AR L T D, 5 LIc SO &
ZENCFRLTEY, FATIEE, OTHERSZWRETORBRETHD.

Fig. 5-41C8BW\ T, =00, MHYBEEOT 203605 DSEIE, =10, FHYBEMEOT A2 E0.520%;
ADOSEIZ T 5 L, OECA=1.0L0 HA=00DFAICRADEENKE L 2-oTND I END
5. ZrUTx L, Fig. 5-504=0.0, FH4BEMEOT 203303555 OSELE = 1.0, FH4EMEOT 72 50.36
DOEEDOSEITITEWVTIZFE A LRGN, T DORERIL, Fig. 52T R L7~ 7 B 27— /LD
LRER L —E L TR, MEICOIFFIZ B W\ IR ETHTNBEO OT AR FEEDR R E WD & 2R L
TW5.

* Tilted 70° 001 101 * Tilted 70° 001 101

(a)B=0.0 (b)B=1.0

Fig. 5-4 Surface profile and crystal orientations of material C after Marciniak type test.
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Fig. 5-4, Fig. 5-50 TN ENDIPF~ v 7 TIX, MEC, DR GIZENT, f=00D5EI2f=1.0D55E
X0 HFEEERIN TOR B TEALS LV BFICR N RN 005, 72, FFICFig. 5-5DIPF~
7T, MEIDIZEHNZIZ T o & D72 L5570 % F£F - T 5 (Fig. 5-1(d))23, f=0.0& B=1.0DM )5 D
Bz, {001 B KON AN ERAZ L - THINT 5 Z L B3R T 5.

’j RD *Soumr  ND 11 RD *Sopmp ND 11
TD 20um A TD S0um A
* Tilted 70° 001 101 * Tilted 70° 001 101

(a)B=10.0 (b)B=1.0

Fig. 5-5 Surface profile and crystal orientations of material D after Marciniak type test.
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5.3.3 ITRAT—NITBITS 2 W5 IRABR COREMNIEED T DHBIL

2015 AR TR DR D X 7 w R A BRI CBIEE L, RETRAVEIEICKIETOT A 0845
BT D70, FEOT H55RE K U285 =R O SEM/EBSDIAIZ & 5 % D5 Bl 21T~ 7-.

Fig. 5-633 J. U'Fig. 5-712, =008 X UB=1.0OFKMT, 7 v R 7r— Ul 2285 EREBRREO
MEIAORE D I 7 v i (b2 T nEhord. b OIZHE, 1Q(Image Quality)~ 7, IPF~ v
7, Taylor factor’?~ v 7 Z N EHHW., 1Q~ v 713455 ﬁm BT OEROREZRL TN,
Taylor factor~ » 1%, fbabi O ETCARTLO K/ 7930307 DI Tz, ARAFZETlE, B8R T
D ST DV TBCCHEIE D240 3~ % & ) — 7o m O T A5 ik /28 22 % i E L C Taylor
factor& 514 L 7=. Taylor factor2MEWE &, BARBIAEWNZ EA2/RL TN 5.

Fig. 5-6> LI > T DA AR TE 5. IQ~ v 7T, BEOEITITHEVAHERD Y T A MR
BHiEIZ7e D, DEV =000 EICBWNT AR —REENBEL TWDZ ENRBINS. IPFv v

L, FEEERIN CTREE T AN R E L R DM TH A : SFROTE L OER). Z OfbEs AL
bix, BIEOARYE—IZL>TRAELEZLO EHEE I LD, Taylor factor~ v 7 Cld, 2.0REE D/ X 72fE
B4, EDORE B E THEA Z2MEZ S S TSRS M LTS, ZHUE, B=0.0D5451C, A
BB LI RES B> TNDH T AR L TWA. £72, Taylor factord® 73 4f 1% w%ﬁﬁf&
TEAEM AL L2 IQ~ v F EIPF~ v OIS, IQ~ v 7D N T A MiSHIRIZ /e 55T &,
& em AL DAL L WEFT O XS R T & D (F « i#R o O, £72, IPF~ > 7 & Taylor factor
~ v IO D, AIETHE OISR & [FERIZ, Taylor factorid {001} {7 & £ /7 TR/ &
W2 ERDND.

Fig. 5-70° L O T OEMPHER TX 5. IQw v 7' TlE, BRICEY 2> T X RO TNIIHENT 5
720 CHD. Fig. 5-60IQ~ v 7 LT 5 &, f= 10D XL — BN Z 5 2 & HVRE
SNb. IPFv v 7 TClE, RN ORGSR FALZELD, Fig. 5-6DE{L L R TRMTHHZ LA RL
TW 5. Taylor factor~ » 7" Cl, Taylor factor®fE732.0~3.0DFEWEEHH DI04 L TWT, £D5y

Ep=1.0DHE B EFRHE TIEE A EBML LN L Z/R L TW5D. IPF~ v 7 & Taylor factor~ v 7
DHEE T, [FIERIZ, Taylor factoriX {001} Lz Ff-DH 3 THEGH/ NS WZ &30 5.

Fig. 5-635 X U'Fig. 5-7TlE, OTAHITIS T, 285 5RRFOKRE D I 7 mnﬁﬂ%&"ﬂlﬁ@@b\%%sﬁﬁmz
ALz, L, ERICBWTE, £o7<FU 7 mflika oot L, 220KEOOT 7
a5 2 LN TER. £ 2T, Fig. 5-UIRTEFRTO X 7 vk & %OD#%:ElEr'ajﬂﬁ’f%Eiﬁ%@iﬁﬁ
L, f=008X0B8=1.0DEEERE LI-HEA DTaylor factor DR A1TH 2 & T, OTHEZDED

DB A L.
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5.3.3 /A — RIS 2 5| ERER COR B TRNIEED T DL#EIEL

Equivalent strain, 0 0.091 0.14

Eeq

Image Quality

IPF map

Taylor factor map | J
(plane strain
tension)

Fig. 5-6 SEIL, IPF and Taylor factor maps at surface of material A

during microscopic biaxial tension test for £ = 0.0.

Equivalent strain, 0 0.071 0.13

6‘eq

Image Quality

IPF map

Taylor factor map
(equi-biaxial
tension)

L . £
Ll ' " " r
50 um 50 um

— g | =

Fig. 5-7 SEL, IPF and Taylor factor maps of Material A for = 1.0.
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AR D FIET, MEICE LODDOERATD X 7 v iz FHv TS b L7z Taylor factor~ 7 % Fig. 5-8
({279, Fig. 5-63 KX UFig. 5-7& [FERIC, W5 OMEHZIBWT, B = 0.0D5EITIT2.0FE D/ S WME
E4.0LL EDKRE Il 2 B ORGSR NRIET 2%, B = LODEAIT2.0~3.0F2 5 Dl % Fof Sokz o 7
WHEIET D2 L PR TE 5. FERIR O AR O K & 7258 K 0 R — B RNRET 5 L
ES, B=0.0D5AIZA=1.080 b ERETLADIENE Z VT WAREER H 5. E2, MEDIZE
W, B=0.0054 6 3.0F2)E O H[E )72 Taylor factorDfE % & OfE SR N S VMETIN B 5. F DGR,
BEbE 9 2 i fbL [ C OB TP OE W ITHEFC(IFEH) L © A EID(T7 VX F 0 R OSHZE IS < 72
LHEHEESND., ZTDD, MEDIZBWTIE, f=000%45L, B=1.0D5AOERFTNDIEDE
HPNSL D RN & 5.

(b) Al-killed steel (Material D)

Fig. 5-8 Comparison of Taylor factor maps of material C and D

between = 0.0 and #= 1.0 at a strain of 0.0.
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5.4 BE

AR L 912, MEHZA G SN 0T Bt & I 7 a i O A B X - T, RO FREFE)
MEALT 5 2 ENERIHE DN, 2 2Tl RIEDRAVEEEIIK T D8 0L 00 D52 % CPFEA
(2 K > THEAERINZ 3T 3% . CPFEAZ M L 7= R AV O BUERNT 217 5 RS, £ 7 a7 i &
Z OCPFEAFE RO HHIZ LV, KWL T T HCPFEAE T L OEFMEZ RGET 5.

5.4.1 CPFEA &7V

AWFFETIE, EFNERDOT R ZOT R EELRBT 572012, BCCEJRED T Z il R AFH O
FEERIAMEE T A E W2, BE LT RIE, 12 D110} <I11>B X 120 {112} <111> DFt24
TRV REBELIY. EBEOOTHEE & OF HEERFNED T A —=Z T2 LI 5,=0.002 55
FUm=0.02& L7z, €T /VOFERMIZHama & O S THFFE2- 223 LT 5.

5.4.2 CPFEA #&RDEEMDIRFE

FEERRLR OB ARPT 2 X ORE SR RIN O BN R AL DO BRI EN N EEL 525 Z LR
IR ENT-Z D, BN — O T HEROCPFEAIZ X B B EIC DWW THGEE T 72, i)
—OTHBERIE, 7= T4 MREREERO BT ABIZER CHRIS L. BRSSO TER & BplE AT
B O FBRIT, SCHR2DICFRIR STV D FIEIC E VATV, fEER AL DR 2 3FEO st o 7L
M L CRER AT o 72, Table 5-2IZAMFSE TR L7V > 7V OfE S L &2~ d . fRATICIE, 1355
DORERR SN SHS Him YV FERZEM L2, MHTIESCIR7)ICERE STV D FIEICHEWEE L
7o, HAE SR B O AR T IR ST HE S T2 728D, 2 ORFZE TIESCHR24)ICHE STV D BT
A =R L.

Table 5-2 Euler angles (Bunge’s law) of single crystal specimens (unit: degree)

Orientation No. | ¢l () @2
1 2114 88.6 164.9
2 106.3 100.4 64.7
3 45.4 87.3 254.9
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Table 5-2\Z 7R 302D HFE L T ORER A 2 W THE b2 1 — O T AR EHRIC OV T, £ & it
D s & Fig. 5-912 783, T I K » TE OIS ER, EROSDE L X TETRE VR, T
BN FRATAE BT B R L — BT D L W IO RN S LT,

450 450
400 400
— =) . .
g 350 A& 350 Orientation 2
S 300 - Orientation 2 E 300
2 250 2 250
£ 200 Z 200
z 5
§ 150 3 150
.5:) 100 ©»n 100
50 50

0 005 01 015 02 025 03 0 005 01 015 02 025 03

Shear strain Shear strain

(a) Experiment (b) Numerical simulation

Fig. 5-9 (a) Experimental and (b) numerical results of shear stress-shear strain curves

obtained under simple shear of single crystals.

DENZ, MEIAD28 5| 3RFE D 5L AL 2B DWW TS E OMGEE 1T - 7. Fig. 5-63 X U'Fig. 5-7
(R SEERRE R 2 VT, fsh L0 L& JIE L7z, Fig. 5-10127R T IPF~ » 714, Fig. 5-633 L U'Fig.
S-TDOEFHNCRIT 5~y TERLTHD. f=0.0D %M TIIHLPIEOT 7 T0.14F TOREIBHRLL 2, 3
DI L, B= 10D TITH LG\ OT 2 T0.13 % TORE K4, 5, 6D TN EAL &2 E N HIE
L7z, ZOfER%Fig. 5-100 FEBIZ/RT .

fiEHT TIX, Fig. 5-10127797200 umPU 5 DIPF~ » 7' % Z N ZEIET UL L=, 2o OfENTE7 VI,
B OE S22 umy LT RO VY REFE10,0000H CHERL L, JES232 um T, JEXHm (z: ND) 1ZiF1
BROET NV THD. TEOOTHENEIIND K H1Z, BHTET /VOSIIZEN SRS ED
YT, K OSSR ~6D 285 | iR DR FL T A LA 1B U7z, #Ed A2 b O ERE & FHRE D
% Fig. 5-100 PO RT . FESh A T, EBRE R & TR R BRI~ L T D Z &N
MR TX 5.

TS DEBREE B & AR B O LN S, RO BRI O KN LN N EETH D &
FE XD REDENOREIZB T B AT IZIN T, ARFFETHEM L72CPFEAT T LV MEIEH T 5
ERERMOTHZENTED.

123



124 5.4 #%

Crystal orientation change

Black: Experiment 111 111
Color: Simulation 2

(a) B=0.0 (b) B=1.0

Fig. 5-10 Variations of crystal orientation during biaxial tension for (a) #= 0.0 and (b) = 1.0.
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5.4.3 CPFEA IZX 28R DR E RN FEZDOBIEA#T

2615 [ IRZEE C O R WAV RIS ) T D R b A0 A DR E RIS D78, Al OCPFEAE T
W% RPN TR 24T - 7o REDSEN OBUEMENTE 7 /1 2 Fig. 5-1NTR 4. B EBIIHEST ) (x
RD)150 um, F5J51H1(z : ND)46 um, RS J5A(y : TD)6 um & iR € L7z, AEEMETTT VI, SFU0E
S22 um RO VY REEFEKS, 00018 THERL ST 5.

FHREITLL T OBEREMTIT o 72, Fig. 5-100545 L [FERIZ, Fig. 5-121ZR 3G 5 HAL D540 1%, #1k
CORD-NDIKT I T O a7 A 5340 Z BB U TR L7z, ZEDyzifi Zx TN L, x FFROZENL %
FDOyzEZH 272, SBIZ, i OxzifZy TR L, yFmOEN % Bl Ox-zmZ5-27-. FTE
DOOT I E 72D LD, xBIOYWHFROEMEEZFHE LT, TT /VEROx-ym I G IR L, Lk
O | REREOBKEHNT, REFTNOKRKE Z &P, THAM L.

CPFEA model

. Free surface
x displacement /

constraint

+Xx

z displacement
constraint

Fig. 5-11 Finite-element model for simulation of biaxial stretching.

Free surface ND 111

001 101

z:ND
L x:RD

Fig. 5-12 Initial crystal orientations embedded into finite-element model shown in Fig. 5-11.

A
) 4
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Fig. 5-13128= 0.0 X U4 = 1.0, fHUIIEOTH021281F Dt R 2 "4, ZOKTIE, £\
FEARTZT T, EBRTIEAMPUETE 2V RD-NDWIH COOT AOME T 52 LN TE S, K&
7REBYEONT A, Fig. 5-12128 9 {001 5 AL 2 R DR FIZIEVLIE TRAEL TWDH Z ERbnd.
F7o, M INOZENREWNGITT, B HMICERICAY —RER BRSNS, S b, Kl
MDENPRKREVNKOLEMIZIBNT, KVBHERARE BN ETHZ LR LTS, ZAULRER
DD, FEMRIZREAHLE X ONEORESRLO R Y — BB OFBEZ 5 2 ERHEFTE 5. KT
1%, KGN OHE M LERETRNERT/XT A =P, 20 LTV, B=0.00512P,130.6 um T,
B=10DEE1F02uymTH LS. ZHUE, f=1.0055L0 b, =0.0D5E M YBIEOT A0 RAMHE
NHETHHD EHEIND.

Equivalent strain
4.000e-01

3.800e-01
3.600e01
3.400e-01
3200601 _
3.000e01 _
2.800e01 _
2.600e01 _
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1.800e01
1.600e-01
1.400e 01
120001
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4000602
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o - F=== FE--==--. 0.000e+00 |

{ 1} | | -
WS e v e o T O L e, o8] ] .

(b) B=1.0

Fig. 5-13 Simulation results of equivalent strain distribution

at mean equivalent strain of 0.2 for (a) = 0.0 and (b) = 1.0.
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Fig. 5-14/21%, ZERTORD-NDEFHIZEBW T, f=0.0L f=1.0% T NLIE LEHE L 7= Taylor factor
~ v FEHE L TRT. Fig. 5-1312R L7 BE O B0 & Taylor factor MR &P & O —FD iR
T&E%. Fig. 5-8 T/ L72fiA] & [FERIZ, B = 0.00%5E (L Taylor factorDE AN AFLFIZ A3 523, f=1.0
OB EIIRWEPIZ OBRNAT D . Z D728, f=0.0D%A1Z, f=1.0DH4 LV bR T Taylor
factorOMEDZENKE L 72D, 72 & 21E, Fig. 5-141 7T HE A kIA & BO M D Taylor factor?# TR T
FIZBWT, f=0.004A130.63, f=1.00%5130.17CTH 5. Fig. 5-131Z/R LIZOTAHOEFOUT
T X D 281T, BT RN OERIRIOZNGA L2 bDLEZ LD, ZOMRIL, £
FERIRDORE— 72 B, FIFRER TA207200 T, OTAICL 2 EEZ T HZ 2R LT

—F |—| /Flﬂ/| I! '—:_'_F'—"flruj Taylor factor
_'J_LH—LH—EHI"J %L'T—r'j_ 20 43

T
(b) f=1.0

Fig. 5-14 Comparison of Taylor factor maps between = 0.0 and £ = 1.0 at the initial state.
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Fig. 5-152, 5Bk & fRATIC L - TS B 72285 5RIC L A P, O L& il U TR, SEBRICEB VLTI,
EETOREILTD TIEARWVD, ITICB O TIERBIEL TH D, O HHNIRED B E R L
TR 2720, PIHMEL S OP, OMEMEICR Lk %#1T 572, CPFEAET M X D atHAERIL, &
PERIZ & B BEIC S FEBRFER & RAFIC—H T DR S b7,

7B, NTA—HPJIE, Fig. 5-100RTHTET MIC L o THEM L7223, Z O 6EHE I
e RMEGLAUIFEREDO S D LY XD/ E L, P.OMEIE, Fig. 5-131R- L7 D X0 K105/ S
WFERTH o7, ZORRENTRT X I, CPFEAIZ L » TEHETGNOKRE I&25HMT 25 &£ &%, ES
FHIOFER T BET DNERHS.

3 . . .

Experiment Experiment

[\

Increment of B, AR [um]

S

0 02 04 06 08 1

Equivalent plastic strain, &, eq

Fig. 5-15 Evolutions of surface roughness obtained by CPFEA in comparison

with experimental results for material C.
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FRFES 5728, Fig. 5-16127~ 4 XK 9 7oA LG & A 5570 & Fr D HiRIC DWW, BB 217> 7.
FEERRL D534 & TR I Fig. 5-1212 R T HEBEOHIMRK E R U Th 523, EKEfHE, SDEVREEELAE L
THIUED D ESIE E TORERLORE BTN ZEN/ NS L, AN BEI0CLIN TS D il a7 v & A
WZENY 4T

= DR B O BB AT G F A Fig. 5-171217F. f=1.00%HE L0 H A= 00D/ TR RN DIEE
DREWVD, Fig. 5-13(a) L D L RIBIZIE SN TWD Z Enbnd. B=1.00541%, Fig. 5-13
ELEARP, ITIZEAEEE L2, 02 umE W O IRVME THERF S, RB—ERORAEFIH ST
W5, B=0.0DA 1, P. 130.6 umH 504 pmIZIEIH S, RY—ERORALIH S TS, 2
NOORERNOHERTE 2 X )18, MM ZICEK T DRI OB ARPLO 1L, iR DR
BICKREREEEZRIFL TS, TV ARBREORETRNOIEZ MG L, BT 2 726
B2 EZBL 272 0121%, MR OEBEIIOEZZ IR L, RY—ERE2MHT2 2 EnNNETHD
EEZILND.

Free surface ND 111

001 101

z:ND
150 um 1——>x:RD

Fig. 5-16 Imagined distribution of crystal orientations used in CPFEA.

46 um

A

Orientations of all grains in superficial layers are assumed to be within £10 degrees

from the orientation ND{111}.
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Fig. 5-17 Simulation results of equivalent strain distribution at mean equivalent strain of 0.2 for

s

(a) #=0.0 and (b) = 1.0,using the imagined distribution of crystal orientations of Fig. 5-16.
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6.2 EBRFTIE
6.2.1 HLEH

AT TR B O 22 Z Table 6-1 12739, X7 0k S Rt 2 2 LS E 5728, C, Mn B
FOVP BAZALSETAL B A A 5 Ti BL O Nb W K 35 80 4 F280 F B 22 vafili Ciafd L=, %
D%, AARSEIEIZ LR 20 mm O L LT-. Fig. 6-1 123591912, DM % 1250°C T 1800 FHNZEAL
T, EAERE TIREE DS 900°C LA E 72 D4 TR dmm F TRV EAEL 72, BARR T 4ETR, SiikZE K AT —
T 680 CETHAIL, ZDIREND 20°C/h OHENEEE THEIRETIRAGLIC. Fit\ T, BUEROFRE®mZ 0.5
mm TOMEHILIZ0E, [E TR 75% THRIE 0.75 mm ECTHREELEL-. EAHRB IO SRR E A hE
W57, WIENE Ar Z5PHA T C 760 205 815 COHIPHT, 60 7213 120 B OZIEFEMA L 7-.

Table 6-1 Chemical compositions of materials (mass%)

Material C Si Mn P S sol. Al N Ti Nb

A 0.003 | 0.02 0.1 0.02 | 0.003 | 0.04 | 0.003 | 0.01 0.02

B 0.008 | 0.02 0.1 0.1 0.004 | 0.04 | 0.003 | 0.04 | 0.07

C 0.008 | 0.02 1.5 0.1 0.004 | 0.04 | 0.004 | 0.07 | 0.03

Slab reheating
1250°C, 1800 s

Annealing
Hot-rolling 60~ 120 s
Finishing temp. > 900°C 760°C ~ 815°C
680°C

10C/s
Cold-rolling
Wy
Reduction 75%

Fig. 6-1 Schematic illustration of hot-rolling, cold-rolling and annealing conditions.
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Fig. 6-2 (A3 O 7-HUb D7 vl ik 277§, EBSD B2 L0 Gb N7z, FifHD 0.1 mm O EIZE
FHWRE R K IPF)~ 7 Thb. d 1TRIEE TR U R AR Th D, S Oft kiR LA ki
WEILD A, B, CHEMEMEL TRV -, ZNENOBMLEREIZIW T, WSS 400 pm MY
750 EBSD BIEME /NGO, EEIRE SRR d, S KRESRIER, fEimRiRR OEER 2, BXOVER)
1] (ND) [Z {001} 735 20°LAN D dis Ji i 2 £ OfE AR RIS AR LRI O 2B A Ag001,% Table 6-2 (27

Table 6-3 (Z5]5R5ER (JISS akBR ) MOIFOI TS OB RFEZ R 9. n EIE, O H0
0.05 7°5 0.15 OFFHTO, Swift DI TAALHI 3NZEDHDOTHY, rEIZEMEOT 7 0.15 TFHEIL7ZHDT
Hb.

TNBORMIL, RETEN~OFE R, {001} 507, BIOEMIOEIEDO B ELZNE Nyl cEb L
NHERRLT=bDTHD. A M1X, {001} FALAD 7L, FebRIRE T n HEWFHEDHDH. A-1 ME A2 #f
1, RS SRR TR R T3, {001} D R 53 23 LAY R IE QIR AT EFCHD. B #4
1%, A BRI {001} LAV 72003, BREESS KO n flIX A ML C MO RITHS. B-1 #1& B2 #4113, ¥
FERBRIERIZ R 725 TODAS, {001} TN O HIFE /7 38 SO R I IBE QR U RN Cd 5. C M1, A #,
B BT AT{001} 203 2<, e @i T n i, r [EMERWRE 5. C-1 4, C2 44, C3 M1, IR
e RLEEE {001} FAL D HEFE S 2N BRI > TOD D, BRI I RRICH B Ch . 7o, C-3 M, %k
T DI, AR DORAEERE TIERRSNIZb DO THY, ZIVETOMRFHE A-1 M5 C2 M ETD 6 FiED
WA DNT T TS,
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Fig. 6-2 IPF maps of materials 0.1 mm from sheet surface (d: average grain size).
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Table 6-2 Annealing conditions and microstructural properties of materials

Annealing | Annealing | Average | Maximum | Standard | Ar¢3 fraction
Material temp. time grain size | grain size | deviation Oofriljlgéggé}
['C] [s] [nm] [nm] [nm] g1, [%] ’
A-1 760 60 16 36 6.7 8.7
A-2 790 60 18 35 7.4 8.5
B-1 800 60 15 36 6.8 8.5
B-2 800 120 18 46 9.4 8.4
C-1 775 60 16 34 8.4 13
C-2 815 120 15 31 8.0 19
C-3 785 60 12 31 1.3 13
Table 6-3 Mechanical properties of materials
Material [R{/Ill)):] UE/S)Z] ui% * ]E:(;; >]k n value** | r value***
A-1 143 | 320 | 27 | 49 0.30 2.2
A-2 147 | 317 | 27 | 47 0.30 2.2
B-1 205 | 394 | 22 | 37 0.26 2.2
B-2 200 | 392 | 22 | 38 0.26 2.1
C-1 263 | 433 18 | 33 0.22 2.0
C-2 256 | 428 | 20 | 36 0.24 1.9
C-3 254 | 426 19 | 33 0.22 1.9
*

Measured in transverse( 90° ) direction

** p value parameter for Swift’s hardening law>),

**%* Measured at plastic strain of 0.15
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6.2.2 RETLIVFESEB DL

2 iR HU B COR RN FEIESBI 2 BIZ T 0720, Fig. 6-3 1”557, I ONCIDERETRHL
ABRZAT o7, RFITIA(ESE ST A1:RD)100 mm, BEJ5 FI(HAEE A 7 [A):TD)SS ~ 100 mm OAERf 2 v,
FHOT H00% 2 W5 R ETEBRA L ZbS 7. MBOEBHEAZ R T/ 3FA—ZLLT, YITOH
PEOT 2t g2 V.

P =é&le (6-1)
ZZ e Xk i NS B &N T i KR E O A CRD T A OO 7, e 13/ E O TTD ST A D
WPEOTHTHD. IZHEEIL mm/s THD. RIERFHEEEOT LT OT AR EE RN T 58, £
DF =X =1 1.0 x 102 s ThD. MEHIAT H-SNDBHEOT HIE, AIZENCH B O R T IZHI B S 722
mmA& - DATTA T KRG — 2 DTG HITR DRSS L HRHFE L.

(unit : mm)
Die

‘?J @52

J

N
Blank
Binder W 'PJ‘O Punch ﬁefron D100
¢ 50 sheet
TD: 55-100

Fig. 6-3 Schematic of Nakazima type test*®.

N2 RPN DS B i R CE DA — 7 CEREHR (N LB 21 1L L7z, 2 01%, BIEORER %
HWT, £ZOAM—7ETOEBRE TR ZAZ L LI B BIE T T A0, f5STCBEOT Z 2RI EL,
Hill DFFRGER DEAE L THY BT B do ZEt R LT, DI, R 07 7 A V&L —F —BEiSEE
THEL. R w7 740, PEREZ 1 mm U GEL, BHEOT AEREL RO REZD BT
A OB EET AR O S FT CRIE Lz, AR TIE, LT O TR HSNA R FY R mls $29% 3%
HRANVDNTGA—=2 LT T 5. S, 25t BT O RE ROy M7 EEL T, S-7 4% —1% 0.8 um,
L-7 V4 —32.5mm &L7-.

S, = %IAI Z(x, y)drdy  [um] (6-2)

SIT, A1 STA—S BT BRI, Zx, )N ORE @ )BT SRS ERL TS,
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6.3 SEBRFER
6.3.1 REMNFEZBIZRIZ TR EREORE

%é}%ﬂ%ﬁ, BB BENENFRILTHD A-1 & A2 8, BLOB-1 #4& B2 MAHWT, Kyl

DFk R R AR AFIEE Fig. 6-4 (R, W H ORIV T, TERIEIESILTE Iz 08 1015 (s SR

7N éu\ IEDNEETRNDIEENDIRNZENDND. £z, BIRHEROBE LB T, RO R LF
RIS, O 2 (B= 0.0) TORMEFTILDIEE 2 il (B = 1.0) LV REW, Sk EEIEIL L=
1.0 IZBWCTHHETHD. fldmORR L _otéi'éﬁm%%ﬁa_@%m?ﬁl BHERIL, = 1.0 IZB W TDIFINKE
B THD.

1-6
I T I T I T T

| Material 4 0.0 1.0
A-1(d :16 pm) |
H A-2(d:18 um) -

§ J ) :

[—
I T
]

@

Surface roughness, Sa [pum]

. 1 ] 1 ] 1 ] 1
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
Equivalent plastic strain, &%,
(a) Material A

1 '6 I T I T I T I T I
| Material s 0.0 (1.0

1.4 | B-1(d:15 um)
1.2 H B-2 (d :18 um)

1f % e
0.8 |- @55 E 1

Surface roughness, Sa [um]

~
=5 -
L T - -
-7 -
P -
I ol
P i
. PRt -
-
- 5z
id
O. I
O .2 |

1 ] 1 ] 1 ] 1 ] 1
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Equivalent plastic strain, £,
(b) Material B

Fig. 6-4 Effect of grain size on the evolution of surface roughness, S,

with equivalent plastic strain in Nakazima type test.
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6.3.2 REMNFEEIZKI fﬁ“ nfEDRE

FEOFRR TR R BRI ZIERIC THDA, n AR RD A2 ML B2 MEHV, EHETNIEESD n
EORE% Fig. 6-5 (277, =00, f=1.0 Difi T OLEMT, FHTNIEZEIIIKIET n ﬁ@%ﬁ% (B3
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