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Abstract

For thin metal sheets subject to stretching under various in-plane tensile stress histories, localized necking is
analyzed by using the M—K-model approach, and forming limit diagrams are drawn based on the critical strains for
localization. The analyses account for plastic anisotropy, and predictions are shown based on four different
anisotropic plasticity models, which have all been fitted to agree with the same set of experimental data. Situations
where the tensile axis is along one of the orthotropic axes of the anisotropy are studied, as well as situations where
the tensile axis is inclined to the orthotropic axes. Furthermore, the effect of allowing for nonzero shear strains
outside the necking band is considered. In all analyses the rotation of the orthotropic axes is accounted for, and a
few studies are used to evaluate the effect of assuming the development of a plastic spin. © 2000 Elsevier Science
Ltd. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

For thin metal sheets subject to in-plane stretching the occurrence of a tensile instability, leading to
localized necking in the sheet, is one of the most frequently observed failure mechanisms. In industrial
sheet metal forming operations such localized necking is known to be an important limitation on sheet
metal formability (Keeler, 1968). In practice, so called forming limit diagrams for a given sheet metal
are used to plot the critical strain for localization, corresponding to a range of different stress or strain

* Corresponding author. Present address: Department of Mechanical Systems Engineering, Yamagata University, 4-3-16 Jonan,
Yonezawa 992-8510, Japan. Fax: +81-238-26-3205.
E-mail address: kuroda@dip.yz.yamagata-u.ac.jp (M. Kuroda).
' On leave from Ashikaga Institute of Technology, Ashikaga, Japan.

0020-7683/00/$ - see front matter © 2000 Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.
PII: S0020-7683(99)00200-0



5038 M. Kuroda, V. Tvergaard | International Journal of Solids and Structures 37 (2000) 5037-5059

histories. There has been much interest in the development of theoretical methods for the prediction of
forming limit diagrams.

For an initially uniform sheet described by classical isotropic hardening rigid-plastic theory with a
smooth yield surface and normality, Hill (1952) found bifurcation into a localized necking mode,
provided that the principal strain increments in the plane of the sheet are of opposite sign. However, no
such bifurcations were predicted in the important range, where both principal strain increments are
positive. For this range, Marciniak and Kuczynski (1967) have shown by a simple plane stress analysis,
often called the M—K-model, that localized necking is predicted if an initial thickness inhomogeneity is
assumed in the sheet. This is significant, as inhomogeneities of either thickness or material properties are
unavoidable in practice. As an alternative approach, Steren and Rice (1975) assume that a vertex forms
on the yield surface and show that for a uniform sheet this leads to bifurcation predictions at realistic
strain levels, in the whole range of strain ratios. A noteworthy general feature of these plane-stress
analyses for sheet necking is the analogy with the standard formulation used to analyze shear band
instabilities in three-dimensional (3D) solids (e.g. see Ref. Tvergaard, 1989). For the uniform 3D
problem, the first critical bifurcation into a shear band coincides with loss of ellipticity of the governing
differential equations, while in the 2D sheet-necking problem bifurcation corresponds to loss of
ellipticity of the plane stress equations.

Forming limit predictions are very sensitive to the constitutive model assumed, as was already shown
by Steren and Rice (1975). Subsequently, Tvergaard (1978, 1980) has used a kinematic hardening model
to show that the critical strain is very sensitive to the local curvature of the yield surface at the point of
loading, if the sheet contains an initial imperfection. Also early studies of the effect of anisotropic
plasticity in metal sheets (Parmar and Mellor, 1978; Bassani et al., 1979) have demonstrated a strong
sensitivity to small changes of parameters determining the yield surface shape. More recently, Barlat
(1987), Barlat and Richmond (1987) and Barlat and Lian (1989) have developed anisotropic yield
surfaces representing various crystallographic textures, and such yield surfaces have been used in sheet
necking analyses (e.g. Lian et al., 1989a). Also, Lian et al. (1989b), Xu and Weinmann (1998) have used,
respectively, the anisotropic yield criteria of Hill (1979, 1993) only in the range where both principal
strains are positive. An alternative approach to the study of plastic anisotropy effects on predictions of
flow localization relies on the direct use of an elastic-viscoplastic Taylor-type polycrystal model to
represent initial textures as well as texture development during deformation (Asaro and Needleman,
1985; Tvergaard and Needleman, 1993). Recently, this approach has been used by Wu et al. (1997,
1998) in a number of detailed sheet necking analyses for rolled aluminum alloy sheets.

In analyzing sheet metal formability it is important to realize that the critical strain for localization is
highly path dependent. Most analyses based on the M—K-model, including all those mentioned above,
have assumed a fixed ratio of the in-plane principal logarithmic strains during the deformation leading
to each point on the forming limit curve. But M—K- model analyses using nonproportional strain paths
prior to localization show that the critical strain at localization can be much increased or much reduced
by choosing different nonproportional strain paths in the pre-localization deformation (e.g. see Ref.
Needleman and Tvergaard, 1984). In real sheet metal forming operations complex geometries or
drawing sequences can result in significant deviations from proportional straining, which affect the onset
of localization.

The onset of localized necking in anisotropic metal sheets is analyzed in the present paper. Four
different anisotropic plasticity models are used, i.e. the models suggested by Hill (1948, 1990), Barlat
and Lian (1989) and Gotoh (1977). For all four models the yield surfaces and hardening behavior are
fitted to agree with experimental results of Kuwabara et al. (1998a) for a cold-rolled steel sheet. The
basic formulations for the rotation of the yield surface during deformation make use of models
developed by Dafalias (1985, 1993) and Kuroda (1997). In all previous analyses of necking in
anisotropic metal sheets, the principal tensile axes have been along the orthotropic axes of the



M. Kuroda, V. Tvergaard | International Journal of Solids and Structures 37 (2000) 5037-5059 5039

anisotropy, but here we focus also on tension in directions inclined to the initial orthotropic axes, so
that a description of the rotation of the orthotropic axes with deformation is a necessary part of the
analysis. In the localization studies two different sets of boundary conditions on the deformations
outside the band are considered, which are both natural extensions of the standard boundary conditions
used in M-K-model analyses.

2. Anisotropic plasticity models

2.1. Generalities

A framework of constitutive equations considered here is based on the one generalized by Dafalias
(1985, 1993). Assuming a small elastic and finite plastic deformation, we can write the kinematics in the
rate form,

D = D° 4+ DP = D° + ()NP 1)

W=w+W° =@+ (1)QP 2

where D is the rate of deformation tensor (symmetric part of the velocity gradient tensor L =
dvi/0x;e; ®e;, where v is the velocity of a material particle, x is the current position and e; the
Cartesian basis), W is the continuum spin tensor (antisymmetric part of L), the superscripts e and p
denote the elastic and plastic parts, @ is the spin of material substructure, and NP and QP define the
direction of DP and WP, respectively. The scalar-valued quantity A is a loading index which is
determined by a consistency condition of yield function, and () are the Macauley brackets defining the
operation (A) = Aif A > 0 and (1) =0 if 1<0.

The state variables will be the Cauchy stress ¢ and a set s; of structure variables consisting of second-
order tensors a; (here we consider symmetric tensors only), vectors b;, and scalars k;. With the
superposed (°) denoting an objective rate with respect to the substructure spin w, the evolution laws for
state variables are assumed to be given by,

6=06—wo+ow=CD®*=C:D— (1)C:NP 3)
$i = (A)8i(a, s); (4a)
4 =4, — wa; + a0 = (1)a (4b)
b, = b; — wb; = ()b (4c)
k=k= Ak (4d)

where C is a fourth order elastic moduli tensor. Eq. (1) has been used for the last expression of Eq. (3).
If a structure variable does not have any contribution to plastic hardening, such as a purely
orientational quantity indicating an anisotropic direction, we consider a, = 0 or b; = 0 regardless of the
value of (4).

The equation of a yield surface is defined by
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flo,s)=0 (5)

where f is an isotropic function of ¢ and s;. The consistency condition for continuing plastic
deformation is

f= aif-(;_k ‘lfs_ afo&+g'§,~:0. ©)

96 ds; e ds;
With the notation N" = 9f/da, we obtain the relations for A, using Egs. (3) and (4a), as follows:

N6 N:CD of -

A= = ; = ——§;
Hy Hy + N":.C:NP 0s; >

0= (7a,b)
Substituting the last expression of Eq. (7a) into (3), an elasto-plastic constitutive relation between ¢ and
D is derived as

o [C (N (anc)]:D ®

Hy + N".C:NP

Further, using Eq. (2), we can derive an expression for the constitutive relation in terms of the Jaumann
stress rate, 6 =6 — Wa + oW, as follows,

& _| o feN (02 -~ 0%)} ® (N":C)
a Hy + N":C:NP

]:D =CD ©)

In this study, only an isotropic and constant C is considered, which is determined by the Young’s
modulus E and the Poisson’s ratio v.

Since Dafalias (1983, 1985) first proposed a general formulation for the plastic spin, it has been
actively applied to various types of plasticity models and problems so far. In the present investigation,
the skew tensor QP in Eq. (2) is assumed to be given by

@ = feN’ —Nvg); f=-L (10)

where ¢ is a plastic spin coefficient and o4 is a properly defined equivalent stress. In the previous study
(Kuroda, 1997), it has been shown that Eq. (10) provides fairly reasonable predictions of change in
orientation of anisotropy for large reversed shear deformations. Very recently, Dafalias (1998, 1999) has
pointed out that Eq. (10) can also reproduce experimental observations for the orientational evolution
of anisotropy during tensile deformations (Kim and Yin, 1997), according to a choice of values of the
plastic spin coefficient. It is noted that Eq. (10) is interpreted as a particular case of a plastic spin
formulation method based on weighted ‘average’ of structure variables including the stress ¢, which was
provided in the earlier paper of Dafalias (1983). In Ref. Dafalias (1998) it has been also mentioned that
the plastic spin formulation, which is based on the direct use of the representation theorem for each
structure variable, i.e. QP =y,(ajo —0a;) +1,(ay0 — 6ay) +1;3(a;0a; —area;) with a; =n; ®n; and a; =
ny @ n; (Dafalias, 1983, 1985; Dafalias and Rashid, 1989), hardly reproduces the aforementioned
experimental observations for orientational evolution of anisotropy. Lee et al. (1995) investigated the
effects of plastic spin on strain localization in orthotropic material represented by Hill’s (1948) quadratic
yield criterion. Since their plastic spin formulation corresponds to the latter one, their results cannot be
directly compared with the results to be shown in the present paper.
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2.2. Anisotropic plasticity with orthotropic symmetries

Our discussion is restricted to the anisotropy with orthotropic symmetries, and we consider four
orthotropic yield functions: Hill’s 1948 quadratic (Hill, 1948), Hill’s 1990 non-integer powers (Hill,
1990), Barlat and Lian’s arbitrary powers (Barlat and Lian, 1989) and Gotoh’s biquadratic (Gotoh,
1977). The latter three yield functions were proposed for in-plane stress (sheet) analysis only.

We state first some common assumptions that will be introduced into the analyses. Throughout the
present investigation, an associated flow rule, N°=N"=09f/da, is adopted. The current orthotropic axes
are specified by the orthonormal basis n;. The n; are purely orientational quantities, so that we can set
n; = 0 and then we have the following equation for orientational evolution of orthotropy:

fl,‘ = n;. (11)

Eq. (11) corresponds to the general expression (4c).

The tensor components in reference to the orthonormal axes x; (i.e. n;) are denoted by the superposed
("), e.g. =06, @ ¢,=6;m; @n;, N°=Nje;® e,:Nf,-ni ® n;, etc., where e; are the fixed Cartesian basis.
Accordingly, we can calculate the components 9f/dg; in reference to the fixed Cartesian coordinate
system as

of  of 96k
do; Aok day

(12)

The rolling direction ‘R.D.’, transverse direction ‘T.D.” and normal (thickness) direction ‘N.D.” are
chosen to coincide initially with the axes X, X, and X3, respectively. The uniaxial yield (or flow) stress in
a tensile specimen for «° to R.D. is denoted by o,: for instance, gy, 045, etc., and their initial values are
denoted by . The values of g, ’s are assumed to be governed by a power-law function of an equivalent
plastic strain &P as

1 & n
o, =0,(1+ 5) (13)

where #n is the strain hardening exponent, and ¢, is a material constant. In addition to ¢,’s, we define ay;
the yield stress in equibiaxial tension: i.e. 611 = 62, = oy, for continuing plastic deformation under the
equibiaxial tension, which is also governed by the same power-law function as Eq. (13). The r-values
(the ratio of width to thickness strain rates) for the o direction are denoted by r,. The r,’s are assumed
to be constants throughout the present paper. Validity of this assumption will be discussed in Section 4.
The orthotropic axis X3 is identical to the axis x3 of the fixed Cartesian coordinate system throughout
the analysis because a plane stress state is assumed, while the axes X; and X, may rotate relative to x,
and x;, according to Eq. (11). It is assumed that the material properties characterized by o,, oy and r,,
which are determined in reference to the initial state of X; and X, (= R.D. and T.D., respectively), will
be maintained for any rotated state of the X; and X, axes: i.e. the rotation of orthotropic axes does not
affect the material properties observed on the orthotropic axes x;.
The rate of the equivalent plastic strain is defined simply by

&P = ,/%DP:DP = (l),/%NP:Np, (14)

and the total equivalent strain is obtained from &” = [¢° ds. The last expression in Eq. (14) corresponds
to the general expression (4d). It is noted that the use of the unified definition for &° in Eq. (14) implies
that we adopt here a simple ‘strain-hardening’ assumption, and do not use the ‘work-hardening’
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assumption based on an equivalency ¢:DP = g.4é". Advantages, as well as disadvantages, in both the
assumptions of work-hardening and strain-hardening are still at issue.

2.2.1. Hill’s (1948) quadratic
The most classical and familiar anisotropic yield criterion proposed by Hill (1948) is

/ 3 . R R . 172
f: m[(G+H)O'IZI — 2HO'110'22 +(F+ H)Uzzz +2NO'122:| —CGO =0 (15)
| 3(G+H)
- == 1777 1
¢ 2F+G+H) (16

where F, G, H and N are orthotropic coefficients which are determined by

G 1 F 1. N_< +1> L an
H_ }"(), H_ Vgob H_ T4 2 ro 190

in a commonly used way. The orthotropic coefficients, of course, can be also determined with yield
(flow) stresses obtained from uniaxial and equibiaxial tensile tests. Discussion of methods for
determining the coefficients will be provided later. If we assume F=G = H and N = 3F, Eq. (15) is
reduced to the Mises criterion. The hardening modulus in the constitutive relation (8) or (9) is

doy |2
Hy = Cd%? NP, (18)

2.2.2. Hill’s (1990) non-integer powers
Hill (1990) proposed the following yield criterion as an improvement of his 1948 quadratic one:

N . . A N2 a R A N _ N N
f= §[|a11 + 62" + (opt /") (G11 — 622)°+46 1" + 167, + 63, + 261, 1{ - 2‘1(‘7121 - 0'222)

R . 5 l/m
+b(611 — G22) ” —Obi

=0 (19)
ol /7" = (201 /a4s)"—1 (20)
a= %{(20bi /690)"—(204i/50)" } (21)
b= %{(20bi /60)"+(204i/590)" } — 2001/ 745)" (22)

where m > 1. When oy = 09 = 045 = a99 wWith m =2, Eq. (19) is reduced to the Mises criterion. Based
on the above yield function and Eq. (7b), we obtain the strain hardening modulus as follows:
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AN E VAN (23)

Hy =
0= "%V 3

where

of _ 9f dowi | 9f doy  Of d<790+ af days
9P dop; deP do depP dagy deP 0045 deP

(24)

2.2.3. Barlat and Lian’s (1989) arbitrary powers
Motivated by earlier works by Hershey (1954), Hosford (1972), Hill (1979) and Logan and Hosford
(1980), Barlat and Lian (1989) proposed the following yield criterion:

/M
1

f= [z(auq + KoM + alK; — KoM +C|2K2|M)] —0)=0 (25)
&1+ hé 61— hén )

K =112 7 2 K= (7“ 5 22) +p26, (26a,b)

where a, ¢, h and p are orthotropic coefficients. If we assume that M is known, these coefficients can be
determined with yield (flow) stresses obtained from uniaxial and equibiaxial tensile tests or r-values data.
Although Barlat and Lian (1989) mainly considered to use the r-values data, we use here the tensile test
data as in Hill’s (1990) criterion, i.e.

2{0{,‘{+(habi)M] — 26! 0
a=2—c¢, c= = —

= o (how) " —1(1 — o™ " 0w’

(27a,b,c)

The coefficient p cannot be calculated analytically. However, after determining «, ¢ and A, we can have a
nonlinear algebraic equation for p by substituting 61; = 62, = 61> = lous into Eq. (25). Using this
equation, the value of p can be found numerically. When oy = 69 = 045 = 69, 1.6. a=c=h=p=1
with m =2, Eq. (25) is reduced to the Mises criterion. We obtain the strain hardening modulus by Eq.
(23) with

a_f:<8f af)(ac dabi+ ac@+acdh)+(a_fal<l+a_fakz>dh

dep dc  da)\doy dep | 9oy deP | dhdep K, oh ' 9K, dh

dep

af 0K, d d
+ f 3K dp _ dog (28)
0K, dp deP  deP

In the above equation, we cannot have analytical expression for dp/de? again. It is evaluated
numerically.

Barlat and his co-workers (Barlat et al., 1991; 1997) subsequently proposed more generalized yield
functions with six stress components, which could be potentially used for general three dimensional
problems (but, the application has been restricted to sheet materials only). The yield criterion of Barlat
et al. (1991) produced a plane stress yield surface that is very similar to the one predicted by Barlat and
Lian’s (1989) criterion in Eq. (25) as shown in Ref. Barlat et al. (1991). The last proposal by Barlat et
al. (1997) includes Barlat and Lian’s (1989) criterion (Eq. (25)) as a special case. In consideration of this,
we employ the simpler yield criterion of Eq. (25) in this paper.
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2.2.4. Gotoh’s (1977) biquadratic
Motivated by Hill’s suggestion (Hill, 1950), Gotoh (1977) proposed the following fourth order

(biquadratic) yield criterion:

~d A3 A A2 A2 A A3 ~4 a2 A A A2 \A2
f= I:AIO'H +A20'110'22 +A3011022 +A40'110'22 +A50'22 + (AGO'“ + A761102 +A80'22)0'12

s 1/4
+Ad9ay, | —0oo

-0 (29)
where
4}’0 4A5}’90
Ai=1, Ap=———, A4=——""-, 30a,b,c
: ? 1+7o * 1 +r9 ( )
As = (00/0%0)", A3 = (0vi/00) *—(A1 + As + A4+ As) (30d.e)

and Ag~ A9 are determined with r45, r»n5s, g45 and o5, in addition to ry, rop, 09, 099 and op;. The
detailed procedures for the determination of the remaining coefficients are given by Gotoh (1977). If all
the o, ’s, as well as oy, are identical and all the r, ’s are equal to 1.0, Eq. (29) reduces to the Mises
criterion. This isotropic condition is expressed in terms of the coefficients 4|~ Ay as Ay = A4 = —2A4,,
A3 =34, As = Ay, A¢ = Ag = —A7 = 64, and A9 = 94, with 4| = 1. The strain hardening modulus is
given by

af 2 dog  0f dA;\ /2
Hy=——= JENeNP = (=20 _ 2220 [ENeNp, 31
e P R (dsp BAIdsP) 3NN GD

2.2.5. Similarities and differences between the yield criteria

Special cases of the yield criteria, i.e. Hill’s (1990) criterion with m =2 and Barlat and Lian’s (1989)
criterion with M = 2, are completely identical. Moreover, the functional form of these is the same as the
classical Hill’s (1948) criterion. In this case, the difference of the above Hill’s (1948) criterion to Hill’s
(1990) criterion with m = 2 (or Barlat and Lian’s (1989) with M = 2) is only the method used to
determine the orthotropic coefficients. As shown above, in Hill’s (1948) quadratic criterion, we use only
the r-value data. By contrast, in Hill’s (1990) and Barlat and Lian’s (1989) criteria, we use the yield
stresses in uniaxial and biaxial tensile tests. Therefore, through a comparison of results for Hill’s (1948)
criterion to results for Hill’s (1990) criterion with m = 2 (or Barlat and Lian’s (1989) criterion with M
= 2), we can observe rather small differences, resulting from the different methods for determining the
coefficients. In the case of Gotoh’s (1977) biquadratic, both the r-value data and yield (flow) stress data
are used to determine the coefficients. In other words, Gotoh’s (1977) biquadratic criterion accounts for
both the effects of deformation anisotropy (r-values) and deformation resistance anisotropy (tensile yield
stresses), although the power of stress in this yield criterion is fixed to four.

3. Sheet necking formulation

For the thin sheets considered here, with two of the orthotropic axes, x| and X,, of the anisotropy in
the plane of the sheet, in-plane stretching results in a plane stress state. Thus, with Greek letter
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subscripts ranging from 1 to 2, representing in-plane quantities, the components L3, L3, L3 and L3
are automatically zero. From the plane stress requirement of zero stresses normal to the sheet, i.e.
d33 = 0, we obtain a relationship between L33(= Dj33) and the in-plane components D,gz. Using this, D33
can be eliminated from the 3D constitutive relation (9) as

. - Cop33C33y
O’iﬁ = |:Ca/;~,5 - %}Dﬁ. (32)

All the yield criteria considered here are written in terms of the stress components 61;, 62 and 61,
(=021), as shown in the previous section. They give directly df/da11, 3f/d02, and 9f/dc, with the use of
Eq. (12). The component df/do33 is obtained from the plastic incompressibility assumption. Using these,
we can calculate the components C_’,-jk; in Eq. (9) with respect to the fixed Cartesian coordinate system.
Then, the components of the in-plane modulus are obtained from Eq. (32).

In the M—K-model it is assumed that a band of material contains an initial inhomogeneity, e.g. in the
form of a reduced thickness of the sheet (see Fig. 1). The quantities inside the band are denoted by ()°
and the initial normal of the band is m' = (cos y;, sin ;). Since uniform deformation fields are assumed
both inside and outside the band, equilibrium and compatibility inside these two regions are
automatically satisfied, apart from the necessary conditions along the edge of the band. These conditions
are

F;’_[; =Fyp+ dam}; (33)
m I hy = ml I phy (34)

where F,p are the components of the deformation gradient, Ay are the initial thicknesses, Il,g are the
components of the nominal stress II, and d, are parameters to be determined. Thus, in the absence of

XN

>
fixed reference
axis

\ band with reduced thickness

Fig. 1. Anisotropic thin sheet with an initial thickness imperfection initially inclined at an angle ;.
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material inhomogeneities, the initial imperfection is specified by the ratio AP/h. These equations
determine the neck development for any prescribed history of the in-plane deformation gradients F,p
outside the band. Plastic flow localization is said to occur when straining stops outside the band (elastic
unloading), while plastic straining continues inside the band.

In the present study an Eulerian version of Egs. (33) and (34) is used. Thus, the compatibility
condition at the band interface is given in terms of the differences between the velocity gradients inside
and outside the band,

LYy = Lop + éumy 35)

where ¢, are the parameters to be determined, and myg are the components of the current unit normal m
to the band, which is given by m = (cos ¥, sin /) in terms of the current angle i of the band. The
Eulerian form of the equilibrium conditions at the band interface is

m“agﬁhb = MyGyph. (36)

Substituting the constitutive relation (in the plane stress form (32)) into the rate form of Eq. (36), with
elimination of Lgﬁ using Eq. (35), gives simple algebraic equations having only two unknowns, ¢; and
¢,. Once ¢; and ¢; are solved, we can calculate all the rate values of the variables to be updated.

For the deformations outside the band most M—K-analyses have assumed a constant ratio p of the
logarithmic strains along the fixed Cartesian coordinate axes, with no shear straining. Then, the in-plane
normal components of the velocity gradient are prescribed as follows:

Ly Dy é22
——~ = == = == = p = constant. 37
Ly Dno e b 7

with the remaining components set to be
Ly =Ly =Dp=Wy=0. (38)
In this case, the current orientation of the band, ¥, is simply given by

tan Y = exp[(1 — p)er Jtan ;. (39)

In the case of standard isotropic hardening or kinematic hardening solids, the conditions (37) and (38)
will automatically result in zero shear stress, g, = 0, outside the band. The same is true for anisotropic
plasticity if the orthotropic axes of the anisotropy are in the fixed coordinate directions, i.e. if ) is set to
be 0° or 90°, where 0; is the initial orthotropic angle defined in Fig. 1. However, in many of the
anisotropic cases to be analyzed here 0; differs from 0° or 90°, and then the conditions (38) can result in
the development of nonzero values of o1, outside the band. For a few of these cases comparison will be
made with analyses where Eq. (38) is replaced by the conditions

Lip#0, Ly =0, opp=0. (40)

These alternative conditions mean that, outside the band, material lines initially parallel to the x; axis
will not rotate, but lines initially parallel to the x, axis may rotate, so that nonzero shear strains will
develop, while the shear stress remains zero. In this case, the current unit normal vector m of the band
can be obtained by the following more generalized way:
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m:;@ ) (41)
,/512+522 51

51 = Fiist + Fppsh, 57 = Fyist + Fas) (42)

where sb are the components of the initial tangential vector s' of the band. Eq. (39) is, of course, a

special case of Eq. (41).

It is emphasized that, for the standard isotropic material, or for anisotropic materials with the
orthotropic axes along the fixed coordinate axes, identical results are obtained by prescribing either the
conditions (37) and (38) or the conditions (37) and (40), outside the band.

For the case of h}’ /hr < 1, the onset of the sheet necking (localization), as defined above, is calculated
as the occurrence of a much higher maximum principal logarithmic strain rate inside the band than
outside the band, i.e. sll’ > &1, where sll’ and ¢ are the maximum principal values of the stretching
tensors D® and D, respectively. For the case of h?/hy =1 (no imperfection case), the problem becomes a
bifurcation problem in which a bifurcation (the onset of the sheet necking) corresponds to the point
where the determinant of the coefficient matrix of the algebraic equation for ¢; and ¢, becomes zero.

The strains ¢, and &}, outside the band corresponding to the onset of the sheet necking are the
localization strains. In the case of the conditions (37) and (38), ¢;; and &, are the precise logarithmic
principal strains. By contrast, in the case of the conditions (37) and (40), &; and &) are not precise
logarithmic strain components, nor principal strains when the shear strain evolves outside the band. In

this case, the strains to be shown in the results are calculated as ¢} = f Dy dtf and &y = pey;. They are
used only as deformation measures for the purpose of comparison with the case of the conditions (37)
and (38).

A point on one of the forming limit diagrams (FLD’s) to be shown in the following section is
obtained as follows: (i) calculating the localization strains, ¢}, and &5, for various values of the initial
band angle ¥, (ii) finding the minimum value of the major localization strain ¢k, and (iii) defining the
minimum value of ¢}y and the corresponding &5, as the predicted forming limit strains, €}, and &},, to be
plotted on a FLD. The initial band angle corresponding to &}, and &3, is defined as the critical initial
band angle ;. A whole forming limit diagram is obtained by repeating the same procedure for various
values of the strain rate ratio p. In the present study, it is assumed that the initial orthotropic angle 6;
ranges from 0° to 90°. Corresponding to this, we consider the values of i, ranging from 0° to 90° for
the cases of 0; equal to 0° or 90°, and from —90° to 90° for the cases of 0; being values other than 0° or
90°.

4. Results

4.1. Material properties

The material considered in the present analyses is a cold-rolled low-carbon steel sheet (Kuwabara et
al., 1998a). Hardening characteristics and r-values assumed here are shown in Table 1. All the values of
material parameters for o, and the r, values were estimated by Kuwabara et al. (1998a). The r-values
are considered as material constants according to the findings that these were not so sensitive to an
increase in plastic strain, at least within 10% strains (Kuwabara et al., 1998b). Although these
parameter values were estimated referring to the experimental data within 5% plastic strain, we will use
the same values as an extrapolation beyond this plastic strain range. For Hill’s (1990) criterion, the
value of m is assumed to be 2.2 on the basis of a suggestion in Ref. Kuwabara et al. (1998a). For Barlat
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Table 1
Hardening characteristics of cold-rolled low carbon steel

Tests ol (MPa) £ n Fo

Uniaxial o = 0° 165 0.0041 0.209 2.01
o =22.5° 167 0.0048 0.218 1.89
o= 45° 174 0.0044 0.203 1.52
o =90° 170 0.0040 0.192 242

Equibiaxial 165 0.0040 0.260 -

and Lian’s (1989) criterion, M = 6 is selected following the work of Logan and Hosford (1980) which
was a basis of Barlat and Lian’s (1989) criterion. Fig. 2 shows shapes of yield surfaces for two strain
levels under biaxial tension, with the Mises yield surface included as reference at both strain levels. Only
the yield surface shape according to Hill’s (1948) criterion does not change with increasing plastic strain,
because it has been determined by the constant r-values. The shapes of the other three yield surfaces
change with increasing plastic deformation due to the different hardening characteristics of ¢, ag99 and
opi. It is clear that at the initial shapes of these three yield surfaces would be very similar to the Mises
yield surface (although the initial surfaces are not shown here), because the initial yield stresses, a}), a,
and o], are almost the same with each other as shown in Table 1. It can be seen from Fig. 2 that for
&P = 0.03 the deformed yield surface shapes according to the different criteria are close to each other,
except for Hill’s (1948) criterion determined with the constant r-values. At the larger strain level
(e = 0.3), the yield surfaces for Hill’s (1990), Barlat and Lian’s (1989) and Gotoh’s (1977) criteria
evolve differently. Here, Hill’s (1948) criterion, which does not change its shape, has come almost within
the differences between the other three criteria.
In the following calculations, the elastic constants are assumed to be £ = 206 GPa and v = 0.3.

4.2. Difference between predictions based on the four yield criteria
Fig. 3 shows FLD’s for the different yield criteria, when the initial orthotropic axes coincide with the

reference Cartesian axes, i.e. 6§y = 0°. The plastic spin coefficient ¢ in Eq. (10) is set to be zero for all the
calculations shown in Fig. 3. The effect of the plastic spin will be shown and discussed later. The value
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Fig. 2. Comparison of shapes of yield surfaces at small and large strain levels.



M. Kuroda, V. Tvergaard | International Journal of Solids and Structures 37 (2000) 5037-5059 5049

of the imperfection, AY/hy, is assumed to be 0.999 in most of the calculations. This value of the
imperfection is considered to be in a realistic range and not too large compared to real metal products
(Azrin and Backofen, 1970). For Hill’s (1990) criterion, results for other values of A°/A; are included in
Fig. 3, in order to illustrate the strong sensitivity to the imperfection level for p > 0. The bifurcation
analysis (h?/h; = 1) does not give any realistic result in the biaxial stretching range (i.e. p > 0) as already
known (e.g. Tvergaard, 1980).

The trends of FLD’s for Hill’s (1990) and Barlat and Lian’s (1989) criteria are similar in Fig. 3, while
the FLD for Gotoh’s (1977) criterion shows a significant fall of the curve near the equibiaxial range. In
the result for Hill’s (1948) criterion, a very little fall of the curve can be seen too, near p = 1. The trend
of a fall of FLD’s near the equibiaxial stretching range has also been observed in some recent crystal
plasticity predictions (Wu et al., 1997, 1998). It is also noted that if we continue to draw the FLD’s
beyond p =1, i.e. for the range of p > 1, in Fig. 3, they will be asymmetric about the line of p =1,
unlike isotropic cases. We will see later FLD’s corresponding to this range as those for p < 1 with 0; =
90° in Fig. 5.

Fig. 4(a) shows the relationships between the predicted critical initial band orientation, yj, and the
imposed ratio of strain rate, p, corresponding to Fig. 3. The trend of the p vs. Y relation predicted by
Gotoh’s (1977) criterion, which shows a deviation of ¥ from 0° in the range of 0.8 < p < 1, is similar
to the trend predicted by a crystal plasticity analysis (Wu et al., 1997; 1998). The y; for Hill’s (1948)
criterion shows a sudden jump from 0° to 90°. This behavior is explained in Fig. 4(b), where curves of
the localization strain ¢l versus the assumed initial band angle ; for Gotoh’s (1977) and for Hill’s
(1948) criteria are shown at nearly equibiaxial stretching, i.e. at p = 0.9 and 1.0. It is seen from the
figure that in the case of Gotoh’s (1977) criterion the bottom (i.e. [y, ¢,], ) of the curve (indicated by
circles) gradually moves to the final point [\, €] =[70°, 0.399] for p = 1.0. On the other hand, in the
case of Hill’s (1948) criterion, there are two bottoms at y; = 0° and at 90°, and their locations on the y;
axis do not change. At some point in between p = 0.9 and 1.0, the minimum value of &}, (i.e. &)
jumped from the bottom at y; = 0° to the bottom at y; = 90°. Trends of curves of &}y versus y; for the
other two yield criteria are similar to that for Hill’s (1948) criterion. But, jumping the point of the
minimum value of &}; from y; = 0° to 90° does not occur, i.e. the location of &, are fixed at y; = 0°
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Fig. 3. Forming limit diagrams for four different yield criteria. The initial orthotropic axes coincide with the reference Cartesian
coordinate system, i.e. 0y = 0°.
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until p = 1.0. It is noted that if isotropy is assumed the value of &}, at p = 1.0 is identical for all values

of Y.

4.3. Effect of initial orientation of anisotropy

Fig. 5(a)—(d) show the effect of the initial orthotropic orientation, 6;, on FLD’s for the four different
yield criteria. The boundary conditions (37) and (38) have been employed, i.e. L;; = 0. The plastic spin
coefficient ¢ is set to be zero again. The value of the geometrical imperfection, hP/hy, is assumed to be
0.999, and hereafter we will use this imperfection value only. The effect of the initial orthotropic
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orientation on the predicted FLD differs much depending on the yield criterion employed, although all
four yield criteria are obtained by fitting the same set of tensile test data. In the cases of Hill’s (1948)
and Barlat and Lian’s (1989) criteria, the FLD’s for 6 = 0° and 90° are very close to each other. On the
other hand, the corresponding curves differ much in the cases of Hill’s (1990) and Gotoh’s (1977)
criteria. It is noted that in the case of Hill’s (1990) criterion, the limit strains for 6; = 90° are much
higher than those for 6; = 0° in part of the range of p > 0, while a quite opposite tendency is observed
for Gotoh’s (1977) criterion. This can be attributed to the local curvature of the yield surface. For
example, in the case of Gotoh’s (1977) criterion, the yield surface curvature for the range of 6y, > d1; is
much greater than that for 1, > 62, (Fig. 2). It is expected that this large curvature region plays a role
similar to that of a rounded vertex (Tvergaard, 1978) when 6y = 90° and p > 0. It is interesting to note
that the results for Gotoh’s (1977) criterion shown in Fig. 5(d) are very similar to results in Ref.
Hoferlin et al. (1998) for a low carbon mild steel, which were predicted with a texture- and
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Fig. 5. Forming limit diagrams for three different initial orthotropic orientations; 42/ = 0.999.



5052 M. Kuroda, V. Tvergaard | International Journal of Solids and Structures 37 (2000) 5037-5059

microstructure-based constitutive model. In their model, the shape of yield surface was generated on the
basis of experimental crystallographic texture.

Consider in Fig. 5 the curves for 0y = 0° and 90° in the vicinity of the line p = 1. If the curve for 0; =
0° is followed up to p = 1, then continuation of this curve for values p > 1 corresponds to following the
curve for 6y =90° backwards with p decaying from the value one. This behavior is indicated most
clearly in Fig. 5(b) and (d), by the angle of incidence of the two curves with the line p = 1.

Fig. 6(a) shows the FLD’s for 0; = 45° for the four yield criteria, collected from Fig. 5(a)—(d). The
corresponding critical initial band orientation, 7}, vs. the imposed ratio of strain rate, p, are depicted in
Fig. 6(b). Different trends of the ¥ vs. p relation are observed depending on the yield criterion. In
particular, we notice a jump of yj from —20° to +20° at p = —0.3 for Gotoh’s criterion and large
deviations of ¥ from 0° in the range of p > 0.2 for all the criteria.

4.4. Effects of allowance of shear strain outside the imperfection band

Fig. 7(a)—(d) show FLD’s for the two different types of boundary conditions mentioned in Section 3,
i.e. for the conditions (37) combined with either Egs. (38) or (40). Only for Gotoh’s (1977) yield
criterion, results for three values, 22.5°, 45° and 67.5°, of the initial orthotropic angle 0; are depicted.
For the other three yield criteria, only results for 0y = 45° are shown. The forming limit strains &f; and
&}, are noticeably reduced by allowing of shear deformations along the x-axis (i.e. Lj27#0), especially in
the range of p > 0. A similar effect of the two types of boundary condition has been seen for all the
yield criteria, although the difference is not equally pronounced in the four cases. The smallest difference
is found in Fig. 7(b), for Hill’s (1990) criterion, while Gotoh’s (1977) criterion in Fig. 7(c) shows the
largest difference. In the case of 6; = 0° or 90°, the two sets of boundary conditions produce identical
results due to orthotropic symmetries, as mentioned earlier.

4.5. Effects of plastic spin

The significance of the plastic spin concept in phenomenological plasticity theories for large strain
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Fig. 6. (a) Forming limit diagrams for four different yield criteria; 0y = 45° h/hy = 0.999. (b) critical band orientation ¥ versus
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state has been widely recognized recently. When we adopt the plastic spin concept, two critical issues
usually arise as: (i) how to choose a functional form of the plastic spin from many mathematical
possibilities, and (i) how to determine the coefficient(s) included in the formulation. Very recently,
Dafalias (1998) pointed out that Eq. (10) has a fairly good potential to reproduce rather complicated
experimental observations for significant changes in orientation of anisotropy during tensile
deformations (Kim and Yin, 1997). In particular, he explained the different sense of rotation of
anisotropy observed in the experiments for different directions of tension, as being related to the
different sign of the shear strain rate component in reference to the principal stress axes, as derived by
writing Eq. (10) in component form on these axes, and using Hill’s (1948) quadratic yield criterion to
compute DP. In Kim and Yin’s study, a cold rolled low carbon steel sheet was used, which is the same
kind of steel sheets also considered in the present paper. In a comparison with their experimental results,
Dafalias (1999) and we independently have found that the value ¢ = —100 gives a good reproduction of
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Fig. 8. Effect of plastic spin on FLD’s; h{’/hl =0.999; Ly, = 0 outside the band.
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one of the experimental results in Ref. Kim and Yin (1997) when we adopt Hill’s (1948) quadratic yield
criterion. On the basis of these findings, we take here the value of ¢ as —100, and make a comparison
with predictions of the four yield criteria (even though the value ¢ = —100 was found only for one of
the criteria).

Fig. 8(a)—(d) show the effects of the plastic spin on FLD’s for the four yield criteria. Results for three
orthotropic orientations, 8; = 0°, 22.5° and 45°, with two values of the plastic spin coefficient, ¢ = 0 (no
plastic spin) or ¢ = —100 (the aforementioned value), are shown in each figure. The equivalent stress g¢q
in (10) is taken as Cay, oy, 09 and gy, respectively, for Hill’s (1948, 1990), Barlat and Lian’s (1989) and
Gotoh’s (1977) criteria. The boundary conditions specified by Egs. (37) and (38), i.e. L1, = 0, have been
employed (no shear strain outside the band). In the case of Hill’s (1948) criterion with 6; = 0°, the
difference between the results for ¢ = 0 and —100 are invisible. It is observed that the plastic spin
mainly reduces the limit strains in the range of p > 0, except for 0 < p < 0.4 for Gotoh’s (1977) criterion
with 0; = 22.5° or 45° and for Hill’s (1948) criterion with 0; = 0°. Here, our attention is focused on the
portions where the significant effects of plastic spin are observed. The typical portions are indicated by
the encircled numbers in Fig. 8. Fig. 9(a)—(c) show the evolution of the orthotropic orientations outside
and inside the band, 6 and 6°, with increasing principal logarithmic strain &, for the portions indicated
by the encircled numbers in Fig. 8. In the case of @ (Hill’s (1948) with 6; = 22.5°, p = —0.5), when the
plastic spin (¢ = —100) is assumed, the orthotropic orientation 0 rather quickly changes from the initial
value (=22.5°) to zero. This means that the orthotropic axis X; tends to rotate towards the principal
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strain direction x ;. This behavior is consistent with the experimental observations in Ref. Kim and Yin
(1997). Consequently, the limit strain in this case is almost equal to the case for ; = 0°, as can be seen
in Fig. 8(a). By contrast, in the case of no plastic spin (¢ = 0), no rotation of the orthotropic axes
occurs outside the band, because the substructure spin w;; is equal to Wjy(=0), although the
orthotropic axes inside the band can rotate. However, in the cases of @, the differences between 6 and
0° are quite small even at the localization point, both for ¢ =0 and for ¢ = —100.

At the portions marked @, ®, and @ in Fig. 8, significant reductions of the limit strains are observed.
The curves of 0 and 6° versus &, for these cases show a rather large misorientation between the
orthotropic directions near the localization points, as can be observed in Fig. 9(a)-(c). The
misorientation between 6 and 6° has a large effect on the occurrence of localization. In order to confirm
this more clearly, several independent calculations have been carried out as discussed below.

All the calculations depicted in this paper have assumed the same initial orientations of orthotropy
inside and outside the band, i.e. 0; = 0}’. However, we have tried to assume different initial orientations
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of orthotropy, i.e. HI;AG}J. As an example, for Hill’s (1948) criterion, we assume 0y = 10° and 0'13 =6.6°
(these values almost correspond to the values found at the end of the computations for the case of ¢ =
—100 in Fig. 9(b), ®) with p =0, y; = 0° and ¢ = 0. In this case, the localization strain, &}, = 0.172, is
obtained, and the final value of 6° is 6.4°. On the other hand, if 6; = 9}’ = 10° is assumed, with all other
conditions the same as before, eb; = 0.188 is obtained. From these simple examples, we understand that
misorientations of the orthotropic directions inside and outside the band can have a large effect on the
occurrence of localization. In the presence of the plastic spin, the misorientation may evolve a great deal
even from the standard condition 0, = 0}’, as was seen in Fig. 9, in particular Fig. 9(c).

In the case of Gotoh’s (1977) criterion, the effect of plastic spin seems to be unrealistically large for
p > 0.4. In this range of p, Gotoh’s (1977) criterion predicts significantly smaller limit strains in
comparison to the predictions of the other three criteria. This corresponds to the fact that the yield
surface shape has been distorted more, as was seen in Fig. 2. The plastic spin employed here measures
the noncoaxiality between the stress ¢ and the normal direction NP to the yield surface. The more the
yield surface shape is distorted, the more the ¢ and NP tend to become noncoaxial. It seems that the
value ¢ = —100 is too large for the present case of Gotoh’s (1977) criterion. Using the experimental data
provided by Kim and Yin (1997), calibrations of the value of plastic spin coefficients for Gotoh’s (1977)
criterion could not be completed, because of a lack of data required for determining all the orthotropic
coefficients A;—A4y. According to the authors’ knowledge, Kim and Yin’s data is at present the only
experimental evidence for the orientational evolution of anisotropy. It is also noted that, in Fig. 9(a),
the curves for Hill’s (1990) criterion with ¢ = —100 (the case @) first tend to rotate toward 6 = 0° and
then toward 6 = 90°. This behavior can be attributed to the evolution of anisotropy, i.e. in this yield
criterion, the orthotropic coefficients are not constants, but evolve with increasing plastic deformation.

In Fig. 10(a)—(d), the effects of plastic spin are illustrated for the cases where shear straining (L,70)
is allowed for outside the band. In the range of negative values of p, the effects of plastic spin becomes
slightly smaller. However, basically the effects seen in Fig. 10 are similar to those observed in Fig. 8.

5. Discussion

In M—K-model studies of necking in thin sheets, it is well known that the predictions show a strong
influence of the yield criterion applied, and this is also found in the present investigation by comparison
of four different anisotropic yield criteria. However, it is interesting to note here that the rather large
differences are present even though all four yield criteria are fitted to approximately agree with the same
set of experimental data. Another well known fact from previous M—K-model studies of sheet necking is
that the predictions are strongly sensitive to the imperfection level, and this is illustrated in Fig. 3 for
one of the four anisotropic yield criteria, but is otherwise not discussed here.

The non-symmetry of the forming limit diagrams with respect to the line p = 1 illustrated in Fig. 5
has usually not been found in M—K-model studies based on phenomenological plasticity models, even
when anisotropic plasticity is accounted for. The same is true for the changes in band orientation near
p = 1, where in fact several authors have assumed * = 0° a priori. However, with anisotropic plasticity,
there is no material symmetry to guarantee that the change from y* = 0° to * = 90° occurs exactly at
p =1, and in fact a more gradual change is found in Fig. 4(a). In the context of crystal plasticity this
nonsymmetric behavior near p = 1 has been nicely illustrated and discussed by Wu et al. (1997, 1998).

The analyses for tension in directions inclined to the initial orthotropic axes of the anisotropy have
shown that the predicted localization strains are quite sensitive to such deviations from the usual
assumptions in M—K-model analyses. This sensitivity is different for the different anisotropic yield
criteria (Fig. 5), and it cannot be expected that predictions for an intermediate angle as ) = 45° are in
between those for 0° and 90°. As would be expected, the deviations from the usual critical band
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orientation, * = 0°, near p = 1 are much more pronounced when the tensile directions are inclined to
the initial orthotropic axes (Fig. 6(b)). For these types of loading it is also important to note the
significant differences between the localization strains predicted when the conditions outside the band
enforce zero shear strains, as compared to the situation where a shear strain is allowed for in order to
enforce zero shear stress (Fig. 7). The results of these two sets of boundary conditions coincide when the
tensile directions are along the orthotropic axes.

The effect of plastic spin has been incorporated in a few analyses here, as it has been shown in
previous investigations that this improves the representation of experimentally observed changes in
anisotropy orientation. Therefore, the effect of plastic spin is of most interest in the cases where the
tensile directions are inclined to the initial orthotropic axes, so that the anisotropy rotates outside the
band, as well as inside the band. It has been found (Figs. 8 and 10) that a realistic amount of plastic
spin can result in localization strains that differ significantly from those predicted in the absence of
plastic spin, and this is found for both types of boundary conditions, prescribing either zero shear strain
or zero shear stress outside the band.
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