ELSEVIER

Available online at www.sciencedirect.com

ScienceDirect

International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer 50 (2007) 616-624

International Journal of

HEAT ..« MASS
TRANSFER

www.elsevier.com/locate/ijhmt

A mathematical simulation of high temperature induction
heating of electroconductive solids

B. Drobenko ®*, O. Hachkevych *®, T. Kournyts’kyi®

& Institute for Applied Problems of Mechanics and Mathematics, Ukrainian National Academy of Sciences, Naukova Str. 3b, Lviv 79060, Ukraine
® Technical University of Opole, Luboszycka Str. 5, Opole 45036, Poland

Received 28 July 2005; received in revised form 11 July 2006
Available online 28 September 2006

Abstract

The mathematical model of non-stationary coupled electromagnetic and thermal processes in polarizable and magnetizable axisym-
metric electroconductive solids subjected to electromagnetic field generated by external currents is proposed. The processes parameters
are connected through heat sources and temperature dependence of material characteristics. The problem is solved by finite element
method. The process of induction heating of a finite steel cylinder is considered.
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1. Introduction

Electromagnetic fields are widely used in modern tech-
nologies of high temperature heat treatments of solids. In
particular, induction heating is frequently applied for hard-
ening, quenching, tempering, melting, brazing and other
heat treatments of steels and demands very accurate con-
trol of heated depth and surface areas. However, behavior
of most steels during the heat treatment is non-linear and
very complex. In general, the electromagnetic field distribu-
tion in solid depends implicitly on the all past thermal his-
tory. Electro-conductive materials can be magnetized or
polarized during the process of heat treatment. The mag-
netic permeability of ferromagnetic materials depends on
the magnetic field intensity. Therefore, a practical need
arises in development of adequate mathematical models
of physical phenomena, which occur during a process of
induction heating of solids.

Consideration of above mentioned phenomena that
influence time dependent temperature distribution in a
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solid necessitates development of the complex mathemati-
cal models, which are not easy to be analyzed analytically.
Because of the temperature-dependence and non-linear
properties of most materials during induction heating, ana-
Iytical solutions of the electromagnetic and temperature
distributions are very difficult to obtain. When solids with
complex geometrical shapes are considered, the problems
become more cumbersome. That caused intensive applica-
tion of numerical methods, the finite elements method
being the most widely used [1-7].

Because in the finite element method the external med-
ium domain is also meshed and the electromagnetic equa-
tion is solved on the global domain made out of the
external medium, the inductor and the solid, some numer-
ical models involve mixed finite element and boundary ele-
ment approaches [8,9]. Even though open infinite domains
are quite natural for mixed models, an approach using
finite element method is preferable since it involves sparse
matrices (leading to reductions in terms of CPU time and
memory requirements).

Most mathematical models use a harmonic approxima-
tion (limiting ourselves to principal harmonics of electric
and magnetic field strength) to evaluate the electromagnetic
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Nomenclature

B magnetic induction, B = (B/(r,z,1),0, B.(r,z,1))

B- function relating induction and strength vectors
for magnetic fields in a solid

D electric induction, D = (0, D (7, z,1),0)

D- function relating induction and strength vectors
for electric fields in a solid

D strength of electric fields, D = (0, D (7, z,),0)

{En}  electric field strength in the nodes of the finite
element mesh

H strength of magnetic fields, H = (H,(r,z,1),0,
H.(r,z,1))

H'(Q) Sobolev’s space, H'(Q)={we L Q),Vwe
L(Q))

¢ heat capacity

i current density

Jo maximum value of the current

2L length of finite cylinder
2L, length of cylinder inductor

n unit vector normal to solid’s surface T,
n= (I/lr, nz)

[N] matrix of element’s shape functions

0O- heat source averaged over period of electromag-
netic field

R radius of electric-conductive cylinder

R; radius of cylinder inductor

cylindrical coordinates
T temperature

To(r,z) initial temperature in the solid

Tc Curie point

{T,} temperature in the nodes of the finite element
mesh

Ts temperature of external medium

T, period of electromagnetic field

V finite volume substituting infinite space

Greek symbols

p heat exchange coefficient

Aty time step for electromagnetic calculations

Aty time step for temperature calculations

& differential dielectric permeability of solid

€0 dielectric permeability of vacuum

Y coefficient of electrical conductivity
surface of region occupying by solid

n parameter characterizing time to reach steady
regime

A coefficient of heat conduction

u differential magnetic permeability of solid

Lo magnetic permeability of vacuum

Uy, magnetic permeability averaged over the range
of magnetic field strength at 7= 20 °C

W frequency

Q region occupying by solid

Q! region occupying by finite element

field in the solid subjected to external harmonic electromag-
netic field. This approximation is valid for linear magnetic
materials but can become inaccurate when dealing with
non-linear magnetic materials [3,6].

In this paper, the mathematical model and numerical
investigation of non-stationary coupled electromagnetic
and thermal processes in polarizable and magnetizable
electro-conductive solids subjected to electromagnetic field
generated by external currents are developed. Electromag-
netic field in the solid and in the external medium is
described by Maxwell’s equations. Temperature evolution
in the solid is governed by the classical heat transfer
equation. The model takes into account the temperature
dependence of all material coefficients and the non-linear
dependence of induction on the strength of both electrical
and magnetic fields. In a course of numerical investigation
these dependencies are approximated by interpolation
splines constructed by real curves describing temperature
behavior of a solid during the entire heating—cooling range.

2. The mathematical problem

Consider axisymmetric electro-conductive solid occupy-
ing region Q. The solid is subjected to electromagnetic field
generated by coaxial with the solid currents of density

i = (o, jff)(r,z, t),0) located in finite subdomain of exter-
nal medium. Electromagnetic and temperature fields in the
solid in the case of the following state equations:

BY =B,(H", 1), DY =D, (EY,T),
j(l) _ yE(1)7 BO — ﬂ0H<1)7 DO — 8OE(O) (1)

are described by coupled equations

D(m) aB(m)
curl H™ = at +i™,  curl E™ = — 3 (2)
or 10 or o [ oT
or _10 /., 0\ 0 (. 0T\  gn
‘o " ror (/Lr 8;’) + Oz <) az) HiE ®)

Here indexes m =0 and m =1 refer to external medium
and the solid, respectively.

Let us reduce the basic correlations (2) for electro-con-
ductive solid to a set of equations written with respect to
electric field strength vector E. Substitution of Egs. (1) in
(2) yields for the solid:

oEM oDV a1
(1 — P H(D
curl H ¢, T o +yEY, 4)
oHY  aBY ar
1EY = — -
cur 1] 3 T (5)
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Here
(TR oB{) oB()
] = Lzr M }; = oH t, = oHT
oBY) oB! oD
urz=aH£1), m;w; =@.

Note that in the case of harmonic quasi-steady external
electromagnetic field at condition y > ew, the displacement
currents are negligible compared to conduction currents in
a solid [10]. This is the case for the range of frequencies typ-
ically used in industrials set-up when we deal with highly
conductive solids. Hence Eq. (4) becomes:

curl HY = 5EW. (6)

Let us restrict ourselves by the case of an isotropic solid
(=, =p, p-=p.,=0), whose differential magnetic
permeability p is directly derived — at a given temperature —
from the magnetization curve, given by function B« (H, T)
in (1).

Multiply Eq. (5) by u ', take curl from both its side and
account for Eq. (6). Then equation for the only non-zero
component E{)) of the electric field strength E") in the solid
takes a form:

0 410 (1) 0 -1 aEE/)l) 6E£pl)7
ar(“ ForE) ) Te\ e | e =

(7)

where
p 0 (12B.3T\ 0 (1B, 07
Por\u or ot Oz\u OT ot)

Correspondent equation for a surrounding medium is as
follows:

0 2 2(0 .
L Bl e ES\\  , TE) Y
o \Or \rdr- 7 0z\ Oz O or ot
(8)

Electric filed strength in a system solid-surroundings
being known, the magnetic field induction is found from
the relations:

t gEm) t 1 d(rEM
sz/f;LW,Bw:_/l(r¢Mﬂ )
0 0

z r or

The common practice is to start with integral form of
Maxwell’s equations in establishing the correlations for
electromagnetic filed characteristics on solid-surroundings
interface I'. These correlations, provided surfacial currents
are absent, yield two independent conditions expressing
equality of tangential components of electric and magnetic
field strength vectors on the interface [11]. In our case these
conditions are

(1) — g(0)
Etp _Ea) )

(10)

4 1 6(rE$)> 4 1 6<rEg)))
W=l T = |
r or r or
oEWM QEO©

Suppose the solid undergoes convective heat exchange
with external medium through the interface I':

, (0T or
Put the following condition at the infinity and on the
z-axis

E, =0. (13)

Suppose at initial moment of time there is no electromag-
netic field in the system while the temperature in the solid is
defined by known function Ty(r,z). Then the problem of
determination electromagnetic field in the system solid-sur-
roundings reduces to solving set of Egs. (3) and (7) for the
solid and Eq. (8) for surroundings with zero initial value
of electric field strength, given initial temperature distribu-
tion Ty(r,z) in the solid, interface conditions (10)—(12), as
well as conditions (13) at the infinity and the z-axis. In doing
so, components of magnetic induction B are determined
from (9), while magnetic field induction H as well as differ-
ential magnetic permeability u in the solid in each moment
of time are calculated using magnetization curve (1).

If we chose magnetic field strength H as a key function
in determination electromagnetic field, we would get two
equations (with H/(r,z,t), H.(r,z,t) unknown) to be solved
together with Eq. (3), instead of single Eq. (6). However, if
a long electro-conductive cylinder is subjected to quasi-
steady external electromagnetic field independent of z-
coordinate, the only component H. is non-zero being
determined from the following equation (neglecting dis-
placement currents in the solid):

10/ 100D oH'!")  0B.. 0T
S92 — - a
ror\_ vy Or

o  oT o’ (14)

If the interface value of H'" is known the problem of
determination electromagnetic field and the temperature
in a cylinder reduces to solving Eq. (14) and

or 10 oT
e B (1) (1)
cat r or (Arar> TJo'Ey’s (15)
1 0HWY
(0 —— 2
oy or (16)

Suppose in an initial moment of time the magnetic field is

absent, function Ty(r) defines initial temperature distribu-

tion while interface undergoes convective heat exchange:
or

e =

= =BT —Ts)atr=R. (17)
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Also,
oT oH
E—O, 3 =0 atr=0. (18)

The temperature 7 and the magnetic field strength H'"
being known, the differential magnetic permeability
u(Hgl), T) of a solid in each moment of time is found from
magnetization curve.

3. The solution procedure

The solution of the posed problem is constructed using
weighted residuals method [12]. With this purpose let us
multiply heat transfer Eq. (3) by arbitrary weight function
w € H'(Q) and integrate obtained equation over domain Q.

On using Green’s formulae and accounting for heat
exchange conditions (12), we get

or oT ow OT ow
— _ i pm
/Q (c o w—|—/1(ar e +— 2% 62) Jo'E, w)rdrdz
Jr/ﬂ(T—Ts)wrdézo7 Yw e H'(Q). (19)
r

Let us apply the same approach to Egs. (7) and (8),
substituting the infinite space by a finite volume V(Q C V)
restricted by surface S located far enough from the solid
and given currents. Having accounted for Green’s formu-
lae, we arrive at the equations:

1 0(rEY)) 1 0(rwy)  OEY) ow,
-1t o)L
/Q'u (r o r or + 62 oz rdrdz
10 ED QEWM
+/“7' 19 q(’)nﬂr L n, |wirdé
r r or 0z
QEM
)
+/Q (’ ot
1 0(/E) 1 0(rwy)  OEY o,
11 o )1 o M1
/V\Q'u0 (r o r Oor + 0z Oz rdrdz
2E(0)
-|-/ v ?_ywrdrdz
ne Ot

1 0(rE) OEY
. -1t i [
/r'uo (r or ot oz wirde

9j
—|—/ Lwlrdrdz 0 Yw, € H'(V). (21)
ne Of

Fp>w1rdrd20 Yw, € H\(V);  (20)

We get “—” sign in Eq. (21) since n is an internal normal to
surface S relative to surrounding medium 7\ Q.

Accounting for boundary conditions (11) and (12), we
get the equation valid for the entire domain V:

(10(E,)10(rw;) OFE, 0w
1 2\V""e) 7 ez
/V'u" (r or r Or +62 0z rdrdz
E, OE
—|—/ (F 6@ + Caatzw—l—Fd)wlrdrdz:O Yw, e H(V),
v

(22)

with the following notations:
Fe=7y; Fg=—F,; E,=EY for (rz)€®;

)
E,=EY for (rz)ev/Q.

{uc—#; b =5
He = Ho; &= 80,

Apply typical finite element discretization of Egs. (19)
and (22) over spacial variables [12]. In doing so, discretiza-
tion of the domain V is done in such a way that the
solid-surrounding medium interface coincides with the

boundaries of respective finite elements. As a result, a set
of ordinary differential equations is obtained:

LT} + [Lo{ T} = {fr}. ATWO)} ={T}}  (23)

IMLE(O} + MI{E(0)} + [MOEN0)} = {fe},
{Ei(0)} =0, {£,(0)}=0. (24)

Matrix—vector characteristics of derived set of equations
are calculated by summing up appropriate characteristics
of finite elements:

w= LA R R R R
[ BNV

L] = /]c[N]'[N]rdrdz,
{fr} = /‘jf/,l)EEPl)[N]/rdrdan/lﬂ[N]'rdé,

= [ (B 5+ [Z] &)
+% ([ar}lm + [V [Zﬂ —&—%[N]/[N]))rdrdz
b = [ FANTpdra
o' = [ oV WIrdrdz,
{fe}" = /V Fa[N]'rdrdz.

F.=0; Fd—§7

P

Here prime means transposing.

In the case of long cylindrical solid the problem (14)-
(18) is reduced to a set of ordinary differential equations
in a similar way.

Cauchy problem (23) and (24) is solved by use of a uni-
fied set of single step algorithms [13], what allows to carry
out calculations for variable steps and orders of the
method.

The solving of equations of electromagnetic and temper-
ature fields with the same time step seems very ineffective in
the case of harmonic electromagnetic loadings because
temperature fields are much more inertial compared to
electromagnetic ones. Therefore developed general
algorithm allows to use different time steps for electromag-
netic (Atg) and temperature (Aty) calculations (the
method of ultra-weak coupling between both non-linear
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time-dependent fields) [1,16]. Then averaged over the per-
iod of electromagnetic field heat source:

— 1 o (1) (1)
(1) (1
0, = E\)dr
* T(/) /(; J(ﬂ ¢ ’

is used in thermal conductivity equation.
4. Results and discussion

Consider high temperature induction heating of finite
electric-conductive cylinder of radius R, and length 2L,.
The cylinder is located in coaxial inductor of radius R;
and length 2L, with current density given by expression:

iO(r,z,6) = (0,J0(1 —e ™) -sin(2nwr),0); r=R;, |z| <L;.
(25)

4.1. Non-poralizable and non-magnetizable material

We carried out computations for stainless steel with fol-
lowing characteristics taken from [11] (u= pg; y = 1.35 x
10°S/m; 2 =16.7 W/(m K); ¢ =3.957 x 10°J/(m* E); =
167 W/(m*>K); Jo=6x 10*A/m; w=3x 10*Hz; n=
10" Hz; Ty = Ts = 0) and compared our results with those
of [11].

In Fig. 1 used typical finite element meshes are shown
(R=00lm; L=004m; R;=0012m; L;=0.042m;

To examine convergence of numerical procedures the
computations at various finite element meshes, time steps
and sizes of domain V were carried out.

In Fig. 2(a) averaged heat sources Q« along the radius of
a long cylinder obtained in a closed form in [11] are shown
by solid line. Here are also shown heat sources in cross sec-

L, ® L, @

Fig. 1. Typical finite elements meshes.

tion z=0 of the cylinder, obtained on meshes 20 x 80,
10 x 40 (solid lines), 5 x 20 (o) and 3 x 12 (x) of eight-
node biquadratic isoparametric finite elements, at time step
Atg =T,/32 for electromagnetic calculations. Numerical
results obtained on meshes 20 x 80 and 10 x 40 practically
coincide with analytical solution. It could be seen that
already five biquadratic elements along cylinder radius
(Fig. 1(b)) give good agreement of the results.

In Fig. 2(b) curves 1-4 represent temperature distribu-
tions along cylinder radius in cross section z = 0 in moment
of time ¢ = 7 s. The results were obtained for thermal calcu-
lation with time steps Arr=0,209 x 107%s (7,,/16); s
(~10° T,,); 3,5s (~10°T,); 7s, respectively (curves 1-2
practically coincide). Note that temperature computation
for this problem can be conducted with time step Afr >
107Atg without accuracy losses thus making it possible to
find solutions of 2D problems for relatively short time.
Specifically, solution of this transient 2D (in terms of spa-
tial variables) problem at optimal finite element mesh
(5 x 20) and time step Aty =1s takes 4s of ATHLON-
2000 processor.

It should be pointed out that the substitution of sur-
rounding medium by domain V with following parameters:
Ro=2.5R, Ly=2L (Fig. 1(b)) does not affect solution for
the cylinder (VRy> 2.5R), VLy> 2L solutions coincide;
moreover in cross section z = 0 they practical coincide with
analytical solution [11] and solution of 1D problem (14)-
(18) for a long cylinder at boundary condition H, =6 X
10*sin27ws A/m on a surface of the cylinder. These solu-
tions tend to differ when Ry <2.5R, Lo <2L.

4.2. Ferromagnetic material

Consider induction heating of the cylinder made of low
carbon (0.3%) steel. The cylinder (R =0.01 m; L =0.1 m)
is heating by the current (25) (R,=1.2R; L;=1.05L;
Jo=10°A/m* w=8x10°Hz; n=10"Hz, f=13W/
(m* K)). When external layer of thickness 1.5 mm in a cross
section z = 0 of the cylinder is heated to the temperature
T = 970 °C, the current is switched off and the cylinder is
cooled down due to convective heat exchange (f=
10* W/(m? K)) with surrounding medium of the tempera-
ture Ts =20 °C (T = Ts).

Non-linear dependencies of magnetic induction on mag-
netic field strength are shown in Fig. 3(a) for the tempera-
tures 20 (curve 1), 400 (2), 500 (3), 550 (4), 600 (5), 650 (6),
685 (7), 710 (8), 730 (9), 750 (10), 760 (11), 765 (12) °C.
These dependencies, however, become linear with a coeffi-
cient ug when the temperature is above Curie point 7¢
(770 °C) and steel loses ferromagnetic properties. Temper-
ature dependencies of electrical conductivity, magnetic per-
meability, thermal conductivity as well as heat capacity are
known [14,15].

Firstly let us determine transient temperatures in the cyl-
inder within a model of a thermosensitive magnetic solid
with the value of magnetic permeability [16]:
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Fig. 2. Heat sources (a) and temperature (b) distributions in the cylinder (¢ = 7 s) for different number of elements and time steps.
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Fig. 3. Temperature dependencies of magnetic induction on magnetic field strength (a) and magnetic permeabilities averaged over the range of magnetic

filed strength (b).

Hn(T) = po + (b, — Ho) (1 - (TTC)6>

dependent on the temperature only (Fig. 3(b), curve 1).
Here

1
Hmax

Hryy =

Hmax O|B(H,T
< [ wte Tl oan (mH, 7) = %)
0

is the magnetic permeability averaged over the range of
magnetic field strength at 7"= 20 °C calculated from mag-
netization curve in Fig. 3(a) (curve 1).

4.2.1. Model of magnetic thermo-sensitive solid

In Fig. 4 isotherms 7 in the solid are shown in the
moments of time when surface in cross section z =0 is
heated to 7 (to the left in Fig. 4) and the current is
switched off (to the right in Fig. 4), respectively. Boundary
effect in this case is spread over domain equal about six
radii of the cylinder the same estimation of the boundary
effect is got for L = 0.2 m; L; = 1.05L. Solutions in the cen-
tral section of the cylinder (in the vicinity of cross section
z=0) are, in fact, independent of z and coincide (within
1% accuracy) with correspondent solutions of 1D bound-

L I

TC
LR 4 L

1004

L-2R - 4 L

L-3R -

100

L-4R - i L

L-5R . -

L-6R - : L

750

[=1
(=]
[=1
—_

R4 4

%lﬁﬂ

0 -
0 R 0 R

Fig. 4. Temperature distributions in the cylinder.

ary-value problem (14)—(18), written in terms of magnetic
field strength H..

Effect of the temperature dependence of the steel electri-
cal conductivity coefficient y and magnetic permeability u
on temperature distributions in the cylinder was also
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investigated. Temperature rise in time on cylinder surface
for four characteristic cases are shown in Fig. 5: 1 — both
coefficients are temperature dependent; 2 — electric conduc-
tivity coefficient is constant (ym, = 2.08 x 10° S/m), aver-
aged over heating range, while magnetic permeability is
temperature dependent; 3 — magnetic permeability u is tem-
perature independent and equal p, (at 7= 20 °C), while
electrical conductivity coefficient is temperature dependent;
4 — both coeflicients are temperature independent. Already
at the temperature around 300 °C consideration of temper-
ature dependencies of electrical and physical characteristics
is crucial. It becomes even more important with further
heating of the cylinder. As the temperature approaches
Curie point ¢ (above 600 °C), heating of the surface slows
down significantly what can be associated with sudden
drop of steel magnetic permeability near Curie point.
Already twenty elements along cylinder radius with time
step Atg=T,/16 assure convergence of the solutions.
However, obtained approximate values of magnetic field
strength near Curie point differ considerably from exact
solutions at such spatial approximation. In particular, the
difference reaches 20% at forty elements over cylinder

. 3
1200 1-C
500
800 1- p=p(H,T), v=v(T)
2- = WHTLY = n
300 3- =g, v=1(T)
4- L=Hag, T="Tm
0 T T r 1
0000 0075 010 0235 ts

Fig. 5. Temperature rise in time on cylinder surface for different ways of
simulation.

H0% A 4 7
100 \—w(
0751 2
1

0.50 1 1-20FE

2-40FE

3-80FE
025]  4-200FE
D.DD T T T 1

0050 0075 0100 0125 s

Fig. 6. Changes in time of maximum value of magnetic field strength on
cylinder surface for different finite element meshes.

thickness while even more than 200% if number of elements
is twenty. In Fig. 6 changes in time of maximum value of
magnetic field strength on cylinder surface are shown when
number of biquadratic elements at time step Atg = At =
T,/32 is twenty (curve 1), forty (curve 2), eighty (curve 3)
and two hundreds (curve 4).

Twenty biquadratic elements over cylinder thickness are
enough for computation temperature field — eighty ele-
ments give practically the same accuracy, in fact.

4.2.2. Model of ferromagnetic thermo-sensitive solid

In Figs. 7 and 8 curves 1-9 show profiles of maximum
values of electric E, and magnetic H. field strength and
temperature along cylinder radius in a cross section z =0
of a ferromagnetic cylinder during heating for moments
of time ¢=0.007; 0.02; 0.04; 0.06; 0.08; 0.1; 0.12; 0.14;
0.159 s. Because of temperature dependencies of electric
and physical coefficients of steel the maximum values of
electric and magnetic field strength change slowly period
by period. At the initial phase of the heating the skin effect
is clearly observed. However, magnetic field penetrates dee-
per as heating of external layers of the cylinder progresses.
When they are heated to Curie point or above the loss of
ferromagnetic properties causes considerable changes in
parameters of processes in the cylinder. Maximum values
of electric field strength (and heat sources power, respec-
tively) move in the bulk of the cylinder so that maximum
heat is released in the domains where ferromagnetic prop-
erties are not lost. In doing so, heating of surfacial layers
slows down.

The current is switched off when cylinder is heated to
970 °C or above at needed depth in moment of time
t =0.159 s. Cylinder begins to cool down due to convective
heat exchange with surrounding medium. Temperature
change during cooling in cross section z =0 with coordi-
nated r = 10 (curve 1), 8 (2), 6 (3), 5 (4), 4 (5), 0 (6) mm
are shown in Fig. 9. It is seen that core of the cylinder is
still heated during ¢ =2 s after current being switched off
due to thermal conductivity mechanism.

Numerical analysis indicates that a time step
Atg = o~ '/250 assure the convergence of coupled electro-
dynamics and thermal conductivity problem solutions. In
Fig. 10 distributions of the temperature in the cylinder in
the moment of inductor switching off are shown for the
following values of time discretization step Afg of electro-
dynamics equations: 0.5 ps (curve 1, corresponding to low-
est temperatures in the bulk of the cylinder and highest
ones on its surface); 0.25 us (2); 0.05 us (3); 0.01 ps (4).
400 bilinear elements used along cylinder radius.

Results for the duration of a heating of cylinder to
needed temperature predicted by two considered models
differ nearly by two times — 0.289 s is the prediction of
the model of magnetic solid while ferromagnetic model
gives 0.159 s. Because of that, a set of computations was
carried out to find out such magnetic permeability indepen-
dent of magnetic field strength:
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Fig. 7. Profiles of maximum values of electric (a) and magnetic (b) field strengths in the cylinder during heating.
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Fig. 8. Profiles of temperature in the cylinder during heating.
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Fig. 9. Temperature changes during the process in different points of
cylinder.

te(T) = 1o + (ur, — to) <1 - <T1C>G>

which would predict the same heating duration to a given
temperatures by both models (temperature dependence of
magnetic permeability p, is shown in Fig. 5, curve 2).
Figs. 11 and 12 illustrate distributions of maximum val-
ues of temperature, as well as electric and magnetic
strengths in the moment of inductor switching off. Curve

L]
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5001 5. hfg=0,0510%
4- Afg=0,01-10%
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Fig. 10. Temperature distributions in the cylinder in the moment of
inductor switching off for different time steps of electrodynamics
calculations.
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Fig. 11. Distributions of temperature in the cylinder in the moment of
inductor switching off for different ways of simulation.

1 was obtained within the model of ferromagnetic material
while curves 2 and 3 were predicted by magnetic material
model with respective magnetic permeabilities p,, and pu,
dependent on the temperature only. It could be seen that
it is possible to find out such magnetic permeability that
would assure accurate enough electromagnetic field charac-
teristics and correspondent temperatures in ferromagnetic
cylinder.
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Fig. 12. Distributions of maximum values of electric (a) and magnetic (b) strengths in the cylinder in the moment of inductor switching off for different

ways of simulation.

5. Conclusions

Numerical results obtained clearly indicate on the neces-
sity to account for temperature dependencies of electric
and magnetic characteristics in considered problems. In
particular, neglecting of a temperature dependence of
electric conductivity coefficient of low carbon steel consid-
erably effects on a correctness of the solutions even at
temperatures around 300 °C. Temperature dependence of
magnetic permeability in the temperature range below
600 °C can be neglected.

Simulations for induction heating of other materials can
also be done using developed approach as long as the rele-
vant material properties are known.

Proposed approach to determination electromagnetic
parameters and temperature in electro-conductive solid
located in external electromagnetic field could be applied
to analysis of stress—strain state of the solid, namely, to
determination residual stresses due to induction heating.
It can also be of use when optimum, by certain criteria,
induction heating regimes are to be developed for electri-
cally conductive materials, these criteria being particularly
homogeneity of a heating, minimization of power expenses,
residual stresses reduction, etc.
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