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a b s t r a c t

The viscoplastic flow of a thin strip of material in a superplasticity state between rigid, converging parallel
planes (an analogue of Prandtl’s problem) is investigated. An analytical quadrature solution of the problem
is constructed, asymptotically precise in the same sense as Prandtl’s solution. Special cases are considered
where the solution (including an approximate solution) is written out fully. The effects of superplasticity
are determined.
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Modern machining technologies make wide use of the superplastic deformation effect, so the development of mathematical models of
such processes is an extremely urgent problem. It is fundamental that the model should reflect the conditions characterizing the transition
of the material to the superplastic state and its behaviour in that state: a comparatively narrow temperature range, grain size and strain
rate limitations and the strong dependence of the properties on these parameters. However, an analysis of publications addressing these
problems shows1 that the vast majority of them give no mathematically correct formulation or analysis of the initial boundary-value
problems modelling a particular production process.

1. Formulation of the problem

We will consider a viscoplastic material occupying a region in the form of a rectangle |x| ≤ l, |y| ≤ h. The sides y = ± h converge at a
velocity ∓�0, so that the layer thickness h = h(t) is a known function of time (from the incompressibility condition, the dimension l = l(t) is
also known). In view of symmetry, it is sufficient to consider the flow in the right-hand quadrant 0 ≤ x ≤l, 0 ≤ y ≤ h.

The symbols u and � will denote the vector components of the flow velocity in an Euler description of the motion; accordingly, we have
the strain rate tensor (deviator) with the components

(1.1)

and its intensity (given the incompressibility condition ∂u/∂x + ∂�/∂y = 0)

(1.2)

The symbol �ij will denote the true stress tensor components, and Sij = �ij − �ıij (i, j = x, y) will denote the components of its deviator;
under conditions of plane strain, �zz = � = (�xx + �yy)/2. We will assume that the intensity of the stresses �u is a known function of the
process parameters.

The stresses satisfy the equilibrium equations

(1.3)

� Prikl. Mat. Mekh. Vol. 73, No. 6, pp. 1002–1008, 2009.
E-mail address: krok@rambler.ru.

0021-8928/$ – see front matter © 2010 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
doi:10.1016/j.jappmathmech.2010.01.012

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/00218928
http://www.elsevier.com/locate/jappmathmech
mailto:krok@rambler.ru
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappmathmech.2010.01.012


I.A. Kiiko / Journal of Applied Mathematics and Mechanics 73 (2009) 722–726 723

and are related to the process kinematics by Saint-Venant’s law of plastic flow

(1.4)

Before formulating the problem, we will write down the conditions of the superplastic state (SP state):

(1) The temperature lies in a specified range: T1 ≤ T ≤ T2; the extreme values T1 and T2 differ very little and the temperature can therefore
be replaced by a certain average value (note that the vast majority of production processes with materials in the SP state are conducted
under isothermal conditions);

(2) the grain size has an upper limit: d ≤ dm.
(3) the strain rate �u also has an upper limit: �u ≤ �max.

In the law of flow (1.4), �u depends on the parameters mentioned, and the grain size is given by the evolutionary equation

(1.5)

An example of this equation for isothermal conditions is given below.
Under fairly general initial and boundary conditions, constraints 1 to 3 single out, in the entire flow region, subregions occupied by

material in the SP state; the boundaries of the subregions are not known in advance and are determined when solving the problem. It is
clear that, in such a formulation, it is practically impossible to obtain an analytical solution even of a relatively simple problem, including
the problem examined here. We will therefore adopt the following hypotheses:

1◦. The process takes place, as in most technologies, at a certain constant temperature in the range (T1, T2).
2◦. The condition d < dm is satisfied; the dependence of �u on d at constant strain rate and temperature (this is important) is described by
the well-known Hall–Petch empirical equation

(1.6)

in which �0 and K are constants of the material. It can be assumed that Eq. (1.6) can be generaliged (in the isothermal case) as follows:

(1.7)

but the possible form of the functions �0(�u) and �1(�u, d) is not conclusively ascertained. It is well known, however, that the dependence
of �u on d is monotonic.3

3◦. Outside the SP state region, the material is viscoplastic: �u = �u(�u). In what follows, in order to obtain relatively clear analytical
results, we will assume that, outside the SP state region, the material is ideally plastic with a yield point �0.

The following assumptions will be made on the basis of the characteristic features of Prandtl’s solution:2 the strain and stress rate
deviators do not depend on the x coordinate; the strain rate intensity �u in the region 0 ≤ h ≤ h varies from a certain finite magnitude to
infinity–this feature is most important.
4◦. We will assume that the velocity component � and and the strain rate deviator are functions of only the y coordinate and time (as a
parameter), from which it follows that the stress deviator is also a function of only y and t.

As can be seen, the mathematical model of the problem is a complex constrained system of non-linear equations; it is natural to solve
it by successive approximations. In a first approximation, in the SP state region, we assume that �u = F1(�u) = �0F(�u/�max) and that this
region is defined by the condition �u = �max. From the last hypothesis it follows that the boundary of the SP state region will be the line
y= �(t). A further consideration in favour of the successive approximation method is the well known characteristic of the strain hardening
function �u = �u(�u, d), namely, in the region d ≤ dmax, its dependence on �u is much greater than its dependence on the grain size.

The boundary conditions of the problem have the form (the SP state region is denoted by the superscript 1, and the ideally plastic state
region by the superscript 2)

(1.8)

(1.9)

(1.10)

At the boundary x = l, the conditions are satisfied in the integral sense:

(1.11)

In region 2, the stresses satisfy the von Mises plasticity condition.
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2. Solution in a first approximation

From the condition of incompressibility we find u = −(∂u/∂y)x + f(y), and hence 2uxy =−(∂2�/∂y2)x + ∂f/∂y. However, the condition
�xy = �xy(y) is possible provided ∂2 �/∂y2 = 0; coupled with the conditions (1.8) to (1.10), it follows that

(2.1)

From the equilibrium equations and conditions (1.8) to (1.10), for the stresses we obtain

(2.2)

Subsequent analysis for regions 1 and 2 is carried out separately. From the incompressibility equation, taking Eq. (2.1) into account, we
obtain

(2.3)

(2.4)

where a prime (′) denotes a derivative with respect to y.
Comparing the expressions for �xy from relations (2.2) and the law of plastic flow (1.4), for region 2 we obtain

From Eq. (2.3) we find

(2.5)

Now, from the equilibrium equations and the plasticity condition, the stresses are determined

(2.6)

In region 1, comparison of the expressions for �xy from relations (2.2) and (1.4) leads to the equation

(2.7)

Using the first equation in system (2.4), we find

(2.8)

The following important conclusions can be drawn from Eq. (2.8):
(1) ϕ′

1 = 0 when y = 0; ϕ′
1 ≤ 0 in the region 0 ≤ y ≤ �(t).

(2) at the boundary of the SP state region y = �(t) we have �(1)
u = �max, and from Eq. (2.7) we therefore find that

(3) at the same time, �(1)
u = �0 when y = �(t); therefore F(1) = 1, and then �(t)/h=

√
1 − ˇ2.

This last result is the most important: the boundary of the SP state region is found, irrespective of the form of the rapid strain hardening
function, without requiring complete solution of the problem. It is interesting that, however close to the start of flow (t → +0), the boundary
�(t) can behave in different ways. We have

where h0 is the initial layer thickness. If the loading rate �0 changes continuously from a zero value, then �(0)= h0, i.e., the entire layer
is in the SP state; if �0(0) > 0, however, then two subregions are “instantaneously” formed in the layer: �(0)< h0, since ˇ (0) > 0.
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Eq. (2.8) has a unique solution in the region 0 ≤ y ≤ �(t). We will rewrite it in the form

As ˚1 is a monotonically increasing continuous function for all materials in the SP state, the function ˚0 increases monotonically and
is continuous. According to a well-known analysis theorem a unique (monotonic and continuous) inverse function ϕ′

1 = ˚−1
0 (y/h) ≡ g1(y)

exists, whence ϕ1 = g(y) + b′
1, where g(y) is the primitive of g1(y).

From the first equation of system (2.3), the velocity u(1) is now determined:

(2.9)

and, from the equilibrium equations and the plastic flow law (1.4), the stresses

(2.10)

Thus, the solution depends on four constants b, b1, b2 and d1, which are found from conditions (1.8) and (1.9).

3. Examples

In Eq. (2.8) we will put y/h= y1 and ϕ′
1 =-z and assume that ˇ

√
1 + z2 = �; we then obtain

(3.1)

In the first example for the strain hardening function we will assume that F(�)=
√

�; from Eq. (3.1) we find

from which we have the equation

(3.2)

We will make the substitution y2 = � in this equation and write it in the form

(3.3)

After the substitution � +
√

�2 + 4ˇ2h2 = w2 and integration, and then returning to the former variables, we obtain

(3.4)

Substituting expression (3.2) into the first equation of system (2.10), and substituting expression (3.4) into Eq. (2.9), we find �(1)
xx and

u(1).
In the second example, we put

Eq. (3.1) is reduced to a complete cubic equation

the general solution of which is written in terms of radicals but is inconvenient for investigation. When � is a small parameter
(generalization of the previous example), a unique positive root can be found by iterations:

As a zero approximation it is natural to choose the solution from the previous example. The solution is written comparatively simply
in a first approximation; subsequent transformations are obvious and are not therefore given.

As a final example we will consider the case of small strain hardening
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From Eq. (3.1) we will obtain

(3.5)

Representing � by an expansion in powers of �: � = �0 + 	�1 + · · ·, substituting: t into Eq. (3.5), and confirming ourselves to the first two
terms of the expansion, we obtain

The successive approximations are written relatively simply for the linear function �(�). The general case of linear strain hardening
reduces Eq. (3.1) to a clear, complete, fourth-degree algebraic equation.

4. Estimation of grain size growth

For a known strain rate �, to describe the evolution of the average grain size we can use the corresponding equation; we will adopt it
in the form3 (retaining the notation used earlier3)

(4.1)

where B, q and � are certain constants. We will denote the initial grain size by d0, and we will assume that 
 = (d/d0)q; the velocity �0 will
be taken as constant; then

We will write the time derivative as a partial derivative (non-linear terms will be omitted); from Eq. (4.1) we obtain

(4.2)

The solution of Eq. (4.2) under the initial conditions � = 1 when � = 1 has the form

(4.3)

For the strain rate �, we will adopt the exact solution from the first example

The function 	(�) is easily calculated:

In the region � < 1 (t > 0), as can be seen, 	(�) < 0, the integral in parentheses in Eq. (4.3) is negative, and therefore relation (4.3) defines
the law of grain size growth.

5. Conclusion

On the basis of the solutions obtained, a theory of flow along the surfaces of a thin layer of SP material (in the isothermal case) can be
developed, just like that developed by Il’yushin.2 An obvious feature of the theory will be that the pressure from the layer on the surface
will be determined by the yield point of the material outside the SP state region (see the formulae in system (2.10)). The main attention
must be concentrated on the kinematics of the flow, as this determines the structure of the material.
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