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Abstract: In the present work, an attempt has been made to study the influence of process parameters
of the wire electric discharge machining (WEDM) process on the machining characteristics. The
commercially pure titanium is machined by WEDM using brass wire as an electrode. The input
parameters in this work were pulse on-time (Aon), pulse off-time (Ag), servo voltage (SV) and wire
tension (WT). On the other hand, dimensional accuracy (DA), average surface roughness (R,) and
maximum surface roughness (R;) were chosen as the response parameters. The empirical relations
developed for response characteristics were solved collectively using Evaluation Based on Distance
from Average Solution (EDAS) and Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO). The optimized setting for
minimizing the surface irregularities while machining titanium alloy on WEDM is predicted as
Aon: 8 us; Ay 13 ps; SV: 45 V; and WT: 8 N. Moreover, the predicted solution at the optimized
parametric settings came out as DA: 95%; Ra: 3.163 um; Rz: 22.99 um; WL: 0.0182 g; and DR:
0.1277 mm. The validation experiments at the optimized setting showed the close agreement between
predicted and experimental values. The morphological study by scanning electron microscopy (SEM)
at the optimized setting revealed a significant reduction in surface defects such as micro cracks,
micro cavities, globules and sub-surfaces, etc. In a nutshell, the study justified the effectiveness of
EDAS-PSO in efficiently predicting the results for machining of pure titanium (Grade 2) using the
WEDM process.

Keywords: EDAS-PSO; optimization; pure titanium (Grade 2); WEDM

1. Introduction

Titanium and its alloys are utilized in a wide range of industrial and biomedical appli-
cations. Their properties such as corrosion resistance at elevated temperatures and higher
strength—density value place them among the most desirable and appropriate materials for
such engineering applications. Moreover, their biocompatibility paves the way for their
widespread usage as biomaterials [1-3]. Notwithstanding their advantages, these materials
are also categorized as hard to machine materials owing to their high chemical reactivity
as well as lower thermal conductivity [4,5]. Additionally, for their economic viability, the
production rates as well as surface integrity are regarded as the indicators with paramount
importance. The higher productivity using conventional machining methods demands
higher cutting speeds. However, in the case of most of the titanium-based alloys, higher
speeds are not feasible due to the greater tool wear caused as a result of the abnormally
quick chipping and plastic deformation of the cutting edge. This is primarily due to the
properties such as higher strain hardening, toughness as well as pseudo-elastic behavior [6].
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Under such conditions, the conventional cutting becomes highly uneconomical as a result
of the high tooling cost. Most advanced tool materials such as coated cemented carbides,
cubic boron nitride (CBN), poly-crystalline boron nitride (PCBN), etc., also fall prey to
titanium’s ability to reach with almost every material which results in a higher rate of tool
failure [7,8]. Moreover, the surface integrity of the conventionally machined titanium parts
is also largely affected. The major concerns related to the surface integrity are visible in the
form of topology characteristics such as surface roughness (SR) and waviness. Furthermore,
the mechanical properties as well as the metallurgical state of the component are also
impacted. Such impacts results in additional usage of post-machining processes which
further increases the manufacturing cost [9,10]. These concerns and difficulties create a void
that is usually filled by certain non-conventional cutting methods for machining titanium
and its alloys.

1.1. Electric Discharge Machining (EDM) of Titanium and Its Alloys

EDM is a commonly used non-conventional technique for cutting difficult-to-cut mate-
rials. Its advantages lie in the fact that it is highly accurate, can cut highly complex shapes
and gives a much better surface finish when compared to the conventional alternatives [11].
Additionally, the residual stresses are also lower in the machined surface due to zero contact
between the cutting tool and the work piece [12]. WEDM is one of the most commonly used
EDM techniques due to the numerous options in the types of wires to be used. Additionally,
it also fulfils the sustainability approach with the use of eco-friendly di-electric fluids
such as distilled water. Furthermore, the continuous travel of the wire does not affect the
machined surface in an uneven manner, further improving the dimensional accuracy and
machining performance. A highest material removal rate (MRR) equal to 33.6 mm?/min
can be achieved in this process [13]. However, the surface finish is much higher at lower
MRR. The cutting speed (CS) surge also linearly decreases the surface finish with drastic
deterioration beyond the speed of 2.65 mm/min.

Nourbakhsh et al. (2013) performed research on WEDM of Ti6Al4V alloy using two
different wire electrodes: high-speed brass and zinc-coated brass. The Taguchi’s Lig array
was adopted to vary input parameters. It was concluded that WT, WEF, injection pressure
and voltage had no effect on the CS. However, the surge in the peak current and pulse
interval did increase the CS [14]. Alias et al. (2012) studied the effect of three different WFs
(6 mm/min, 4 mm/min and 2 mm/min) along with other electrical settings on the output
parameters. It was found that at WF of 4 mm/min, wire speed of 8 m/min, WT of 1.4 kg
and SV of 60 V gave the best results in terms of surface finish. Further, the importance of
electrical settings was stressed due to their ability to impact the surface finish as a result
of the arcing phenomenon [15]. Sivaprakasam et al. (2014) also studied the influence of
WEDM parameters on responses such as surface roughness (SR), kerf width and MRR
while machining Ti-6Al-4V alloy. It was concluded that the most optimal setting of input
parameters was 100 V (voltage), 10 Nf (capacitance) and 15 um/s (feed rate) [16]. Majumdar
and Maity (2019) in a recent study conducted process capability index (CP;) calculations for
output parameters such as surface roughness and MRR while machining titanium grade
6 alloy. The WEDM input parameters assumed were Aon, Aorr, WF and WT. With the aim
of minimizing the process capability index, the optimum parametric settings for MRR were
found out as: Agn =115 ps, Agpr =55 us, WT = 6 kg f and WF = 4 m/min, while for SR, the
optimum settings were: Agn = 105 pus, Aopr = 60 pus, WT =5 kg f and WF =4 m/min [17].

Therefore, it may be concluded that the input parameters such as Agn, Aorr, peak cur-
rent, etc., have a direct impact on the SR values while machining titanium alloys. Similarly,
the parameters such as peak voltage, water pressure and wire feed (WF) have negligible
influence on SR. Moreover, with a view of improving the efficiency of the experimental
investigations, there is a need of effective predictive and optimization techniques in order
to minimize the number of trials. The following section shall discuss the literature on such
optimization techniques while conducting WEDM studies.
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1.2. Optimization Techniques for WEDM Process Parameters

A majority of the research in the area of WEDM has been concentrated towards the
optimization of the numerous process parameters discussed in the previous sections. Tech-
niques such as Response Surface Methodology (RSM), Grey’s Relational Analysis (GRA),
Genetic Algorithms (GA), Artificial Neural Networks (ANN), Taguchi’s methods etc., have
been extensively used for the optimization of process parameters. Prasanna et al. (2019)
used GRA for multi-objective optimization (MOO) of MRR and SR while machining ti-
tanium 6242 alloy. The input parameters such as Agn, Aorpr, SV and WF were varied.
It was concluded that the higher SV and WF led to increased SR values, which was fur-
ther confirmed by Scanning Electron Microscopy (SEM) imaging [18]. Chaudhary et al.
(2019) also used an integrated RSM-GRA approach for the MOO of WEDM parameters
while machining pure titanium. The priorities were set in maximizing the cutting rate and
minimizing the SR while varying parameters such as Agn;, Aorr and discharge current.
Ultimately, Aon = 6 pus, Aopr = 4 ps and discharge current of 6 A were found out as the
optimal parametric combination [19]. Thangaraj et al. (2020) in a recent study used the
Taguchi-GRA (TGRA) combinational approach for optimizing the surface quality while
machining titanium (x-3) alloy. The surface quality was expressed as a combination of
multiple aspects such as recast layer thickness, micro-cracks, sub-surface formation and
microhardness. It was shown that SV of 70 V, discharge current (Ip) of 15 A and duty factor
of 0.6 gave the best results. Furthermore, the wire electrode was concluded as the dominant
parameter in terms of quality evaluation [20].

Many researchers have directly used RSM and desirability-based approaches for MOO
of WEDM process parameters [21-24]. Priyadarshini et al. (2019) made use of the TOPSIS
approach for parametric optimization while machining Ti6Al4V alloy. The Ip was the most
significant parameter in affecting MRR, tool wear rate and surface quality [25]. In pursuit of
developing effective predictive models, Maity and Majumdar (2018) compared the general
regression neural network (GRNN) and multiple regression analysis (MRA) models for
their effectiveness in predicting the key parameters such as SR, kerf width and MRR. It
was found out that the predicted response for GRNN had a maximum 5% error while the
MRA had nearly 10% error values. Therefore, the GRNN was concluded as a more reliable
model for predicting the output parameters while machining titanium grade 6 alloy [26].
The same authors in another experimental study used the combinational approach of MOO
on the basis of Ratio Analysis (MOORA) and Principal Component Analysis (PCA) for
optimizing the process parameters such as the average SR, average kerf width and average
cutting speed. The proposed combinational approach yielded more accurate and improved
results [27]. Regarding the processing of Ti-alloys, Table 1 describes the recent research,
input and output parameters, methodology adopted and findings.

Table 1. Recent research conducted on titanium alloys.

Sr. No. Author Year Materials Input Output Methodology Finding
Parameters Parameters
Gupta et al. . SV, WE, wire CS and surface The maximum value of
1 [28] 2021 TibAl4V tension characterization RSM CS 1.75 mm/min
The maximum error
5 Goyal et al. 2021 Ti6AI4V Ton, Toff, WF, MRR, wire wear ANN-NSGA-IT between the predlchted
[29] peak current ratio and actual value is
7.5%.
gap voltage, microhardness, The opti .
. N : ptimal settings
3 Thangaraj et al. 2020 Titanium (x-f3) du.ty factor, WWR, average TCRA significantly affect the
[20] alloy discharge white layer surface quali
current thickness u qualty.
A close agreement
. Ton, Toff, .
4 Chaudhari 2020  PureTitanium  discharge CR, SR RSM-GRA ~ Detween the predicted
etal. [19] current and actual values has

been obtained.
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Table 1. Cont.

Sr. No. Author Year Materials Input Output Methodology Finding
Parameters Parameters
The optimized value of
Sharma et al Grey- MRR and Rz at the
5 ’ 2021 Ti6Al4V Ton, Toff, SV MRR, Rz Harmony suggested setting are
[30] 3,
Search 6.5 mm”/min and
13.84 um.
Taguchi and .
6 Majumdar and 2020 Titanium Ton, Toff, WF MRR and SR Process aWII‘}(;;?E }t)}l;(e)izssii ¢
Maity [17] Grade 6 and WT Capability _approach,
. item failure decreases.
index
Corner radii and At optimized setting,
7 Farooq et al. 2020 Ti6Al4V SV, WF, geometric Taguchi geometric deviation
[31] Ton, Toff .. .
deviation is minimum
Ton, Toff, Fuzzy AHP T?l?;isr?aﬁsﬁ:ﬁzy
8 Fuse et al. [32] 2021 Ti6Al4V / ! CS, MRR and SR and Fuzzy .
current uncertainty from
TOPSIS
the system.
The major factors
Kumar et al. . Ton, Toff, peak White layer deteriorating the
o [33] 2021 Ti Grade 2 current, SV thickness, MRR, SR RSM surface are Ton, Toff,
SV and peak current.
MRR, wire The recast layer is
Pramanik et al. . Ton, flushing degradation, Kerf Design of discontinuous and
10 [34] 2019 TieAl4V pressure, WT width, surface Experiments weak underneath
generation solid layer.
The crack intensity
1 Sharma et al. 2019 Ti6AI4V Ton, Toff, SV CS, SR Taguc}}l Grey increases w1t'h the
[35] relational increase in

discharge energy.

There is a lot of research conducted on titanium alloy using different planning of
experiments and optimization techniques. The optimization can be done by statistical
techniques or by artificial techniques. The work done by Gupta et al. [28] used the RSM
technique for planning as well as for optimization. The benefit of this technique is the
development of empirical models, but no technique is used to solve the empirical model.
In the research conducted by Goyal et al. [29], ANN and NSGA-II were used for the
optimization purpose. In this research, the main drawback is the lack of planning of
experiments; however, modelling and optimization are present. Similarly, in every research
conducted on titanium alloys, the steps involved are planning of experiments, analysis,
modelling and optimization. In every research, demonstrated in Table 1, either one or
two points are missing. Therefore, to fill this gap, the EDAS-PSO method was proposed.
In the present work, the planning of experiments was done using a Taguchi-based L16
orthogonal array. After that, all the output parameters were converted into a single response
known as the performance index. The ranking of the experimental setting was completed
using the EDAS method. This step was adopted to select the best setting out of all the
available settings, which is essential in many cases when there is involvement of many
responses. In the next step, the modeling of the performance index is completed using
regression analysis. The developed model is further solved by PSO to get the optimized
setting. Therefore, in the proposed method, the steps involved are planning of experiments,
analysis, normalization, evaluation of the performance index, ranking, empirical model
development and optimization.

The above-mentioned studies portray the extensive research being pursued across the
world by using several optimization techniques for boosting the efficacy of the WEDM
process. Conclusively, it would be fair to state that surface roughness is mostly influenced
by Ton, Torr, servo voltage and discharge current. Moreover, numerous research studies
are available with techniques such as RSM, Desirability, GRA, GA, etc. However, limited
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work has been published on the machining of pure titanium (Grade 2). The parametric
optimization of WEDM using a combination of statistical and artificial techniques is another
criterion of research. The current study shall therefore focus on hybrid optimization
techniques such as EDAS-PSO.

2. Experimental Procedure and Data Collection

In the present work, pure titanium (Grade 2) was machined at different combinations
of process parameters of WEDM such as Agn, Aorp, SV and WT, while dimensional
accuracy (DA), Average SR (R,) and Root mean square SR (R,) were taken as the output
parameters. The Tables 2 and 3 enlist the composition of titanium (Grade 2) and the input
parameters with their levels.

Table 2. Chemical composition of titanium (Grade 2).

Titanium (Grade 2)
Element H N C o Fe Ti
Content (%) <0.015 <0.30 <0.08 <0.25 <0.30 >98.9
Table 3. Input parameters.
Denotation Machining Parameter Level
Low High
Aon Pulse-ON time (ps) 8 14
AQFF Pulse-OFF time (us) 13 25
SV Servo Voltage (V) 33 45
WT Wire Tension (kg F) 8 12
Work piece material Titanium (Grade 2)
Work piece dimensions Cylindrical (25 mm D x 300 mm L)
Electrode material Brass (zinc-coated)
Electrode dimensions Wire (0.25 mm diameter)
Electrolyte Deionized water

The experiments were designed for four parameters using a two-level design. There-
fore, a total of 16 experiments were designed using a two-level factorial design and the
corresponding values of response characteristics were evaluated. Each experiment is re-
peated twice and the average value of the experiments is indicated in Table 3. To maintain
statistical accuracy. The range of input parameters was selected by performing preliminary
pilot experimentation as well as on the basis of the extensively researched literature. The
experimentation was conducted on Excetek WEDM. Four significant input parameters viz.:
Aon, Aorr, SV and WT were considered for machining the titanium bar. The zinc-coated
brass wire with 0.25 mm diameter was used as the electrode for the cutting purpose. Deion-
ized water was used to flush away the debris particle generated during the machining
process. A pure titanium cylindrical bar of 25 mm diameter with 300 mm length was used
for the experimentation. Dimensional accuracy (DA), mean roughness depth and average
SR were chosen as the response characteristics evaluated in current research work. The
dimensional accuracy was measured by a Mitutoyo make micrometer with least count
of 0.001 mm. Three readings were taken at different locations on a flat disk (as shown in
Figure 1). The SR of the disk was measured at three different locations after cleaning it
with acetone. The SR was measured using a Mitutoyo make SR tester (model: SJ-201P).
Another response evaluated in the present work is the weight loss of wire (wire loss) and
reduction in wire diameter (DR). These two responses are related to the wire characteristics.
In the first characteristic, i.e., wire loss, 60 mm length of unused wire and the same length
of used wire after each experiment were weighted. Three samples of used wire were
chosen and the average of the differences of three values were selected for the analysis
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purpose. In the second characteristic, reduction in the wire diameter values was computed
using the Mitutoyo make micrometer. Initially, the fresh wire diameter was measured
at three different places and the average of these three values was recorded. After that,
used wire was selected after each experiment. The diameter of used wire was measured at
three different places. The average of these three values (used wire) is subtracted from the
average of three values (fresh wire) and the difference of this is used in the current research.

Recording o
Responses

Vo a—

Work Material Working Zone Specimen after
Machining

Normal Plot of Residuals

Optimization Analysis and
by EDAS-PSO Optimization

Figure 1. Process flow in the present research.

3. Methodology Adopted

In the present research, an integrated approach of EDAS-PSO is used to solve the
present MCDM problem (Figure 2).
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R
Planning of Implementation Prediction of
Experiments of EDAS for the empirical model
using evaluation of using Regression
Taguchi’s Performance Analysis (RA)
“ st 0n index
pay G )

Confirmation
experiments on
Optimized setting

Solution of
Empirical model
to find out the

_ suggested by global best
integrated EDAS- solution by PSO
PSO approach

Figure 2. Methodology adopted in the present research work.

Here, the planning of experiments was done using a Taguchi-based L16 orthogonal
array. Then, the normalization was done using the EDAS method and all the responses
were converted into a single response known as the performance index. The regression
analysis was performed to develop the empirical model of the performance index with
respect to the input parameters. After that, the empirical model is solved with the help
of PSO.

3.1. Evaluation Based on Distance from Average Solution (EDAS)

Keshavarz Ghorabaee et al., initially developed EDAS, which is used to solve the
MCDM problems of inventory management. Most of the inventory problems are based on
a single criterion, but to solve the multi-criterion problems EDAS was developed, which
provides the consistent solutions. Different researchers in uncertain conditions already
used some extensions of EDAS. In MCDM problems, the appropriate weights are provided
to each response variable depending upon their importance. If equal importance is given
to each response, then equal weight is provided to each response. However, the sum of
all the weights is equal to one. In the EDAS method, the negative and positive distances
from average solution is evaluated. The steps involved in the investigations of EDAS are
given below:

Step 1: The decision matrix is developed

Py P . Py
Py Pp . P
P = [Pij]mxn = . . . n (1)

Pui Pm2 - Pmn
Here Pj; is the performance value of the ith alternative corresponding to the jth

criterion, n is the number of attributes and m is the total alternative numbers.
Step 2: To find out the average solution corresponding to all solutions

P=[B],,, (=12 ) @)

where "
_ Py
- i=1"1
P] = —_——" 7
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Step 3: In the next step, the negative distance from average (NDA) and positive
distance from the average (PDA) are evaluated depending upon the type of attribute.

PDA = [PDAy), .

NDA = [NDAj]

mxn

If the jth response variable is higher-the-better type

max(0, (pi — Py))

PDA;; = — 4
ij 2 4)
max (0, (P; — p;;
NDA;; = ( L] Pij)) )
y
If jth response is lower-the-better type quality attribute
max (0, (P; — p;i
P
max(0, (p;; — P;
NDAi]' _ ( (i71] ])) (7)
P
Step 4: In step 4, the weighted sum of NDA and PDA is calculated:
n
j=
1 n
SNZ' = a Zl ZUjNDAij (9)
]:

Step 5: In the next step, the normalization of the SP and SN is carried out using
Equations (10) and (11):
SP;

P = LI 1
NS max; (SP;) (10)
B SN;
NSN; =1 max; (SN} (SND) (11)

Step 6: In this step, the average of all the alternatives is computed as the Appraisal
Score (AS):

AS; = %(NSPZ- + NSN;) (12)

where the value of AS; should be in between 0 and 1. A higher value of AS shows the
preference for one alternative over the other.

3.2. PSO

Particle swarm optimization (PSO) is inspired by bird flocking or the social behavior
of bee swarming and was developed by James Kennedy and Russell C Eberhart [36]. In
this methodology, a set of particles are flown in n-dimensional search space, which are
randomly distributed. These particles learn from their previous experiences. All the co-
ordinate values are compared with each other and the best coordinate particles are known
as global best values (gbest). In these, two best values exist: one is the individual best of
particles known as particle best (pbest), while the other is global best (gbest). The two
factors are velocity and position of particles and these factors are upgraded with each
iteration. It is also known for fast speed, high dependability and good robustness, which is
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beneficial to search the local optima in case of multi-response optimization. The main steps
involved in the implementation of PSO are as follows:

Initialize the population by creating random permutations;

Using the weights, the score of each permutation is evaluated;

Non-dominated permutations are identified, and archives are updated accordingly;
In the next step, updating of gbest and pbest take place;

For each particle, the leader permutation is selected as per the technique;

The upgraded values are noted for position and velocity of particles and the best
values are selected as the solution. In the search space, the velocity and position of the
ith particle are shown as w; = (Wi, Wip, . . . , Win) and Xj = (Xj1, Xi2, - - . , Xin), respectively.
The values of position and velocity are upgraded using Equations (13) and (14) [36]:

SR

wi,ﬂrl = vwll‘ + 1 (pi - xf) + Co1p (pg — xf) (13)

X = xf + uf (14)

In these equations, wf“ and xi‘“ are the updated velocity and position of the ith

particles, v is the inertia weight, r; and r, are the uniformly distributed random numbers,
c1 and ¢; are the cognitive and social parameters (positive parameters), p; is individual
best and gpeqt is global best;

7. Move the particle according to the Equation (14); if the condition is not satisfied, then
the algorithm is repeated from step 2.

In the present research, the optimization has been set up by balancing in between
the accuracy, Ra, Rz, WL and DR. It is very complex for the manufacturing engineers to
integrate EDAS-PSO and optimize the responses for WEDM. Due to the following reasons,
the EDAS coupled with PSO is proposed in the present research. First, the optimization of
more than two responses of WEDM while machining pure Ti is not processed by any meta-
heuristic approach. Second, the Taguchi method is an effective method for the planning of
experiments and exploring the relationship between the input parameters and response
variables. The EDAS method is used for the normalization and calculation of appraisal
score (AS). Then, engineers for various engineering applications solve the empirical re-
lation of input parameters with the performance index using the PSO algorithm. Third,
there is limited study on the Taguchi method coupled with EDAS-PSO by researchers on
WEDM. The EDAS technique individually provides the ranking of the experimental setting.
However, it becomes necessary to optimize the parameters with the given range for output
parameters. Therefore, it is valuable to use an integrated approach for the optimization of
process parameters.

4. Results and Discussion

The results corresponding to planned experiments are shown in Table 4. The ANOVA [37]
for the different responses is evaluated and the results are discussed in this section.

Table 4. Design matrix and corresponding results.

Sr No. AoN AoFF SV WT DA (%) Ra (um) Rz (um) Weight Loss (g) DR (mm)
1 8 13 33 8 95 3.205 22.365 0.01505 0.11
2 14 13 33 8 94.5 3.905 28.655 0.01695 0.156667
3 8 25 33 8 95.5 3.115 23.53 0.01085 0.125
4 14 25 33 8 95 3.88 26.57 0.02845 0.121667
5 8 13 45 8 95 3.125 22.755 0.01795 0.135833
6 14 13 45 8 95 4.03 26.64 0.02425 0.123333
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Sr No. AoN AoFr SV WT DA (%) Ra (um) Rz (um) Weight Loss (g) DR (mm)

7 8 25 45 8 95.25 3.265 23.82 0.01725 0.128333

8 14 25 45 8 95 3.98 27.65 0.01295 0.141667

9 8 13 33 12 95.5 2.925 21.3 0.02415 0.139167
10 14 13 33 12 94.5 3.815 27.44 0.01575 0.1325

11 8 25 33 12 95.5 3.24 21.63 0.02575 0.144167

12 14 25 33 12 95.5 4.105 27.905 0.05925 0.148333

13 8 13 45 12 96 3.155 23.365 0.01415 0.135833

14 14 13 45 12 94 3.82 28.01 0.02435 0.144167
15 8 25 45 12 96 3.44 23.82 0.01615 0.1175

16 14 25 45 12 94 391 28.005 0.02235 0.145833
Average 95.07813 3.55719 25.21625 0.02160 0.13438

4.1. Analysis for Response Characteristics

Table 5 gives the statistical summary for dimensional accuracy; it is observed that Ay,
has the maximum influence of 44.67% on dimensional accuracy, followed by interaction of
Aon and WT (16.11%), Ayt (5.86%), SV (0.64%) and WT (0.64%).

Table 5. ANOVA for dimensional accuracy.

Source SS % Cont. df MS F-Value p-Value
Model 3.71 5 0.74 422 0.0253
A-Aon 244 44.67 1 2.44 13.89 0.0039
B-Aoft 0.32 5.86 1 0.32 1.8 0.2094
C-sv 0.035 0.64 1 0.035 0.2 0.6643
D-WT 0.035 0.64 1 0.035 0.2 0.6643
AD 0.88 16.11 1 0.88 5 0.0493
Residual 1.76 32.08 10 0.18
Cor Total 5.46 100 15

The sum of squares provides the percentage contribution of each process parameter
for evaluating the response variable and the degree of freedom is equal to one value less
than the value of level. The value of mean square is obtained by dividing the SS to df. The
larger the F-value in the ANOVA table, the larger is the contribution of process parameter
in the process. The p-value also defines the significance of the parameter. For the least
value of p of a parameter in the ANOVA table, the contribution of that particular parameter
is maximum in the process [37].

Figure 3 demonstrates the overall summary of DA with respect to the input parameters
viz.: Aon, Ay, SV and WT. Figure 3a represents the normal plot of residuals, which signifies
that all the residuals are on a straight line. By the help of this test, normality is verified.
Figure 3b shows the residuals versus the predicted curve. For a good model, these residuals
are randomly distributed. In the present model of DA, all the residuals are randomly
distributed, which shows the presence of a good model. Figure 3c illustrates the variation
of DA with respect to Ao and it was found that with the increase in A, value, the DA
decreases. The main reason for this is the higher current on-time in the circuit, due to which
the discharge power increases. This high discharge power increases the crater size and
decreases the DA. Thus, a low value of Ay favors the DA due to precise removal of craters
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from the surface [35]. A high value of A favors the DA; as the A increases in the circuit,
the current off-time in the circuit also decreases, which decreases the discharge power.
The low amount of discharge power decreases the crater size from the surface. Therefore,
material is removed from the surface more precisely, which improves the DA [38].
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Figure 3. Summary of process parameters with respect to dimensional accuracy.
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Dimensional Accuracy = +91.83854 + 0.26042 x Aon + 0.023437 x Aqg — 0.00781250 x SV+0.45312 x WT —

Figure 3c provides the variation of DA with respect to SV. It is clear from Figure 3¢
that the DA decreases with the increase in SV value. The probable reason for reducing
the accuracy with increases in SV is the increment in the voltage at the inter-electrode gap
(IEG). However, it has been found that the DA value increases with the increase in WT
value. This is due to the removal of deflections from the wire with the increase in WT.
These deflections may cause the non-uniform spark generation by which the DA decreases.
Therefore, with the increase in WT, the deflection is reduced and DA increases [39,40].
Figure 3d shows the interaction plot between Ay, and WT. It is clear from Figure 3d that
there is a significant interaction between two parameters as both lines strongly intersect
each other. Equation (15) shows the empirical relation between dimensional accuracy and
input parameters of WEDM.

0.039062 x Aon X WT (15)

4.2. Mean Surface Roughness

Table 6 shows the ANOVA for Ra and the statistical summary of Ra for the machining
of titanium by WEDM. It is clear from the analysis that Ao, plays a pivotal role for the
investigation of Ra with a percentage contribution of 94.11%. The percentage contribution of
all other parameters (such as A,¢, SV and WT) is negligible as compared to Ay, However,
the model is significant for the investigation of Ra. The statistical terms such as MS, F-value
and p-value support the analysis.

Table 6. ANOVA for Ra.

Source SS % Cont. df MS F-Value p-Value
Model 0.16 4 0.041 41.32 <0.0001
A-Aon 0.16 94.11 1 0.16 159.58 <0.0001
B-Ag 419 x 1073 246 1 419 x 1073 4.24 0.0639
C-Sv 1.40 x 1073 0.82 1 1.40 x 1073 1.41 0.2599
D-WT 419 x 107° 0.02 1 419 x 107° 0.042 0.8406

Residual 0.011 2.59 11 9.88 x 10~*

Cor Total 0.17 100 15

Figure 4a illustrates the normality plot of residuals for mean surface roughness. All the
residuals are observed on a straight line and verifies the normality test. Another ANOVA
test is the residual versus predicted test (Figure 4b), which represents a good ANOVA
model. In this test, all the residuals are randomly distributed, which shows a good model.
Figure 4c presents the variation of Ra with Ay, and it is found that the value of Ra increases
with increase in the Ay, value. This is due to high discharge power, which increases the
crater size and increases the Ra value [40]. It is observed from Figure 4c that amplification
in A values increases Ra values. This is due to high A¢ values in the circuit decreasing
the discharge power; consequently, crater sizes on the surface decrease and hence Ra values.
The increase in SV increases the Ra value. This spark voltage in the IEG increase the
discharge power and this ameliorates the Ra value. Thus, a low value of SV favors the
surface quality [30]. A high value of WT also increases the surface quality by eliminating
the deflections from the wire electrodes. Equation (16) shows the empirical relation between
Ra and input parameters of WEDM.
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Figure 4. Summary of process parameters with respect to Ra.

Final equation in terms of actual factors:

Ra = +1.81125 + 0.12448 x Ao + 9.94792 x 1072 x Ayg +5.57292 x 1072 x SV — 2.96875 x 1072 x WT (16)

4.3. Mean Roughness Depth

Table 7 gives the ANOVA for Rz and it is found that the p-value of the model is less
than 0.05, which confirms the significance of the empirical model. Ay, has the maximum
contribution on Rz with 89.9% contribution. Process parameters such as A, SV and WT
have p-values greater than 0.05; therefore, these parameters play insignificant roles for the
investigation of Rz. From the analysis of tabulated F-values, the maximum influence on Rz
is of Aon, followed by SV, Ay and WT.
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Table 7. ANOVA for Rz.

Source SS % Cont. df MS F-Value p-Value
Model 93.37 - 4 23.34 30.04 <0.0001
A-Aon 91.63 89.9 1 91.63 117.92 <0.0001
B-Aog 0.36 0.35 1 0.36 0.46 0.5102
C-SV 1.36 1.33 1 1.36 1.75 0.2122
D-WT 0.016 0.02 1 0.016 0.021 0.8876

Residual 8.55 8.4 11 0.78

Cor Total 101.92 100 15

Normal % Probability

Normal Plot of Residuals

Figure 5a,b represents the normality test and residual versus predicted test for the
verification of a good ANOVA. The residuals position in both plots are as per the signifi-
cance of good ANOVA. The variations of Rz with Aon, Ay, SV and WT are provided in
Figure 5c. It is clear from Figure 5c that the value of Rz increases with increase in the Ay
value. This is due to high discharge power, which increases the crater size and increases the
Rz values [40]. It is observed from Figure 5c¢ that amplification in A values increases the
Rz value. This is due to the fact that high A values in the circuit diminish the discharge
power; then the crater sizes on the surface decrease and hence Rz values. The increase in
SV increases the Rz value, which is due to increase in the IEG by increasing the SV value
and enhancing the Rz value. Thus, a low value of SV favors the surface quality [30]. A high
value of WT also increases the surface quality by eliminating the deflections from the wire
electrodes. Equation (17) gives the empirical relation between Rz and input parameters
of WEDM.

Rz = +14.22865 + 0.79771 x Aon + 0.025000 x Ay + 0.048646 x SV — 0.015937 x WT 17)
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(c) Variation of Rz with respect to process parameters

Figure 5. Summary of process parameters with respect to Rz.

4.4. Wire Loss (WL) and Reduction in Wire Diameter (DR)

The analysis of WL and DR is presented in Figure 6. Figure 6a shows the normal
distribution plot of WL and it is observed that all the residuals fall on the straight line,
which shows a good ANOVA. Another plot for the verification of ANOVA is the residual
versus predicted plot, and it is evident from Figure 6b that all the residuals are randomly
distributed, which is required for a gopod ANOVA. The measurement of the reduction in
wire diameter (DR) is already discussed in Section 2. The variation of the DR with respect
to the process parameters is depicted in Figure 6¢. The value of DR increases (0.1295 mm
to 0.1393 mm) with the increase in Ay, value from 8 ps to 14 us. The main fact is that at
a high value of Ay, discharge energy is high due to which spark intensity is high [40].
This intensity enhances the DR value upto 0.1393 mm. The value of DR decreases with the
increase in A,¢ and SV value. The increase in A value decreases the current intensity in
the circuit, which decreases the discharge power, due to which the removal of craters from
the wire electrode also decreases. Thus, the reduction in DR value from 0.1347 to 0.134 is
observed. The increase in SV value increases the spark-waiting time in the circuit, whch
decreases the discharge power and consequently the reduction in DR value is observed [39].
The value of DR increases from 0.1303 mm to 0.1384 mm with the increase in WT value
from 8 N to 12 N. With the increase in WT, the irregularities in the wire are eliminated, due
to which the sparks will be uniformly distributed, hence the DR value increases.

Figure 6d exhibit the normal distribution plot of WL (in g), which describes that the
residuals are normally distributed. Figure 6e shows the residual versus predicted plot, in
which all the residuals are randomly distributed. This verifies the good ANOVA in the
present research work. The variation of the WL with respect to the process parameters is
presented in Figure 6f. It is clear from Figure 6f that the value of WL increases with the
increase in Ay, and SV values, while WL decreases with the increase in A,g. The WT has
negligible influence on WL as evident from Figure 6f. It has also been observed that there
is interaction between Ayn and A (Figure 6g), Aon and SV (Figure 6h) and Ay¢ and SV
(Figure 6i). Table 8 gives the ANOVA for DR and WL.
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Figure 6. Summary of process parameters with respect to WL and DR.
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Table 8. ANOVA for WL and DR.

WL
Source SS df MS F-Value Prob > F
Model 1.10 x 1073 7 1.57 x 10~ 1.55 0.275
A-Aon 4.69 x 1072 1 4.69 x 1072 0.46 0.5153
B-A 4.49 x 107> 1 449 x 1075 0.44 0.5243
C-SV 9.90 x 107° 1 9.90 x 107> 0.98 0.3517
D-WT 1.60 x 1077 1 1.60 x 1077 1.58 x 1073 0.9693

AB 242 x 1074 1 242 x 107* 2.39 0.1609
AC 475 x 10* 1 475 x 10~* 4.69 0.0622
BC 1.92 x 1074 1 1.92 x 1074 1.89 0.206
Residual 8.10 x 10~* 8 1.01 x 10™*
Cor Total 1.91 x 1073 15
DR
Source SS df MS F-Value Prob > F
Model 7.35 x 1074 5 147 x 107* 0.89 0.5225
A-Aon 3.84 x 1074 1 3.84 x 107* 2.32 0.1584
B-Aog 1.56 x 106 1 1.56 x 1076 9.47 x 1073 0.9244
C-sv 1.56 x 107 1 1.56 x 1076 9.47 x 1073 0.9244
D-WT 2.64 x 1074 1 2.64 x 107* 1.6 0.2346
CD 8.40 x 107° 1 8.40 x 107° 0.51 0.4919
Residual 1.65 x 1073 10 1.65 x 1074
Cor Total 239 x 1073 15
5. EDAS-PSO

The procedure for the implementation of EDAS was already described in Section 3.
In the first step, the decision matrix is developed as per the Equation (1). After that,
average solutions are calculated along with the PDA and NDA according to Equation (4)
to Equation (7) (Table 9), depending upon the attribute of response variables. In the
next step, the weights are given to each response variable according to their importance.
However, the sum of all the weights should be equal to 1. In the present research, the
number of response variables is five; thus, to provide equal importance to each response
variable the value of each weight is 0.2. To give more importance to any response, more
weight is provided to the specified response. For example, one weight is 0.4 and the other
weights (four responses) are 0.15 each. In the next step, the weights are multiplied by
PDA and NDA to find out the weighted NDA and PDA (Table 10). The normalization
is done using Equations (10) and (11) and shown in Table 11. The appraisal score (AS) is
calculated using Equation (12) and is also given in Table 11. The maximum value of AS
is given a rank of 1 and the minimum value is given a rank of 16. The process parameter
setting corresponding to the maximum AS value provides the optimized setting for all the
response variables.



Materials 2023, 16, 114 19 of 26
Table 9. Computation of PDA and NDA.
Sr. No. PDA NDA
1 0.00000 0.00000 0.11307 0.30324 0.18140 0.00082 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
2 0.00000 0.09778 0.00000 0.21528 0.00000 0.00608 0.09778 0.13637 0.00000 0.16589
3 0.00444 0.00000 0.06687 0.49769 0.06977 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
4 0.00000 0.09075 0.00000 0.00000 0.09457 0.00082 0.09075 0.05369 0.31713 0.00000
5 0.00000 0.00000 0.09761 0.16898 0.00000 0.00082 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.01085
6 0.00000 0.13292 0.00000 0.00000 0.08217 0.00082 0.13292 0.05646 0.12269 0.00000
7 0.00181 0.00000 0.05537 0.20139 0.04496 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
8 0.00000 0.11886 0.00000 0.40046 0.00000 0.00082 0.11886 0.09652 0.00000 0.05427
9 0.00444 0.00000 0.15531 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.11806 0.03566
10 0.00000 0.07248 0.00000 0.27083 0.01395 0.00608 0.07248 0.08819 0.00000 0.00000
11 0.00444 0.00000 0.14222 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.19213 0.07287
12 0.00444 0.15400 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.15400 0.10663 1.74306 0.10387
13 0.00970 0.00000 0.07341 0.34491 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.01085
14 0.00000 0.07388 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.01134 0.07388 0.11079 0.12731 0.07287
15 0.00970 0.00000 0.05537 0.25231 0.12558 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
16 0.00000 0.09918 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.01134 0.09918 0.11059 0.03472 0.08527
Table 10. Computation of Weighted PDA, NDA, SPi and SNi.
Weighted PDA SPi Weighted NDA SNi
0.00000  0.00000 0.02261  0.06065 0.03628  0.11954 0.00016  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00016
0.00000  0.01956  0.00000  0.04306  0.00000 0.06261  0.00122  0.01956  0.02727  0.00000  0.03318  0.08122
0.00089  0.00000 0.01337 0.09954 0.01395 0.12775  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000
0.00000  0.01815  0.00000  0.00000 0.01891  0.03706  0.00016  0.01815 0.01074  0.06343  0.00000  0.09248
0.00000  0.00000 0.01952  0.03380  0.00000  0.05332  0.00016  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000 0.00217  0.00233
0.00000  0.02658  0.00000  0.00000 0.01643 0.04302 0.00016  0.02658  0.01129  0.02454  0.00000  0.06258
0.00036  0.00000 0.01107  0.04028 0.00899  0.06071  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000
0.00000  0.02377  0.00000  0.08009  0.00000 0.10386  0.00016  0.02377  0.01930  0.00000  0.01085  0.05409
0.00089  0.00000 0.03106  0.00000 0.00000 0.03195 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.02361 0.00713  0.03074
0.00000  0.01450 0.00000  0.05417  0.00279  0.07145 0.00122  0.01450 0.01764  0.00000  0.00000  0.03335
0.00089  0.00000 0.02844  0.00000 0.00000  0.02933  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000 0.03843  0.01457  0.05300
0.00089  0.03080 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.03169  0.00000 0.03080 0.02133 0.34861 0.02077  0.42151
0.00194  0.00000 0.01468  0.06898  0.00000  0.08560  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000 0.00217  0.00217
0.00000  0.01478  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000 0.01478 0.00227 0.01478 0.02216  0.02546  0.01457  0.07924
0.00194  0.00000 0.01107 0.05046  0.02512  0.08859  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000
0.00000  0.01984  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000 0.01984 0.00227 0.01984 0.02212 0.00694 0.01705  0.06822
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Table 11. Calculation of NSPi, NSNi, ASi and Rank.

Sr. No. NSPi NSNi ASi Rank
1 0.93573 0.99961 0.96767 2
2 0.49010 0.80730 0.64870 9
3 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1
4 0.29012 0.78061 0.53537 13
5 0.41735 0.99446 0.70591 8
6 0.33673 0.85154 0.59414 10
7 0.47519 1.00000 0.73759 7
8 0.81302 0.87167 0.84234 4
9 0.25008 0.92706 0.58857 11
10 0.55931 0.92088 0.74009 6
11 0.22960 0.87426 0.55193 12
12 0.24804 0.00000 0.12402 16
13 0.67008 0.99485 0.83246 5
14 0.11566 0.81201 0.46384 15
15 0.69347 1.00000 0.84674 3
16 0.15527 0.83815 0.49671 14

In the next step, the AS calculated by the EDAS method is considered as a response
and is modelled according to the regression analysis considering Agn, Ayg, SV and WT
as input parameters. The empirical model is developed and regression coefficients are
calculated. The empirical model is shown in Equation (18):

AS = +1.44288 — 0.037201 X Aon — 4.23625 x 1072 x Ay +3.78521 x 1073 x SV — 0.043355 x WT (18)

The developed empirical model is solved using PSO. Initially, the objective function
is developed as an ‘'m’ file in matlab by the mathworks language. In the PSO, two best
solutions were predicted: one is individual best and another is global best. The global best
solution is the solution at which the maximum value of the response is predicted and the
position is the setting of the input parameters [41]. As the response is ‘AS’, which is the
larger-the-better type. Thus, in PSO to optimize AS, the objective function is

AS = —(Obj. function)

The limits of the process parameters to solve the empirical models are given by
Equation (19) to Equation (22):

8 < Ao <14 (19)
13 < Ao <25 (20)
33 < SV < 45 (21)
8§<WT <12 (22)

The computation was processed using an Intel i5 processor with 8 GB ram. The
average processing time to get the solution was 23 s (average of five trials). The parameters
to solve the PSO are: maximum and minimum values of inertia, 0.4 and 0.1, respectively;
acceleration coefficients C1 and C2 are equal to 1; number of iterations, 100; swarm size, 50.

Figure 7 depicts the best solution investigated with the number of iterations. It is clear
from the Figure 6 that the best AS value is 0.9137, which is obtained after 11 iterations.
After 11 iterations, the value of AS remains constant, thus a straight line is observed. The
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optimized setting predicted after EDAS-PSO is: Aon: 8 pus; Ayge: 13 ps; SV: 45 V; and WT: 8 N.
The values of DA, Ra, Rz, WL and DR are predicted and then the validation experiments
are performed at the optimized setting suggested by EDAS-PSO (Table 12). It was observed
that in the case of responses, the predicted values are in line with the experimental values.
The response variables obtained at the optimized setting are compared with the trial run
number 3, i.e., Aon: 8 us; Ayg: 25 ps; SV: 33 V; and WT: 8 N. The value of AS corresponding
to trial run number 3 is 1. The response variables with the trial run number 3 are comparable
with the response variable investigated at the optimized setting suggested by EDAS-PSO.

-0.84 T T T T T T T T T =
-0.85 [

-0.86

-0.87 |

Best Cost

-0.88 |

-0.89 |

L L L L L L L L

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Iteration
Figure 7. Pareto-optimal front after PSO.
Table 12. Validation experiments.
Predicted Value Experimental Value
Method Parametric Setting
AS DA Ra Rz WL DR DA Ra Rz WL DR
EDAS-PSO (Aon)s(Aofr)13
and EDAS (SV)4s(WT)s 0.9137 95 3.163 22996 0.0182 0.1277 95 3.125 22755 0.0179 0.135
Trial Run (Aon)s(Aoff)2s 1 95375 3216 22713 0.0286 0.1231 955 3.115 2353 0.0108 0.125
(SV)33(WT)s

It was observed that the experimental values have a close agreement with predicted
values at the suggested solutions. Thus, the proposed technique can be successfully
implemented for the optimization of the process parameters of WEDM while machining
titanium alloys.

6. Morphological Investigations

Figure 8 presents the morphological investigations of the machined surfaces at differ-
ent machining conditions.
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(b) Morphology at Aon: 8 us; Aoff: 13 us; SV: 45 V; and WT: 8 N

Figure 8. Morphology of machined surface.
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A high value of Ayn and low value of A are considered as high energy parameters,
while a low value of Ay, and high value of A ¢ are assumed as low energy parameters.
Therefore, Figure 8a is the morphology of the surface obtained at low discharge parameters.
It is evident from Figure 6a that initially material was melted and then the rapid cooling due
to the dielectric became the reason for microcracks. In this case, the thermal stresses become
greater than the fracture strength and crack formation takes place [42]. The lumps are
observed on the surface, due to the deposition of the melted materials. The main function
of the dielectric is to eliminate the debris from the working area, but if the time between
two pulses is less then lumps are observed to be deposited on the machined surface [43].
The large amount of discharge energy removes large craters from the machined surface
and forms the sub-surface. In Figure 8a, the surface defects are less as compared to the
surface defects observed in Figure 8b. The main reason for this is the large discharge energy
parameters in Figure 8b. The large amount of discharge creates a large number of defects.
These defects include deposited lumps, globules, microcracks and sub-surface formations.

7. Conclusions

After the machining of pure titanium by WEDM at different settings of process param-
eters (Aon, Aofr, SV and WT), the following conclusions are drawn:

1. The pure titanium is machined successfully using WEDM at different parametric settings.

2. Fromthe ANOVA, itis found that A,y is the major influencing factor for the evaluation
of DA, Ra, Rz, WL and DR. The DA decreases with the increase in A, value, while
Ra, Rz, WL and DR values increases with the increase in A, value.

3.  The statistical summary suggests that the models developed for DA, Ra, Rz, WL
and DA are significant, while lack of fit are non-significant. These tests verified the
presence of a good ANOVA.

4. The multi-response optimization for the optimal solution is predicted using the
integrated approach of EDAS-PSO. The optimal setting for the machining of Ti is:
Aon: 8 ps; Agge: 13 ps; SV: 45 V; and WT: 8 N. The suggested predicted solution at the
optimized setting is: DA: 95%; Ra: 3.163 um; Rz: 22.99 um; WL: 0.0182 g; and DR:
0.1277 mm.

5. The morphology of the machined surface indicates the presence of deposited lumps,
microcracks, sub-surface formation and globules. At the optimized setting suggested
by EDAS-PSO, the number of defects on the machined surface is reduced significantly.

6.  The SEM micrographs show that the more compact structure was obtained at the opti-
mized setting due to smaller grain formation, which forms the more refined material.

The proposed method of optimization can be implemented for the investigation of
other responses viz.: cutting rate, geometrical error, residual stresses, etc. The proposed
method of optimization can also be used for the optimization of other manufacturing
processes such as ultrasonic machining, laser beam machining, abrasive jet machining,
abrasive flow machining, abrasive water jet machining, etc.
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Nomenclature
Abbreviation Description
Aon, Ton Pulse on-time
ANN Artificial Neural Networks
Aoff, Toff Pulse off-time
AS Appraisal Score
BBD Box-Behnken design
DA Dimensional accuracy
df Degree of freedom
DR Diameter reduction
EDAS Evaluation Based on Distance from Average Solution
m number of alternatives
MS Mean square
n number of attributes
NDA Negative distance from average
NSN Normalized SN
NSP Normalized SP
PDA Positive distance from average
Pjj Performance value of the ith alternative corresponding to jth criterion
PSO Particle Swarm Optimization
Ra Average surface roughness
RSM Response surface methodology
Rz Root mean square surface roughness
SN Sum of NDA
SP Sum of PDA
SR Surface roughness
SS Sum of square
SV Servo voltage
WEDM Wire electric discharge machining
WEF Wire feed
WL Wire loss
WT Wire tension
References
1.  Rack, HJ.; Qazi, ].I. Titanium alloys for biomedical applications. Mater. Sci. Eng. C 2006, 26, 1269-1277. [CrossRef]
2. Elias, C.N,; Lima, ]. H.C,; Valiev, R.; Meyers, M.A. Biomedical applications of titanium and its alloys. J. Miner. 2008, 60, 46—49.
[CrossRef]
3. De Viteri, V.S; Fuentes, E. Titanium and Titanium Alloys as Biomaterials. Tribol.-Fundam. Adv. 2013, 5, 154-181.
4. Veiga, C.; Davim, J.P. Review on machinability of titanium alloys: The process perspective. Rev. Adv. Mater. Sci. 2013, 34, 148-164.
5. Niknam, S.A.; Khettabi, R.; Songmene, V. Machinability and Machining of Titanium Alloys: A Review; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg,
Germany, 2014. [CrossRef]
6. Manjaiah, M.; Narendranath, S.; Basavarajappa, S. A review on machining of titanium based alloys. Rev. Adv. Mater. Sci. 2014, 36,
89-111.
7.  Zoya, Z.A; Krishnamurthy, R. Performance of CBN tools in the machining of titanium alloys. J. Mater. Process. Technol. 2000, 100,
80-86. [CrossRef]
8.  Prengel, H.G,; Pfouts, W.R.; Santhanam, A.T. HtIINOLO I State of the art in hard coatings for carbide cutting tools. Surf. Coat.
Technol. 1998, 102, 183-190. [CrossRef]
9.  Mantle, A.L.; Aspinwall, D.K. Surface integrity of a high speed milled gamma titanium aluminide. J. Mater. Process. Technol. 2001,
118, 143-150. [CrossRef]
10.  Sridhar, B.R.; Devananda, G.; Ramachandra, K.; Bhat, R. Effect of machining parameters and heat treatment on the residual stress
distribution in titanium alloy IMI-834. J. Mater. Process. Technol. 2003, 139, 628-634. [CrossRef]
11.  Abbas, N.M.; Solomon, D.G.; Bahari, F. A review on current research trends in electrical discharge machining. Int. J. Mach. Tools
Manuf. 2007, 47, 1214-1228. [CrossRef]
12.  Kansal, HK.; Singh, S.; Kumar, P. Technology and research developments in powder mixed electric discharge machining
(PMEDM). J. Mater. Process. Technol. 2007, 184, 32-41. [CrossRef]
13.  Annebushan, M.; Marla, D.; Kumar, R. Heliyon Methods and variables in Electrical discharge machining of titanium alloy—A

review. Heliyon 2020, 6, e05554. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.msec.2005.08.032
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11837-008-0031-1
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-43902-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-0136(99)00464-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0257-8972(96)03061-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-0136(01)00914-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-0136(03)00612-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmachtools.2006.08.026
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmatprotec.2006.10.046
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2020.e05554

Materials 2023, 16, 114 25 of 26

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.
38.

39.

40.

Nourbakhsh, E; Rajurkar, K.P.; Malshe, A.P,; Cao, ]. Wire electro-discharge machining of titanium alloy. Procedia-Soc. Behav. Sci.
2013, 5, 13-18. [CrossRef]

Alias, A.; Abdullah, B.; Mohd, N. Influence of machine feed rate in wedm of titanium Ti-6Al-4V with constant current (6A) using
brass wire. Procedia Eng. 2012, 41, 1806-1811. [CrossRef]

Sivaprakasam, P.; Hariharan, P.; Gowri, S. Engineering Science and Technology, an International Journal Modeling and analysis of
micro-WEDM process of titanium alloy (Ti-6A1-4V) using response surface approach. Eng. Sci. Technol. Int. |. 2014, 17, 227-235.
[CrossRef]

Majumder, H.; Maity, K. Performance analysis in WEDM of titanium grade 6 through process capability index. World |. Eng. 2020,
17,144-151. [CrossRef]

Prasanna, R.; Gopal, PM.; Uthayakumar, M.; Aravind, S. Multicriteria Optimization of Machining Parameters in WEDM of Titanium
Alloy 6242; Springer: Singapore, 2019; ISBN 9789811363740.

Chaudhari, R.; Vora, J.; Vishal, D.M.P,; Sakshum, W. Multi-response Optimization of WEDM Parameters Using an Integrated
Approach of RSM-GRA Analysis for Pure Titanium. J. Inst. Eng. Ser. D 2020, 101, 117-126. [CrossRef]

Thangaraj, M.; Annamalai, R.; Moiduddin, K.; Alkindi, M.; Ramalingam, S.; Alghamdi, O. Enhancing the surface quality of micro
titanium alloy specimen in WEDM process by adopting TGRA-based optimization. Materials 2020, 13, 1440. [CrossRef]
Srinivasarao, G.; Suneel, D. Parametric Optimization of WEDM on «-f3 Titanium Alloy using Desirability Approach. Mater. Today
Proc. 2018, 5, 7937-7946. [CrossRef]

Kumar, A.; Kumar, V.; Kumar, J. Multi-response optimization of process parameters based on response surface methodology for
pure titanium using WEDM process. Int. J. Adv. Manuf. Technol. 2013, 68, 2645-2668. [CrossRef]

Raj, D.A ; Senthilvelan, T. Empirical Modelling and Optimization of Process Parameters of machining Titanium alloy by Wire-EDM
using RSM. Mater. Today Proc. 2015, 2, 1682-1690. [CrossRef]

Nandakumar, C.; Mohan, B.; Senthilkumar, C.; Vickram, K. Modeling and Optimization of WEDM of Titanium. Appl. Mech. Mater.
2015, 767, 873-877. [CrossRef]

Priyadarshini, M.; Behera, A.; Swain, B.; Patel, S. Materials Today: Proceedings Multi-objective optimization of EDM process for
titanium alloy. Mater. Today Proc. 2020, 33, 5526-5529. [CrossRef]

Majumder, H.; Maity, K.P. Predictive Analysis on Responses in WEDM of Titanium Grade 6 Using General Regression Neural
Network (GRNN) and Multiple Regression Analysis (MRA). Silicon 2018, 10, 1763-1776. [CrossRef]

Majumder, H.; Maity, K. Optimization of Machining Condition in WEDM for Titanium Grade 6 Using MOORA Coupled with
PCA | A Multivariate Hybrid Approach. J. Adv. Manuf. Syst. 2017, 16, 81-99. [CrossRef]

Gupta, N.K.; Somani, N.; Prakash, C.; Singh, R.; Walia, A.S.; Singh, S.; Pruncu, C.I. Revealing the WEDM Process Parameters for
the Machining of Pure and Heat-Treated Titanium (Ti-6Al-4V) Alloy. Materials 2021, 14, 2292. [CrossRef]

Goyal, A.; Gautam, N.; Pathak, V.K. An adaptive neuro-fuzzy and NSGA-II-based hybrid approach for modelling and multi-
objective optimization of WEDM quality characteristics during machining titanium alloy. Neural Comput. Appl. 2021, 33,
16659-16674. [CrossRef]

Sharma, N.; Gupta, R.D.; Khanna, R.; Sharma, R.C.; Sharma, Y.K. Machining of Ti-6Al-4V biomedical alloy by WEDM: Investiga-
tion and optimization of MRR and Rz using grey-harmony search. World J. Eng. 2021. [CrossRef]

Farooq, M.U.; Ali, M.A; He, Y,; Khan, A.M.; Pruncu, C.I; Kashif, M.; Ahmed, N.; Asif, N. Curved profiles machining of Ti6Al4V
alloy through WEDM: Investigations on geometrical errors. J. Mater. Res. Technol. 2020, 9, 16186-16201. [CrossRef]

Fuse, K.; Dalsaniya, A.; Modji, D.; Vora, J.; Pimenov, D.Y.; Giasin, K.; Prajapati, P.; Chaudhari, R.; Wojciechowski, S. Integration of
fuzzy AHP and fuzzy TOPSIS methods for wire electric discharge machining of titanium (Ti6Al4V) alloy using RSM. Materials
2021, 14, 7408. [CrossRef]

Kumar, A.; Sharma, R.; Gujral, R. Investigation of crack density, white layer thickness, and material characterization of biocom-
patible material commercially pure titanium (grade-2) through a wire electric discharge machining process using a response
surface methodology. Proc. Inst. Mech. Eng. Part E |. Process Mech. Eng. 2021, 235, 2073-2097. [CrossRef]

Pramanik, A.; Basak, A.K.; Prakash, C. Understanding the wire electrical discharge machining of Ti6Al4V alloy. Heliyon 2019,
5, e01473. [CrossRef]

Sharma, N.; Khanna, R.; Sharma, Y.K.; Gupta, R.D. Multi-quality characteristics optimisation on WEDM for Ti-6Al-4V using
Taguchi-grey relational theory. Int. . Mach. Mach. Mater. 2019, 21, 66-81. [CrossRef]

Kennedy, J.; Eberhart, R. Particle swarm optimization. In Proceedings of the ICNN’95-International Conference on Neural
Networks, Perth, WA, Australia, 27 November-1 December 1995; IEEE: Perth, Australia, 1995; Volume 4, pp. 1942-1948.
Montgomery, D.C. Design and Analysis of Experiments; John Wiley & Sons: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2017.

Sen, B.; Hussain SA, I.; Gupta, A.D.; Gupta, M.K,; Pimenov, D.Y.; Mikotajczyk, T. Application of type-2 fuzzy AHP-ARAS for
selecting optimal WEDM parameters. Metals 2020, 11, 42. [CrossRef]

Garg, M.P; Jain, A.; Bhushan, G. Modelling and multi-objective optimization of process parameters of wire electrical discharge
machining using non-dominated sorting genetic algorithm-II. Proc. Inst. Mech. Eng. Part B ]. Eng. Manuf. 2012, 226, 1986-2001.
[CrossRef]

Sharma, N.; Khanna, R.; Gupta, R. Multi quality characteristics of WEDM process parameters with RSM. Procedia Eng. 2013, 64,
710-719. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.procir.2013.01.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.proeng.2012.07.387
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jestch.2014.06.004
http://doi.org/10.1108/WJE-04-2019-0126
http://doi.org/10.1007/s40033-020-00204-7
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma13061440
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2017.11.476
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00170-013-4861-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2015.07.096
http://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/AMM.766-767.873
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2020.03.492
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12633-017-9667-1
http://doi.org/10.1142/S0219686717500068
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma14092292
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00521-021-06261-7
http://doi.org/10.1108/WJE-05-2021-0278
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmrt.2020.11.067
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma14237408
http://doi.org/10.1177/09544089211028777
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2019.e01473
http://doi.org/10.1504/IJMMM.2019.098067
http://doi.org/10.3390/met11010042
http://doi.org/10.1177/0954405412462778
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.proeng.2013.09.146

Materials 2023, 16, 114 26 of 26

41. Goyal, KK,; Sharma, N.; Dev Gupta, R; Singh, G.; Rani, D.; Banga, H.K.; Kumar, R.; Pimenov, D.Y.; Giasin, K. A Soft Computing-
Based Analysis of Cutting Rate and Recast Layer Thickness for AZ31 Alloy on WEDM Using RSM-MOPSO. Materials 2022,
15, 635. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Lee, S.H.; Li, X. Study of the surface integrity of the machined workpiece in the EDM of tungsten carbide. J. Mater. Process. Technol.
2003, 139, 315-321. [CrossRef]

43. Rohilla, VK,; Goyal, R.; Kumar, A,; Singla, Y.K.; Sharma, N. Surface integrity analysis of surfaces of nickel-based alloys machined
with distilled water and aluminium powder-mixed dielectric fluid after WEDM. Int. |. Adv. Manuf. Technol. 2021, 116, 2467-2472.
[CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


http://doi.org/10.3390/ma15020635
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35057352
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-0136(03)00547-8
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00170-021-07610-5

	Introduction 
	Electric Discharge Machining (EDM) of Titanium and Its Alloys 
	Optimization Techniques for WEDM Process Parameters 

	Experimental Procedure and Data Collection 
	Methodology Adopted 
	Evaluation Based on Distance from Average Solution (EDAS) 
	PSO 

	Results and Discussion 
	Analysis for Response Characteristics 
	Mean Surface Roughness 
	Mean Roughness Depth 
	Wire Loss (WL) and Reduction in Wire Diameter (DR) 

	EDAS-PSO 
	Morphological Investigations 
	Conclusions 
	References

