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Abstract: Due to the higher demand for energy efficient products, light-weight constructions have
become more important in recent years. An innovative, hydrostatic extruded Al-Mg-compound used
here combines the corrosion resistance of aluminium with the outstanding lightweight properties of
magnesium. During the production process, a thin boundary layer is built between the two basic
materials. Investigations on further hot forming processing revealed a good formability of these
compounds despite the fact that the boundary layer splits into fragments during forging and a new
secondary boundary layer is built when the basic materials between the fragments come into contact
again during the continuous deformation. The aim of the research is now to investigate fragmentation
depending on the deformation rate and boundary layer thickness, which increases during the heat-up
process in preparation of forging. For this purpose, a channel compression test is used in conjunction
with a special newly developed specimen shape. The metallographic evaluation of the boundary layer
reveals a strong dependency of fragmentation on the deformation rate and the boundary layer thickness.
With the aid of a numerical simulation, an individual critical stretch could be determined at which
fragmentation starts, and provide guidance for an optimal forging process design.

Keywords: aluminium; magnesium; hydrostatic extrusion; compound; channel compression test;
microstructure; fragmentation

1. Introduction

Within the Collaborative Research Center 692, the potential of aluminium-based light-weight
materials is utilized under the consideration of many influencing factors during processing.
In one field, the research focuses on Al-based hybrid structures that combine magnesium and
aluminium. Such an Al-Mg-compound connects the corrosion resistance of aluminium with the
outstanding lightweight properties of magnesium, having a 35% lower density. This offers the potential
to comply with the requirement of weight saving in several fields of industry, e.g., automotive [1]
and aeronautical. Therefore, several investigations have been done since the early 1970s on the
co-extrusion process with different material combinations [2–4].

Through the production process of these compounds, a 1–2 µm thin interface develops everywhere
between the two basic materials. The compound together with the interface was under examination
regarding production process and resulting bonding quality, strength of the basic materials, interfacial
strength, residual stresses, fracture mechanical properties and formability [5–9] as described below.
The formability of such hybrid structures including their interface are rarely investigated. There are
only publications from Kosch [10,11], Foydl [12] and Feuerhack [5], who made two main findings
during further forging processes, evaluating the formability of the compounds. Firstly, the heat-up
process in preparation of forging leads to an enormous growth of the boundary layer up to a thickness
of at least 25 µm. Secondly, the boundary layer splits into fragments during forging and a new thin
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secondary boundary layer is built when the basic materials between the fragments come into contact
again during continuous deformation. Continuing these investigations, the fragmentation process is
analysed closer in this paper regarding the dependency on the deformation rate and boundary layer
thickness due its importance for the bearing capacity of the whole hybrid structure.

The compound presented here is produced by hydrostatic co-extrusion at CEP GmbH, Freiberg,
Germany. The principle production process is shown in Figure 1. Hydrostatic co-extrusion is
characterized by a force transmission through a pressure medium that surrounds the bi-material bolt
and leads to good lubrication between bolt and container or die during pressing. The materials used
were the lightweight alloys AZ31 and AA6082. The outer diameter of the manufactured compound
amounts to 20 mm and the inner diameter to 14.5 mm. Further information about the process and
optimisation possibilities can be found in [5,7,13,14].

Container

Bimetal rod 

Die

Pressure 
medium

Bolt with sleeve (Al) 
and core (Mg)

Punch

Figure 1. Principle of hydrostatic co-extrusion.

After the manufacturing process at 300 ◦C, the compound cools down to room temperature
causing residual stresses due to differences in the thermal expansion coefficient. Nevertheless, the
residual stresses stay at a low level of 16 N/mm2 [6,15,16] and do not have to be considered during
stress analysis in subsequent loading tests.

Investigations with bending tests regarding the determination of the interfacial strength were
performed in a wide temperature range from room temperature up to 400 ◦C [6,17–19]. The loading
condition and the specimen shape are designed such that failure occurs under a tensile normal stress.
At room temperature, the bending specimens failed with a brittle fracture and revealed a high interfacial
strength of about 140–250 N/mm2. The brittle material behavior of the boundary layer under bending
at room temperature correlates with the results of the fracture mechanical tests [6,20]. An increase
of the temperature leads to a massive reduction of the interfacial strength (400 ◦C: 10–60 N/mm2).
Furthermore, a good formability of the compound at high temperatures could be shown, which resulted
partly in failure through large plastic deformation under bending. In these cases, the bending strength
of the boundary layer is higher than the yield stress of the basic materials, which is important for
further forging processes [21].

The rotationally symmetric compound has be further processed by forging, utilizing it for
various purposes. Investigations regarding the forging processes upsetting, spreading and rising
showed a good formability of the compound at 300 ◦C [5,7,9]. During the heat-up process in
preparation of forging, the boundary layer grows up to a thickness of at least 25 µm due to diffusion
based processes [22]. Depending on the load direction during forging, the boundary layer stays intact or
splits into fragments. The reason can be found in the elongated bar-shaped microstructure (Figure 2a,b).
In the case of a load in the transverse direction of the grains or under a hydrostatic pressure, the
boundary layer exhibits a high formability. A load in the direction of the grains leads to a fragmentation
following a damage mechanism. At first, the boundary layer splits (step 1). After fracture, the
fragments drift apart and, depending on the further deformation, potentially rotate (step 2). In the case
of a new contact of the two basic materials between the fragments, a new secondary boundary layer
is built as shown in Figure 2c (step 3). The newly developed damage model from Feuerhack already
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enables determining critical areas regarding fragmentation. The missing differentiation between
areas with stretching and compression makes a critical check for plausibility necessary. Due to the
also missing influence of the grain structure and specific material properties, the damage model
cannot show a load-dependent deformability of the boundary layer either. The quantification of the
critical stretch regarding the onset of the fragmentation is part of the presented work and continues
the work of Feuerhack.
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Figure 2. Representation of the grain structure (a) Electron backscatter diffraction phase map;
(b) Inverse pole figure map; (c) principle state of the boundary layer after fragmentation [5].

Quantifying the critical stretch regarding the onset of fragmentation requires an experiment that
causes a stretch of the boundary layer. In addition, different load states have to be investigated to detect the
starting time of fragmentation. Furthermore, the metallographic analysis of the fragmentation state is only
possible in a cutting plane. Therefore, the fragmentation state should be homogeneous in one direction,
making the evaluation independent from the position of the normal cutting plane along that direction.

Tensile tests cause a stretch of the boundary layer under a known stress state. Due to a limited
degree of deformation and the necessary amount of tests to cover different load states, tensile tests are
not suitable for this purpose.

The channel compression test [23] together with a newly developed specimen shape causes
an unequal distribution of the boundary layer stretch. Such a test is very well-suited due to the
possibility to examine different deformation states of the boundary layer in one specimen. As the
name of the channel compression test suggests, the deformation is limited to a compression of the
height and a stretching along the channel. The sample width stays steady under ideal circumstances,
leading to a plain strain state, which is another main advantage of such a test.

2. Materials and Methods

The lateral sample guiding is realised by two steering plates screwed onto a base plate (Figure 3a,b).
By the through bores, they can be adjusted to the present stamp position and the width of the
actual specimen. To prevent sliding of the steering plates during compression, additional clamping
jaws are used. All areas that are in contact with the specimen are polished and lubricated with
a MoS2-paste. The loading device can be implemented into different testing machines together with
a temperature chamber. All compression tests performed with a stamp velocity of 2 mm/s are realised
in an 100 kN ZWICK/ROELL universal testing machine (Zwick GmbH & Co. KG, Ulm, Germany)
with an additional 5 kN force transducer. For all other tests, a 50 kN INSTRON hydraulic testing
machine (Instron GmbH, Darmstadt, Germany) is used (Figure 3c). The air heater is controlled by the
specimen temperature that is about 300 ◦C during testing. The thermal isolation of the loading device
is attained by ceramic punches, serving also as an universal base for different loading devices and
connecting parts for different testing machines.
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Figure 3. Loading device for the channel compression test (a) Computer-aided design depiction;
(b) experiment; (c) implementation into a temperature chamber and a 50 kN INSTRON hydraulic
testing machine.

The dimensions of the specimen used for the channel compression test are shown in Figure 4
together with the associated coordinate system. The reduction of the height (y-direction) during testing
correlates with a radial compression, taking the point of withdrawal in the compound into account.
The specimen elongation parallel to the channel is equivalent to an elongation in the x-direction of the
specimen and respectively the tangential direction in the compound. A deformation in the z-direction
of the specimen that conforms to the extrusion direction is negligible through the steering plates.
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Figure 4. Channel compression specimen (all units are in mm) (a) dimensions and coordinate system;
(b) positions in the undeformed cross-section.

All channel compression tests are summarized in Table 1. Every set of parameters is represented
by three specimens extracted from the same rope section. The boundary layer thickness can be
adjusted by a previous thermal treatment as shown in [22]. This growth is based on the diffusion
of atoms across the interface at a temperature below the eutectic temperature. The lowest thickness
of 7.5 µm emerges already through the loading device heat-up process to 300 ◦C, lasting 120 min,
while the specimen is already located in the channel. The specimen temperature complies with
the billet temperature during the former hot mass forming processes carried out by Feuerhack [5].
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Boundary layer thicknesses of 10 µm and 12.5 µm are reached by an additional dwell time before
compression for 15 min and 30 min respectively. To achieve a thickness of 25 µm without a longer
dwell time, the specimen is heated up to a temperature of 350 ◦C for 10 min and then quickly cooled
down to test temperature of 300 ◦C by opening the oven door.

Table 1. Overview of all parameter sets.

Boundary Layer Thickness d Stamp Velocity Abbreviation

25 µm 0.2 mm/s V1
25 µm 2 mm/s V2/D4
25 µm 20 mm/s V3
25 µm 200 mm/s V4

7.5 µm 2 mm/s D1
10 µm 2 mm/s D2

12.5 µm 2 mm/s D3

To ensure the, in some cases, very high stamp velocities from the beginning of the compression,
a run-up is included in the test procedure. A run-up distance of 1 mm is sufficient to reach the required
stamp velocities. Due to the elasticity of the experimental setup, the traverse stroke differs from the
sample height reduction and has to be adjusted to ensure a compression of 1 mm. Immediately after the
compression, the sample is removed from the channel and cools down to room temperature. This step
prevents a subsequent thermal treatment and accordingly an additional boundary layer growth.

2.1. Metallographic Evaluation

At first, the check of the real boundary layer thickness is performed. With the aid of the digital
light microscope Leica VZ700 C with a DVM2500 camera (Leica Microsystems GmbH, Wetzlar,
Germany), the sample edges are closely investigated. These positions are appropriate due to the
negligible deformation during the compression because of the special sample shape (see Section 3.2).
The boundary layer thickness here corresponds to the state directly before the compression test.
To minimize the influence of local fluctuations in the thickness and for a statistical coverage, five
measurement points at both outer edges are analyzed per sample. The present average thicknesses
differ only slightly from the desired ones. The maximum deviations (2.5 µm) and fluctuations can be
detected for a thickness of 25 µm, resulting from distinctions in the heating process.

In regards to the following evaluation of the boundary layer structure with respect to the number
and length of fragments together with the distance between them, it is worthwhile to depict the
whole boundary layer in one image. The related microscope software enables an image extension
to cover large structures with a sufficient resolution. After preparing boundary layer images of all
specimens, each fragment and gap is sized (Figure 5) to receive information about the boundary layer
behavior under load. If the basic materials come into contact again between two fragments, a new
secondary boundary layer is built that still belongs to the gap and is not treated as a new fragment.
The deformation behavior of the secondary boundary layer cannot be investigated with the channel
compression test shown here. Due to an unknown point of development, this layer is only exposed to
an unknown part of the complete deformation. Furthermore, the thickness differs enormously from
the primary boundary layer, resulting probably in another deformation behavior as the following
investigations indicate. In the following assessment, the designation interface includes the complete
contact area of the two basic materials and therefore contains fragments and gaps. The designation
boundary layer only contains the fragments.
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Figure 5. Example image of the boundary layer after channel compression with fragments and gaps.

The schematic sketch in Figure 6 shows the measured dimensions above described together with
the associated parameters used for the evaluation. The length l0 corresponds to the theoretical initial
boundary layer length in an ideal manufactured specimen without the meandering shape of the real
boundary layer. A measurement of the real initial boundary layer is not possible due to the necessary
new surface preparation after channel compression, resulting in a material removal and accordingly
another cross section. Additionally, the disposal of the embedding resin after measuring l0 could
damage the specimen and its boundary layer.

Boundary layer after 
the heating process

Boundary layer after 
channel compression

Figure 6. Schematic sketch of the boundary layer before and after channel compression.

Receiving initial information about the ductility of the boundary layer, the length of the fragments
is summed up to lF

T in Equation (1) to compute the average fragment strain according to Equation (2).
εF should not be seen as a breaking elongation of the boundary layer due to the strong strain
inhomogeneity in the specimen due to the special specimen shape:

lF
T =

n

∑
i=1

lF
i , (1)

εF =
lF
T − l0

l0
. (2)

The lengths of the gaps are also summed up to lG
T in Equation (3) and used to calculate the

percentage of gaps on the interface pG after channel compression according to Equation (4). In contrast
to εF, the variable pG is only based on dimensions measured at the deformed cross section and is not
subjected to any assumptions like l0:

lG
T =

n−1

∑
i=1

lG
i , (3)

pG =
lG
T
l1

× 100%. (4)
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2.2. Stretch of the Boundary Layer

The special specimen shape induces an irregular distribution of the boundary layer stretch.
This results in an area of fragmentation that is always located in the middle of the interface. In the
outer parts, no fragmentation occurs. To determine the distribution of the boundary layer stretch,
a numerical simulation of the channel compression test is performed with ABAQUS 6.14-4 (Dassault
Systèmes Simulia Corp., Providence, RI, USA).

To verify the numerical simulation, the profile of the boundary layer after the compression is
used. A comparison of all 21 boundary layer profiles reveals no significant differences independent
of the fragmentation state. The measurement of the profile is done by a dot-wise scanning in the
image of the whole specimen shown. The specimen 3 of the parameter set V3 serves as a reference.
Due to the approximately identical profiles, the deformation behavior and the fragmentation state of
the boundary layer respectively seem to have no influence on the specimens macroscopic deformation.
For that reason, the boundary layer is not included in the simulation.

The three-dimensional simulation is based on some simplifications and makes use of both symmetries.
A schematic display of the numerical setup is shown in Figure 7 together with the used mesh geometry.
The stamp, steering plates and base plate consist of rigid bodies. The steering plates and the base
plate are connected to the channel and rigidly clamped. The stamp performs a vertical shift of 1 mm.
Shifts in all other directions and rotations are suppressed. The determined stamp shift does not correlate
with the traverse stroke in the experiments due to the missing elasticities of the experimental setup
in the numerical simulation. The stamp velocity is 200 mm/s. At the sections with contact boundary
conditions, friction is assumed. Between channel and specimen, a friction coefficient of 0.1 is determined
due to the lubrication. The specimen’s top and the stamp are not lubricated, which is why the friction
coefficient here is increased to 0.2. The heat-up and cool-down processes as well as the load relief after
the compression test are not considered in the simulation.

X

Y

Z

AA6082
channel

AZ31

stamp

yz-plane of symmetry

xy-plane of symmetry

Figure 7. Numerical simulation of the channel compression test - schematic display of the setup
together with the used mesh geometry.

The material behavior in the simulation is based on flow curves determined by tensile tests with
dwell times and monolithic specimens extracted from the hydrostatic extruded rode. More information
about the tensile tests can be found in [24]. A tension–compression–anisotropy that occurs through the
production process is not considered in the simulation. According to NOSTER [25], the influence of
the stress direction on the deformation behavior of hot-rolled AZ31 at room temperature disappears
at 300 ◦C. Therefore, the use of an isotropic material behavior is permitted.

The implementation of rate-dependent flow curves in ABAQUS is possible through the
specification of a quasi-static flow curve together with the increase of the yield stress in accordance with
the equivalent plastic strain rate. The flow curves for AZ31 and AA6082, respectively, are described
in Figures 8 and 9. The approximate quasi-static flow curves correspond to the experimentally
determined curves at a logarithmic deformation rate of 5 × 10−5 s−1. The deformation rate in
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conjunction with a stamp velocity of 200 mm/s exceeds the deformation rate of the tensile tests,
for which reason the flow curves are extrapolated.
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Figure 8. Numerical and experimental flow curves of AZ31.

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3

60

0

T
ru

e 
st

re
ss

   
   

 i
n

 M
P

a

Logarithmic strain

80

40

20

Figure 9. Numerical and experimental flow curves of AA6082.

Both the quasi-static flow curves as well as the increasing of the yield stress are adapted and
extrapolated, respectively, with the aim of fitting the boundary layer profile in the simulation
to the measured one. The deviations from the measured flow curves that could emerge are
subordinated to this aim. A comparison of the real boundary layer profile with the simulation
revealed a satisfactory accordance (Figure 10), allowing to deduce the stretch of the boundary layer
from the numerical simulation.
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Figure 10. Comparison of the measured boundary layer profile (parameter set V3 specimen 3) and the
profile based on the numerical simulation (mirrored at x = 0), no true-to-scale illustration.
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3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Metallographic Evaluation

Receiving initial information about the ductility of the boundary layer, the average fragment
strain and the percentage of gaps are evaluated. The results regarding the dependency on stamp
velocity of a 25 µm thick boundary layer are shown in Figure 11. The large deviations between
samples with the same boundary layer thickness result from irregularities in the microstructure
(e.g., inclusions, the meander shape of the boundary layer, etc.) and small deviations during testing
(e.g., testing temperature, stamp stroke, etc.). The maximum average fragment strain of εF = 6.9%
is reached with a stamp velocity of 0.2 mm/s. Such a deformation is very slow in comparison to
mass forming processes and not industrially used. The remaining higher stamp velocities lead
to no significant fragment strain εF and thereby reveal a brittle material behavior. The shift from
brittle to ductile material behavior lies between the stamp velocities 0.2 mm/s (εF = 6.9%) and
2 mm/s (εF = 1.9%). Such a brittle-to-ductile transition in β- and γ-Al-Mg-phases at 300 ◦C is known
from the literature [26,27]. The microstructure seems to have a significant influence due to the
possibility of grain boundary sliding and the effects on the dislocation movement.

(a) Average fragment strain for the three specimens of each parameter set.

(b) Percentage of gaps on the interface for the three specimens of each parameter 
set together with the number of gaps in the beams.
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Figure 11. Results of the parameter sets with a boundary layer thickness of 25 µm and a varying stamp
velocity (a) εF and (b) pG.

As expected, this trend is also seen by considering the percentage amount of gaps on the interface
(Figure 11b). The brittle material behavior expresses itself through an increasing amount of gaps
on the interface. The stretch of the interface then arises from the fragment movement and not from the
stretch of the fragments.

The comparison of the interface structures in Figure 12 shows two brittle boundary layers.
The interface of V4 is represented by a large number of gaps and short fragments, respectively.



Metals 2018, 8, 157 10 of 14

The distinctive higher amount of gaps in V4 than in V2 indicates an increasing brittleness with higher
stamp velocities even though the difference in the average fragment strain is small.

100µm 100µm(a) (b)

Figure 12. Comparison of the fragmentation state in parameter set (a) V4 and (b) V2.

The dependency of the fragmentation state on the boundary layer thickness is investigated
by the same strategy. The associated diagrams are shown in Figure 13. Here again, a clear trend
becomes apparent. With a decreasing boundary layer thickness, the ductility increases significantly up
to an average fragment strain of 15.6% for a thickness of 7.5 µm.

D4
25 µm

D3
12.5 µm

D2
10 µm

D1
7.5 µm

(a) Average fragment strain for the three specimens of each parameter set.

(b) Percentage of gaps on the interface for the three specimens of each parameter 
set together with the number of gaps in the beams.
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Boundary layer thickness

Figure 13. Results of the parameter sets with varying boundary layer thickness and a stamp velocity of
2 mm/s (a) εF and (b) pG.

The percentage of gaps on the interface follows, as expected, a reverse trend compared to the
average fragment strain. Decreasing the boundary layer thickness also leads to a decreasing pG due to
an enhanced ductility. The stretch of the interface then results from the stretch of the boundary layer.
Firstly remarkable is the extremely low number of gaps for the parameter set D1. Additionally, the gaps
seems to be randomly distributed. Secondly, the comparison of the sets D3 (12.5 µm) and D4 (25 µm)
reveals an almost identical number of gaps and fragments, respectively. Only the size of the gaps is
smaller in D3, therefore indicating a more ductile material behavior. It might be assumed that these
gaps emerge at a later point in time in the channel compression test, resulting in the partial filling of
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the gaps with the basic materials. For a 25 µm thick boundary layer, the interface elongation happens
through a movement of the fragments already evolving at the beginning of the compression and
resulting in larger gaps.

3.2. Stretch of the Boundary Layer

The computation of the boundary layer stretch is based on the coordinates of the nodes located
on the interface between the two basic materials in the numerical simulation. Using the distance of
two adjacent nodes δi before (i = 0) and after (i = 1) the compression test respectively, the stretch λBL

between the two nodes can be calculated according to Equation (5):

λBL =
δ1

δ0
(5)

The resulting stretch profile from the simulation is shown in Figure 14 for different loading stages.
Due to the specific specimen shape, the deformation starts in the middle section of the interface and
propagates further with an increasing stamp shift. At the outer sections, the interface stays in the origin state.
This stretch distribution correlates with the observed fragmentation states in the metallographic evaluation
(Section 3.1). Furthermore, it can be determined that, within one specimen, stretches from 1 to 1.38 exist at
the same time.

As a result, it is not necessary to consider different loading stages to evaluate different elongations of
the interface. This circumstance offers the opportunity for obtaining a critical stretch value depending on
the fragmentation beginning point as described below in Section 3.3.
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λ
B

L

Figure 14. Stretch of the boundary layer λBL at different loading stages.

It is clear that the stretch maximum is not located in the center of the specimen
(stamp shift of 1 mm). In the middle of the specimen, the interface runs horizontal and the channel
compression test results in this area in an almost homogenous, simultaneously increasing stretching
normal to the compression. The area with the maximum stretch experiences an additional stretching
through a rotation of the orientation comparable to a simple shear deformation.

3.3. Fragmentation Criterion

The determination of the critical stretch where the fragmentation of the boundary layer starts is
based on the profile variable s. Figure 15 shows the definition of s, which is comparable to the length
of a trajectory. It starts at the edge of the specimen and follows the smoothed profile of the interface
(dashed line in Figure 15). Smoothing the real profile of the interface improves the comparability to
the numerical simulation where the individual meander shape of the real interface is not included.
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Figure 15. Definition of the profile coordinates sL und sR.

Starting from each specimen edge and following the interface profile, the position of the first gap
is marked as sL,crit and sR,crit, respectively. At this position, the fragmentation has just started and the
stretch at this position can be defined as critical stretch λcrit regarding the fragmentation for the related
boundary layer thickness and deformation rate. With the assistance of the numerical simulation, every
value of sL,crit and sR,crit, respectively, is related to a λcrit value. The results are summarized in Table 2,
which contains the average values of λcrit for every parameter set. Additionally, the extreme values
smax,crit and smin,crit of sL,crit and sR,crit are listed too for comparison between the parameter sets.

Table 2. Critical stretches of the boundary layer regarding the fragmentation and the measured
positions of the fragmentation onset.

Boundary Layer Stamp λcrit smin,crit smax,crit
Thickness d Velocity in µm in µm

25 µm 200 mm/s 1.03 1065 1537
25 µm 20 mm/s 1.04 1228 1615
25 µm 2 mm/s 1.14 1618 2058
25 µm 0.2 mm/s 1.35 2329 3576

7.5 µm 2 mm/s (1.26) 1524 3979
10 µm 2 mm/s 1.30 2124 2665

12.5 µm 2 mm/s 1.25 1996 2753

In the case of high stamp velocities (200 mm/s and 20 mm/s), the critical stretch amounts to only
1.03 and 1.04, respectively, confirming the statement formulated above that, at high deformation rates
and a boundary layer thickness of 25 µm, the elongation at fracture is very small. Decreasing stamp
velocity and deformation rate, respectively, lead to an increase of scrit and consequently of the
critical stretch. The range with fragmentation in the center of the specimen narrows.

The results of the metallographic evaluation regarding the dependency on the boundary layer
thickness are confirmed too with the exception of 7.5 µm. Due to the low quantity of gaps, the
determined critical stretch has a poor reliability for this parameter set, for which reason it is excluded
from the further utilization. Additionally, the gaps are randomly distributed resulting in inconsistent
values of scrit.

On the basis of the experimental and numerical investigations presented above, it is possible to
approximate the critical stretch λcrit of the measuring points as a function of the stretch rate ∆λ /∆ t
and the boundary layer thickness d. The mathematical approximation is given by Equation (6).
The graphical representation in Figure 16 illustrates the identified dependencies. Distortion conditions
under the surface indicate an undamaged boundary layer. Above the surface, fragmentation starts.
Therefore, Equation (6) can be interpreted as a fragmentation criterion:

λcrit = 1.825 − 0.349 ln d + 0.032(ln d)2 + 0.048 e −∆λ /∆ t + 0.353 e −2 ∆λ /∆ t (6)
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Figure 16. Critical stretch λcrit regarding fragmentation as a function of the stretch rate and the
boundary layer thickness.

4. Conclusions

The presented channel compression experiment is very well-suited to investigate the boundary
layer deformation behavior in hydrostatic extruded Al-Mg-compounds. Due to the newly developed
specimen shape and the resulting inhomogeneous strain distribution, it is possible to detect the onset
of fragmentation for a specific deformation rate and boundary layer thickness without a load variation.
Thereby, the amount of necessary tests could be reduced considerably. For each parameter set, a critical
stretch regarding onset of fragmentation is determined and transferred to a fragmentation criterion.
In this context, an initial contribution to the quantification of the load-dependent deformability of the
boundary layer is made and further complements the damage model from Feuerhack.

The results indicate the possibility to optimize forging processes regarding damage by
fragmentation through a reduction of the process speed and boundary layer thickness. Due to the need
for short process times in industry, the reduction of the process speed is limited. On the contrary, the
reduction of the boundary layer thickness is possible through shorter heat-up phases during production,
making it even more energy efficient respectively.

In future investigations, the three-dimensional deformation of the compound has to be addressed
to clarify the mutual influence of two deformation directions. For this purpose, it is recommended to
use computer tomography scans for the evaluation.
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