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POLYCRYSTALLINE PLASTICITY UNDER SMALL STRAINS
Toward finer descriptions of microstructures

F. BARBE, S. FOREST, G. CAILLETAUD
Centre des Matériouz/UMR 7633, Ecole des Mines
de Paris/CNRS, BP87, F-91003 EVRY, France

ABSTRACT: In the study of the mechanics of heterogeneous materials, FE
method benefits from the rising of computing power. Within the framework of
crystal plasticity, it is now possible to describe the intragranular behavior in real-
istic 3D polycrystals and to reach a local converged representation of fields. This
gives new insight into the study of grain boundary effects. Here, attention is fo-
cused on the minimum mesh-refinement to get a valid response on each scale of
the modeling. A comparison with a homogenization model is also made.

1 Introduction

After the pioneering work due to Taylor [1], crystal plasticity is a classical topic
in the literature. A series of models have been elaborated in the past. Single
crystal models came first, with a first type of models in the sixties, mainly applied
to pure metals [2], and a second generation able also to represent more complex
behaviors, for instance superalloys, in the eighties [3-5]. Transition rules from
the macroscopic scale to the microscopic scale in the framework of simplified ap-
proaches, and the related homogenization theories, have been developed in the
same time [6-9], allowing the user to account for strain or stress heterogeneities in
a polycrystalline material element, with the assumption of uniform values in each
phase. This last assumption is rather strong, since it does not account for the
stress/strain redistribution into the grains, and cannot give any idea of important
features like surface effect and grain boundary effect.

On the other hand, the present state of the computing power offers now the
possibility to reach original results with FE methods, especially in the study of
the mechanics of heterogeneous materials. The first studies have been performed
by describing a polycrystal with uniform shape of grains -cubic or polyhedral- or
even several grain orientations comprised in a single element. One of the issues
successfully addressed with FE deals with the prediction of the mean behavior of
polycrystals at large strains together with texture evolution [10-16]. Still, for large
strains, neither the distribution of orientations inside the structure nor the shape of
the grains have been proved to have a large importance for the purpose of texture
evolution [14,16]. Another kind of problem addressed with FE is the description
of plasticity inside grains of a multicrystal with realistic grain shapes [17-19].
Such studies can only rely on quasi-3D structures made of a small number of large
grains since experimental determination of the real 3D morphology of a polycrystal
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is still a difficult task. Their constitutive models take into account the evolution
of density of dislocations and they resort to a large number of elements per grain
to describe the intragranular behavior and the effects of the grain boundaries. An
intermediate problem lying between the case of idealized polycrystals and this of
real multicrystalline structures consists in representing each grain of a polycrystal
with Voronof cells, either Voronoi cell elements [20] or several elements inside each
grain [21,22]; but these works are usually restricted to 2D structures.

The purpose of this paper is to present the results obtained in the FE simula-
tion of a 3D polycrystalline aggregate, with a realistic microstructure. Section 2
presents the crystallographic model which can be applied to represent single crys-
tal behavior. An original transition rule, the S-model [23], is also briefly discussed,
in relation with a simpler model [9], which will be used as a reference in our com-
putations. Then, in Section 3, we present computations on a 3D polycrystal with
grains having the shapes of Voronoi polyhedra, as was first proposed in [24] and
then in [25,26]. In particular, in Section 3.2, a varying number of elements is
used in order to determine how many full integration 20-node brick elements per
grain are required, in average, to get a valid response on such or such a scale. The
method to generate 3D microstructures is first recalled in Section 3.1.

2 Model for the Single- and Polycrystal

2.1 Single Crystal

It is assumed that slip is the predominant deformation mechanism and that
Schmid’s law is valid. The resolved shear stress can then be used as a critical
variable to evaluate the inelastic flow. A viscoplastic framework is chosen, in or-
der to avoid the problems related to the determination of the active slip systems
in plastic models. A threshold is introduced both in positive and negative direc-
tions on each slip system : twelve octahedral slip systems will be used for FCC
materials. Two variables are defined for each slip system s, r® and z°, cor-
responding respectively to isotropic hardening (expansion of the elastic domain),
and kinematic hardening (translation of the elastic domain [27]). A system will
be active provided its resolved shear stress 7° is greater than 2% + r® or less
than 2% — r® and the slip rate will be known as long as stress and the hardening
variables are known. The state variables used to define the evolution of 7% and
z® are the accumulated slip ¢* for isotropic hardening and the variable o
for kinematic hardening. Knowing the stress tensor ¢g& applied to the grain g,
the resolved shear stress for system s can be classically written according to (1),
71 and m°® being respectively, for the system s, the normal to the slip plane
and the slip direction in this plane. The hardening variables z°% and % can
then be expressed as a function of o and v® following (2), their actual values
allowing then to compute the viscoplastic slip rate 4° , the viscoplastic strain
rate tensor £% (3), and the hardening rules ((4) and (5)). The present formu-

lation gives a saturation of the hardening in both monotonic and cyclic loading,
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Figure 1: Tllustration of the bifurcation in the stress plane observed for prescribed
similar strain paths in the case of a FCC single crystal

and takes into account the interactions between the slip systems, through matrix
hrs, as in [28]. Nine material-dependent coefficients are involved in the model
(E7V7K7nac7d7R07Qab)'

1
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o = <%> with (z) = Maz(z,0) and o' (t=t))=0  (4)

& =4 —da®®® with o (t=19) =0 (5)

Such a formulation [4,29] is an extension of the classical crystallographic ap-
proach for single crystal modeling in plasticity or in viscoplasticity (see for in-
stance [1,2,30]). It has been extensively used for single crystal modeling including
Finite Element simulations [31,32]. For this type of approach, as illustrated in
fig.1, the presence of corners in the yield surface may produce strong variations
of the flow direction for a given loading. This fact can be important in aggregate
computations, since complex tridimensional loading paths will be applied to each
integration point.
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2.2 Transition rule for the polycrystal

In a polycrystalline aggregate, one phase may be characterized by its shape, size,
crystallographic orientation, location with respect to the surface of the material,
etc ... Most of the models usually specified for polycrystals made of equiaxial
grains retain only the crystallographic orientation [10,15,16], and put in the same
crystallographic phase all the grains having the same orientation. Thus the alloy
is considered as a n—phase material, each phase being defined by a set of Euler
angles, and then the model is used to describe the mean behavior of all of them.

The relation (6) summarizes the results given by several models, according to
the definition of a, with a specific mention to @ = 2 [33] representing uniform
total strain, to a = 1 [6], corresponding to an elastic accommodation of the ho-
mogeneous medium, or to (7) involving the overall equivalent stress ¥ in uniaxial
tension and the equivalent plastic strain p deduced from the overall plastic strain
tensor EP [9]. This last model is the simplified expression extracted from the

general self-consistent model due to Hill [7], valid for isotropic elasticity and radial
loading paths.

g® =g +ua(1§p —ng) (6)
whe Loqa3P (2 )] PR
with: a_1+ 5y ,p_<3 E° E and EP =<gP® > (V)

From a physical point of view, the previous rules simply show that a local
plastic strain decreases the local stress, whereas the stress redistribution related
to plastic accommodation tends to decrease for larger plastic strains. An alter-
native formulation, the ” 8-model”, introducing a non linear accommodation, has
also been proposed [23]. It can be calibrated from finite element computations,
using either an inclusion embedded in a homogeneous medium [34] or a 3D FE
polycrystal [35]:

g® =g +u (E—Qg) (8)
with 8= f9° (9)
g

Various expressions can be used for the evolution of the variable 89 in each grain

[36]. The model can be used for any kind of loadings, especially cyclic loadings.
Since the loading path in the present paper is just a tension, the Berveiller—

Zaoui’s (BZ) evaluation of the self-consistent scheme will be considered as a refer-

ence for the polycrystal behavior. The following coefficients are then used:

- isotropic elastic behavior: FE = 196000M Pa, v =0.3

- viscous effect in (4) and (5): K = 10MPa.s'/™ n =25

- kinematic hardening in (2): ¢=1600M Pa, d =40

- isotropic hardening in (2) and (3): Ro =111MPa, Q =35MPa, b=7
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Figure 2: Values of the accumulated slip on each slip system for a 1% tension on
a 40-grain aggregate with the BZ model

With such a kind of approach, one has an access to local quantities, like stresses
or strains, but assuming that their values are uniform for each crystallographic
phase. This is illustrated for example in fig.2, showing the amount of slip for
each slip system in a FCC crystal presenting octahedral slip. In each ”grain”,
conventionnally represented by an unfolded Thomson tetrahedron, the twelve slip
systems are distributed on four large triangles figuring the slip planes, with 3 slip
directions on each. One can observe that, even with a viscoplastic formulation,
the number of active slip systems remains low, due to the presence of a threshold.

3 Computing on cubic polycrystals

As an example, we consider a single cubic polycrystal made of 200 grains. The
original polycrystalline medium is not built from measures on real microstructures
but generated in the form of a 3D voxel map representing Voronoi polyhedra
(fig.3a). The procedure is explained below. Each grain in the FE structure is
defined by a set of integration points rather than a set of elements. The elements
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Figure 3: Aggregate made of 200 grains; (left) original map with 200 voxels,
(right) FE representation with 323 20-node-brick elements (884736 integration
points)

are full-integration 20-node bricks -thus containing 27 integration points.

3.1 DPolycrystal generation

Formally, Voronoi polyhedra are defined as zones of influence of a particular set of
points, corresponding to their centers. Let D C R?, and E = {4;} be a set of N
random points P(z,y, z) corresponding to the centers of grains in the continuous
domain D. If d(Py, P,) is the euclidean distance between two points Py et Ps, the
zone of influence of a point A; is defined in (10) by the set of points P(z,y, 2)
with:

In more physical terms, a point P belongs to the zone of influence of germ A;
if it is closer to A; than to any other germ. By construction, this zone of influence
generates the Voronoi polyhedron centered in A;. The set of zones of influence
{iz(A;)} builds a random tesselation of the domain D into N classes, every A;
being the germ of one class (fig.3a).

A specific procedure was developed to build Voronoi polyhedra inside a discrete
domain, made of a 3D voxel map [37]. Each voxel is assigned the number (or label)
of the polyhedron to which it belongs. Then, each integration point of the mesh
is assigned the number -label- of the voxel at the same location in space. In the
case proposed here (fig.3), there are 200% voxels vs 96% integration points in the
most refined mesh.

3.2 Computations and effects of mesh refinement

Now we present a comparison of the results of the same simple tensile test on the
aggregate of fig.3 computed with varying number of elements: at the macroscopic
scale, at the scale of the mean response per grain and at the intragranular scale.
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Figure 4: Mean axial stress-strain curves with five different sizes of mesh and with
homogenization model

Macroscopic scale

Each structure, made respectively of 103, 123, 183, 323 elements, is loaded to
E,, = 1.5% with homogeneous strain boundary conditions. The components of
the loading strain tensor result from a preliminary homogenization simulation
where the lateral stresses 04, and oy, were imposed to remain null. On fig.4, the
mean stress-strain curve of the 200-grain-polycrystal is well reproduced whatever
our conditions of modeling are: would it be homogenization or FE modeling with
10% elements, the response of the 323-mesh is respected with less than 1.5% of
deviation in stress. The curves also illustrate the effect of the stiffness of the
mesh: for a lower number of elements, the response becomes harder.

One may think that, imposing a same strain tensor to all the nodes of the
contours, the structures have less freedom to behave on their own than in the case
where only axial displacements are imposed to top and bottom faces of the cubes.
This latter case with four free lateral faces have been presented in [26], for the
same material and the same aggregate; in that case, the mean stress response was
7% lower than that with homogeneous strain boundary conditions. Considering
the stress-strain curves of the grains, it has been shown that freeing lateral faces
tends to promote the dispersion in strain whereas imposing homogeneous boundary
conditions rises the dispersion in stress. So whether the mean stress-strain curves
of fig.4 would be more dispersed with free faces, or not, cannot be guessed without
further investigation.
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Figure 5: Mean axial stress in grains located along a line crossing the aggregate:
mean stress per grain from four different sizes of mesh (103, 122,182, 323 elements),
stress from the homogenization model, stress in the corresponding single crystals

Mean grain scale

The average response for each grain can be computed, and compared to the results
of the homogenization (BZ) model. It has been made for this 200-grain aggregate
in [26], for the same material. It appeared that BZ model underestimates the
scatter in stress and strain between the different grains. This is due to the absence
of local grain-to-grain interaction for the models with uniform stress/strain fields.
Nevertheless, as long as 200 grains are considered on the same plot of stress-strain
curves, it is difficult to identify an FE grain and its homogenization correspondent.
So here we chose to show a comparison on grains located along a line of integration
points crossing the structure (fig.5). This line is parallel to the lateral direction
y and is located in the middle of the structure. Since we deal with discretized
domains and since refinement varies from 102 elements to 323, the location of
the line varies slightly from a mesh to another. For the 10%-mesh it has the
coordinates x = z = 14.40, for 12° z = 2 = 14.42, for 18% 2 = z = 14.42 and
for 323 x = 2 = 14.50. These coordinates have been brought on the scale of the
323-mesh (32 elements of size 1 in each direction, 0 < =z, y, 2 < 32). The
volume of each grain along the line, divided by the average volume of a grain,
gives respectively (from the left to the right): 1.28, 0.96, 1.42, 1.26, 0.76, 2.02,
1.87. Note that the number of points per grain appearing along the line is not
related to the volume of the grain, since the line may pass through the middle of
a grain or near its boundary. As a matter of fact, the 5t* grain has the largest
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number of points intercepted by the line and is also the smallest grain.

Fig.5 shows the axial stress obtained from 4 FE computations (10, 12, 18
and 32 elements along each edge of the cube), together with the self-consistent
(BZ) response, and the response of the single crystal having the same orientation.
This last value allows us to check if a given grain behaves simply according to its
orientation or is strongly influenced by its neighborhood. Generally speaking, all
the grains appear stronger in the polycrystal than as single crystals. This is due to
the development of internal stresses. This effect can be classicaly observed, even
for the self-consistent approach. Nevertheless, this fact is not necessary true for
the FE computations, since stresses can be higher or smaller than stresses of the
corresponding single crystals. The difference are even more pronounced (> 10%)
in three of the grains (from the left, 15¢, 37 and 4t*). As 1°¢ grain can be thought
to be strongly influenced by the loading conditions in FE computations, 3"¢ and
4th cannot. Moreover, these grains have volumes higher than the average volume
of a grain. So neither the volume nor the location in the structure are responsible
for the difference between BZ and FE. The actual neighborhood of a grain can
then be said to influence the mean stress response of a grain by more than 10% in
stress, which may result in more than 60% in axial strain.

As the number of elements is increased, the accuracy of the mean response per
grain is acceptable for all of the 200 grains with a minimum of 182 elements. The
123-mesh could also be considered as acceptable except that one can observe a
difference in 1%¢ grain: there, the loading conditions obviously appear to influence
the behavior. On the other hand, any kind of decrease of the elements number be-
low 122 produces non acceptable variations of the results. For instance, the mean
behavior per grain provided by the 103-mesh really departs from those of the other
computations, especially in 3"¢ and 5!* grains. 3"¢ grain, though big its volume,
is the only grain where the stress is lower than the one of the corresponding single
crystal, which means that it is greatly influenced by its neighboring grains. 5!
grain is the smallest along the line. So it is not surprising to get the largest dif-
ferences in these grains. Finally, as the discretization of the 123-mesh corresponds
to about 8 quadratic elements per grain, we will consider that 2 x 2 x 2 quadratic
elements and 6 x 6 x 6 Gauss points are the critical numbers in a grain to get a
decent estimation of its average stress.

Intragranular scale

As a first step toward the study of the local effect of mesh refinement, we propose
to compare the local responses along the line used in the previous analysis, ob-
tained from three sizes of mesh: 123, 183 and 323 elements (fig.6). The volume of
each grain has already been defined and the number of integration points on each
intersection with a grain can be counted from fig.5.

A von Mises stress plot is considered in fig.6a, and the cumulated slip on all the
active slip systems in fig.6b (it is defined as the sum of the slips over the systems,
> s ° |)- Surprisingly, the von Mises stress profiles are very similar for the three
reported mesh sizes. The 123-mesh nevertheless fails at reproducing the peak
values in the 1%¢ and 5" grains. On the other hand, for the case of the amount of

9
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Figure 6: Plots along a line crossing the structure computed with three sizes of
mesh (123, 182, 323 elements): von Mises stress (upper), amount of plastic slip

(lower). The mean response per grain obtained with 32% elements is also figured
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plastic slip the lack of discretization becomes obvious: in 1%¢, 5" and 6" grains,
it simply forgets or considerably attenuates peaks figured in 18% and 32-meshes.
By ’peak’ we mean an abrupt change in the direction of evolution, which could
result in smoothing or hardening of the corresponding region. Such a region may
then become a critical place where a crack initiation can preferentially occur under
fatigue loading or a region of localized deformation resulting in slip bands. That
is why with the refinement of the 123-mesh, i.e. with about 2 x 2 x 2 elements
per grain, one cannot expect a correct representation of gradients inside grains.
Fig.7a,c, showing the distribution of von Mises stress on the slices containing the
lines of fig.6, allows to observe the poor intragranular resolution of the 123-mesh.

Using a 183-mesh, a good approximation of the local behavior is obtained, since
nearly all the peaks are reproduced. The slight differences, in the amounts reached
by the peaks or in the positions of the peaks cannot be said to come from a lack of
discretization or from the difference in the location of the line of integration points.
However, the comparison would probably not remain so good for any kind of line.
This is demonstrated by fig.7 which show respectively the von Mises equivalent
on a 12%-mesh (a), on a 183-mesh (b), on a 323-mesh (c), then the grain map (d),
and finally the amount of plastic slip for the 18%-mesh (e) and for the 323-mesh
(f). The von Mises stress is well predicted only far from the grain boundaries
since it is rather uniform inside each grain. But it is not the case for the amount
of plastic slip: there are some grains where high-slip-activity-structures form near
grain boundaries and where the rest of the grain remains unaffected by slip activity.
Such features are strongly dependent on the resolution of the grain boundary: if the
183-mesh only is considered, one may observe high-slip-activity-regions spreading
over grain boundaries. But with a higher resolution, these structures appear to
be disconnected at the grain boundaries, thus illustrating the fact that the slip
activity is mainly due to the gradients of stress at the grain boundaries and not
related to a kind of propagation of slip across boundaries.

Hence, having about 3 x 3 x 3 elements per grain (case of 18%-mesh) may lead
to a first good estimation of the gradients of the fields inside grains. Yet, for
a systematic treatment aiming at describing the effect of grain boundaries (e.g.
plotting field variables vs the distance to the grain boundary and averaging over
the grains of the aggregate [38]), the uncertainty resulting from the fact that grain
boundaries pass inside elements instead of between elements (so-called multiphase
elements) could alterate the observations made in the vicinity of the boundaries.
Such a systematic treatment requires to have at least 4 x 4 x 4 elements per grain so
that one is assured that there are 2 x 2 x 2 single-phase elements inside each grain,
i.e. enough elements unaffected by the numerical construction of grain boundaries.

4 Conclusion

Comparisons of computations with a varying number of elements have been per-
formed. For each scale of interest -macroscopic, mean grain scale, intragranular- a
minimum number of elements per grain has been defined. Note that the elements

11
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Figure 7: Contour plots on slices of integration points containing the lines inves-
tigated previously: (a) von Mises stress in 123-mesh (z = 14.66), (b) von Mises
stress in 18%-mesh (z = 14.42), (c) von Mises stress in 323-mesh (z = 14.50),
(d) grain map in 323-mesh, (e) amount of plastic slip in 18%-mesh, (f) amount of
plastic slip in 323-mesh 12
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contain 27 integration points. So if 8-integration-points elements were to be used,
our results could be useful as long as one adapts them by counting integration
points rather than elements.

By combining those full-integration elements to the description of grains with
sets of integration points (instead of sets of elements), one obtains an improved
resolution of the grain boundaries. Analyzing the intragranular stress-strain curves
of each integration point inside a grain, it has been found that the tremendous
dispersion of the curves were not due to the multiphase elements. Further, stud-
ied as a function of the distance to the grain boundary, the variables featured a
continuous spreading from the center to the grain boundary, without any visible
step of variation in multiphase elements [38]. So the use of multiphase elements
seems to be adequate.

The computations of 3D polycrystals require a huge amount of degrees of free-
dom but their use is not limited to the study of classical crystal plasticity. A
direct application of such computations has been proposed recently: the calibra-
tion of a homogenization model with the mean behavior of an FE aggregate [35].
The method presented here has also been extended to size-sensitive crystal plas-
ticity [39].
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