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F1E R

ARFwm3LIX, FTMP (Field Theory of Multiscale Plasticity) & V) 9 JTEHEE SV TV DA
BB OB N 2 A, Fx OEACRICH L CEA L, T b 0E sl
RS D LT, BEBERNLR A EGHRIR LT DEM AR T I LA HE LTS,
ZHETFIMP (%, KRR RS AT T VICTE R S, ARERMAT
IZBWTHERFEEO AL ELORE - FHENFRETHD Z L AR L TE . Kin
TIE, BERIEEN D2, WHs I 2 b—3 3 T EED < s 126t LT FTMP
WBLRZEHAT S, 2L -T, ZTNETIZENBEN LD A A7 —WZBIT 5
R ZRT I T, BT T VNRBICT DR il A L LT

R LT HBEBERNI R E LT ERABEICEE T 5 4 DOBEA Y BT 5. T 72bb,
(a) BE(LOOFAIZRIE D H LEBNCAE D BT OB EHOKT (83 %), (b)
57 & S ARFRIC B B [E T W H# (Persistent Slip Bands: PSBs) (2331} % #inf#E )
(55 4 ), (c) BIEFHE TR O MEFITH 2 BMEIMLEE 2 BER (Geometrically
Necessary Boundaries: GNBs), 38X (d) & DMMOZLE « NEEERENEE (5 6 &)
THD. INLOMBINTNL, (kN LZOREENMETRR SN TR, FEEE
BhE B TORENERSET VLR REETH -T2t D THD.

A SCTEITHY ] D EahrhEl, B PICERERRNICER SIS, ThbbE
FEFHE OB N E KR T HOMRERTH Y, TORMBRIST T, Btk
DREM « REEMENSBIEIN O - I 4 5 TS TS 2 I E T 53
FCRO 2B 2 5. 29 Lofskioer LCiE, EBRBIZRIST T2, AKX Mm%
o —EThn Ty, ITFEOBRBIZKIT D~ /LT A7 — /LEIBFE CIIERALEEDER Y
WNZONTERSINLZ L E L O ICBbid. L LR, INLfEt—o%
BoTh, ZOEERRTHIIIEND X 57, PRIERZRBE OMEILTER T2
LEDONDIZE, ®BEDOIFITET D IERIEHEIBANIRMER 22555 03% 0 [1]. 2D
ZLiE, BIAEEHE OB M EZSEL X012 h, BUROMERA TIZARICH
BEdZ&idm<, AV ATF—NVIBT 28 %2 0L HITET METHIZRVLO
Dy, LWV FERHELIN TN RWNE W) ZER—RITHDHEBZHND. KL T
X, 29 L7eRIBEICK LT, Bahr RIS T 2 87 e dHilivE 2 1R 52 2 L 3k,
BARM 22BN RICK L CEMT 2 2 & THRONDHRIZOWTE R LT,

ARETIE, ETEBMENCBIT 2~V F R — VREIEIZ DWW TR L7212, Bi3hr
THAARICOWTIR D, 2Dk, BN T2 BAER 2D BRI ER Y 4 O #5047
B 51k, A A ST o, B L OVFTMP (Field Theory of Multiscale Plasticity)
2 L D EEFHIIC OV TR, ARFRSC Ok Z R



1.1 &EMEHCBIT D~/ TF A r— LB L O OB

11éﬁﬁﬂrﬁwévw%x7—wﬁﬁB;U%wmumu

S BIMEHT I T 5 IR R 1 FHIBIE O, EFPRFLLDI 7 e
TG, St V“\ll/@fﬁu%@fﬁﬁ@%ﬁgk‘fé. EJEMBLOBIEETX, AL
N DA IEFE T R D AL D GBI EE RS LU aa s FITIKAFE T 57210 Tle <, fhdbhiod
SHER, TOBIZE S THEAT D, 29 Ll b, BRMEIO TR E 4

WZTRIT 572018, JRFAT— VNG EREM A — VO EETEER LT, v/
F R — )RR OWFEDED STV 5

HMP@,% 95 koI %ﬁ%@K%%a@#m% N ET VY VB I

AfT//WT%ﬁ?étwo ~NVTF A= VRIBFSEIC B DT TR AR
KL TS, AEITIEMOFIELZIRY B, FIMP O HALEZE~S.

JFA A — LDy BEGRTE T LS LN D~ )V TF R — VIR O FEE, EIZ, R
7B LO~ 7 nOfiiEzEE L RIS &9, Concurrent EE, 7 mDIE
WENTA—=F L LT~ m~LiEILT % Hierarchical £ & IZKAITE 5 [2].

Concurrent JEDOH] & LT, vanderGiessen H1E, 2 IRICICHIIT D, MEERMBVE I
Hifr, F XA B ERVERIKTT VENZNOME R LEDESZ & T, $511L
FRDBFEET D3RR T T NV O/NOT BRI I 1T DB 2 BB L7 [3]. &I
RIC~DILRHAT 7 [4]. BV )AL, AIREREF TSN ERE L 2/l
HBOEL ZOFEFIMOMEIZENTEHNLNTWS., FIREREZH W6 E L
C, Shehadeh o IEEEME [ COINROREEMHT LT D [5]. flZd, Zbib &
XF /AT Tr—ay [61°vA 7 a T —OEM 1O @l 217> T\
. BERERIE LM AADEZHIE LT, El-Awady 5%, SaA0ICE) < 818 ) O @k E
REBEITW), v A4 7 u T —ICBIA2EEE Z B LT [8]. & Offl, Takahashi &
%, BT MO BAEH OGRS EALIZERII L, 8RB0 D R AW
W) & DFER & Bl 72— & R TW5D [9]. van der Giessen B DTk & 1351
Lemarchand 51X, ¥ /B A =27 AZHKSE, B ELEAFOTHE LTEROVE Z
LT, BEBRDERERSE AL, ARERETH FELZERELEL [10]. Zo0F
EX, WAL EAER OFFREAMAIMZ Hid EWol2fERNH Y, Ni AEAEICEk
F Dy FA S T ORNLR O FROMATHFIC VB [11,12]. EFEOHERR? S
H.oid X912, Concurrent {EITHANL R DFEMIZR IR ZIBH CTE 5 D0, BURTIX
WOHH ZLDTEDRVPHERIMA T —LVETLRS>TNS.

—J5, Hierarchical {5 Tl%, THlAZ —/LDIEWPIMEHI SN THTDLNLD B DD, Sk
i LoV DR — LB O D Z LN TE S, Kocks 3 KX O Mecking 1%, #ai7 D&
\Z K DEBME~DEEL ) FmBEET VICHAANTEET VERE LT [13]. Z0OF
TIEA H OFEBMEE T VI T D5 L /e > T D, Roters HIE, KTV RT



FBEJ % SS (Statistically Stored), GN (Geometrically Necessary) i\ 425 %, 4%
TRERNLE L O A AN HLZIA T, FCC O AUKIRE R, BCC OEMEINE % FFBL
L7z [14, 15]. A ELUANZZET 258000, BB FAIC I oMAZEH L
7ol & LT, Ohashi 5%, AIRFEEHIZH 5 Frank-Read JROGE D H U258 2§57 8) /)
FAETHNTT 5 2 & CTERA T AWNIS 1 23R, TN EEkRET L ~LiETT 5
ZET, ZAERIRICRT D, FEERSHEICEE LIS IS E Z HBL L [16]. 7
Groh B %, HA(ROIEEIC K DEELAIZ S 2, EBALE) ) FIEIC K Dt &2 KLl 2 oo
TA—=Z&RDDH LT, Al DEMICE DB ZIT 72 [17]. ZDAhIZ %, Shenoy H
1%, PHOEES R, I A XB OV A X550 D BB % il 45 fld Ao Wi 1312 S
SHLHZET, Ni HEEEDOIC) — 0T HRNEDOHE AT [18]. ZD X 9IZ,
Hierarchical I EfE b L~V O REJEMEZ D NG WG E D20,

BB OEBIEIETE A R 5 7o OI21E, ZROFZIRER & 72 DL OZE8) 4 FE/IC
fET L ENEEL D, ORIV TIE, Concurrent VEIZ XK 57T 7' —F N0
BHERETLEEZBND. L, TECBTICHERIFICAND E, KXV K
ERAT— /B Y Sy Hierarchical 151, EHMEO R TERIS EEZX HND.
Hierarchical {512 £ 27 70 —F Z GG AT 2 72O, @R OMMELTE TE Y72
BHRETHD, BLRZONI L THENTIRZ D0, &) ZENMEE L. 11T,
BT S 3 DAL FHEALARIL, S50 OEEh 2 LT 2 BN & 72 528, BRI
CTIEENREDY, MENEH TOEEILER- T2 e0b, BHITETMET D
ZEIFTE RN,

FIMP (2B % 27 u 27—V OB F I, AYESEREET Y VB I T
REAET > )V TRBL L, #GHAE T /L~ & KR SH 5 &9 50 ClE Hierarchical %
WZIEWEF R D, — 5T, KDL IR EGORE SO HF\, fil 2 X807 %
DEE « REEWNO~ 7 aDINEEZWETHILHAETH DL LV I KT,
Concurrent VE) 72l & OFEFF>. 29 L ZmtElic L0, ZEMi7R@Ee Y 28 2 T,
I BAT=BIO~ T v 27— VO 2 R0 5 T LS HERINE S Le o T
5.

1.2 B T EBFA®S

AT, B0 PR AZ B ], FaaadT O . ARECIRERN PRI oW
THHL, &BEMEHCBIT 5~ F 27— LRI TOSL BALE Z2 ik 72112, A
TG E LT D REIZEE D I SV TEEL T 5.

FPE, BT PR & 2R T S SRR ER e T A B DR TEA
INDZEND, TORFIZZRVRIGELERT D [19]. ZIUT K> T OEE) X



1.2 Hafr T Ak

TRVEREMET 2R E Y, BBIF LT L AT, 5l & G570 3 5.
F7, B E IS LB > TR BRFEDOHMIZT IR TH D, Lol
BOETEx DL, BAELTOYY AENCHERIZE - T, BROIRENLS F AR e
Vb ELD. T ) LA ORISHPENLOBE) L RIRHCAEL S Z & T, BRI
S U= fAAk DS, fESO TR — L TELDEBEZLNTND. I ORMBRIEEAL T EE
M TH Y, AL U REENZERE SN TV D, FlxIE, JEERZIX
GNBs (Geometrically Necessary Boundaries) [20, 21], #V & LA OEE 121X PSBs

(Persistent Slip Bands)  [22]%%, &\ o 7-#a(EENEBAICBIZR SN TV 5.

WIZ, ~NTF A —VER T BT DAL TR O BALEIZ DV Tk % .
Fig. 1.1 IR K DT, 560 NI — XIS, S 7 e A — b~ u A — &gk
5, AV AT =L Ok LR Z BN, IEFEOSBMEHIRIT 5~ F A7 — LD
HIZALE LTV D, <7 B e i3 C b 2 — I 7285 R ) 5 — 2 O B R O VR 4
Fld, LA O D ETHIEMREHI X OZEM A 7 — LN TOE TR L
THY, BEASHNWLRATWS., —HT, FRCBEHECTCOERISEX, BgmmneH
WAL TH Y, BHimZIESE 50120, FlITBARMEER S Wt 27
A — )V TCOMANKLEL D, 29 LA OBMOIEL T, HROLRD
T FEFERE —FEHBEIC L o THMI AR TIEH 20, I/ rICBiTd
Tl 2 OEAAL I B AR ISA BN CIEERICAE T, BT L EFREN~ 7 nDpg L
—X—IZFEOMHT BIVDRRTIE R, 2D & 9 720G, i zffx & LTI D
DT, £HELTIRZADZ LT, w7 vDE EEODIT 5 AR HIT T<
L. Thbb, —BEATF—IE BTS2 LIk, WAL NS TFET S LT
AN DN ED X BT D00, T, MHBEANEAINDSZ LIZLH-T,
TN LZEACT DODAREENT DO, Z#mdT D2 N TESH., 29 LEEBIR
N5, 1.3 iR 2 X 5 (TERATEN /12405 [23, 24, 25108 X » CTEBAICHERNL R O %’
ERRANT T DN e STV D (26, 27]. [RIFIEIZ K - T, FEM B EIAE AAER 23
fENT SN TETD, ZOEIFI 7 v A — /L TOBRGOMFEICEE-TEBY, HKi—
72T~ 7 B ~DIRIL & R A D FIEIIHENL STV 720,

ZOEDINZ, AL FEREAR A BUERICED RS Z L, BBICB T~ ni i
SO T RO DICHETH Y, THEMCHEEARAMETH I EEZONS.
ZORBEICK LT, 148ITHR~2D X512, BERURAROE R 2 IThitTE .
LU D, 3 WICOENLRIIEEPEMETH L Z LD, AR ~0E
TFETML SN TWRWE TR D, AW TIE, BAEN A% F TR R O
HradrH L4, EHRET L ~ORITEZ I AT FIMP (2 K 5iHii4 A 5.
FTMP (Z X 5 E &IV T 1.5 #iTid~%. BUNTIE, AfwsCTHR O FFEELS



B L OHRAL FEHARIC OV TR L, AWFZETIRY ] 0 BEERAEA~D.
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Fig. 1.1 Schematic drawing of hierarchical scales for metals.

1.2.1. RDMTOEEE DB LD

Bauschinger £1%, ML L Lo &BMEHI SO T OMHL R 2 52 5 &, T
OF BT MDA % 5 2 o RIS TRWIS ST TRIRT 2B TH 0 [28], BRfir
DR TAEL D, BT OMMEEROBO N ZUCTHFE LD EEZLRD [29,
30]. MM TICEBNTIE, A7 73y BIOTRICET EE LT,
Bauschinger Z1R DE T MUITEERALEZ (O TV 5. BUR TIXBIGGmN 2T T L
RI)AHLE > THY, WEET /VOMEICE L TUXREICHERORINH 5.
Bauschinger Zh R OFEIIZES L CIdfE 4« OfE 28] M2 6 ThY, Wi+ 5 &
Fig. 1.2 [ZRT L D1, A ORHIIEE LI FERLERSC, fidkik L O L
SUVDARBE A L > THISIIBAELT, BRf ORHZARN & IIRR M ~DZER %
BIETOMENRIT LIk, ANTOHIEREZS. b1/ akRry
—/LTIE, BB SNEEMARARMCE > TRV HL, BRERICTICRS W)
AW 7R EEN S 2 5 [32]. AU Ko T, R OTAORIEIZINA T, #E0L
WEN Z LI K DHEOTHNREDLI Y, BRATRHZ BN T OB ER O FAET
5 EFEZ2 515 [33]. Bauschinger N OFILUZEE L C, S OHEFEIZ X 5205 % HL
D ARIZSEHTIIAT O TN D [34]23, BRMEEROIR TICBI LTI, BUIR, B4
ICOTHROBEE LT T\ [29]. kLT, Eig, BENRA D =X
LZEADSWZET VO L - T, KV Bauschinger ZVR13 THITE 572
FT<, FBEREHIETDEOFHNY LR01ED.
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Fig. 1.2 Pictorial presentation of hierarchical scales affecting Bauschinger effect.

1.2.2. PSBs (Persistent Slip Bands)

BB O TR OB KO TFRIT T AR HHRAO—>TH LA, #:Y
B LAMKRHIRET D PSBs 2P EHBAEOFERTH D L) T ERMESH
TW5 [35,36,37,38,39]. Fig. 1.31Z-3F K 91T, PSBs (T HIRERNL O IARA- 23512
W AT Wall 5 &, BRAEANE S A ETEAE L 720 Channel 35 & THELS LTV 5. ¥k
BIEHA U HBRZ1E, Wall #87>5 Channel 5~ EHEAZAED HT Z Ltk - Tige
A EDOEFERH NS, ZOKE, xtm L Cu5 Wall #5725 O#sfif & Channel 3 CTxf
THRDS BRI IR S 5%, EHEZREEAL I BER L U T, 22 L0871
RN ER SIS [35,36]. 2 9 LIAERIE, IE8IZ X > T Matrix i~ & #HK1T 5
ZLICkoT, ARABREHLOBKREZRT 2 LS, ZTNLIZERITENY
5% [38,40,41]. 2D L5, PSBs IZHIT DU O 2Eh 2 IEFEICEHR L, HiEA
BT NAANERILT D2 LI, EHBROET MUICBRITOND LT TE 5.
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Exs

Fig. 1.3 TEM micrograph for PSB ladder structures in fatigued cupper [22], together with a

schematic illustration of a pair of ladder walls comprised of bundles of dipoles with

bowing out screw pairs [42].

1.2.3. GNBs (Geometrically Necessary Boundaries)

GNBs 20113, BEMEFOIIELETCIZ L S bk O RIER 2 2B T, FhiEz
o CEASNLEN P TH S, bR e LTOMEEZFA T 5 [43][44]FF
%’ﬂbf RIS T TR, LE%@%L%#%LTWé[ﬂ]éE

, BRALME =RV RRE LD Z & 2R E LIEBERIC K D Tl e, Eo8lghk
%&ﬁﬁ%&*ﬁ%ﬁﬁfw [M]GM%%%I*»#%LT%ékwﬁ_&%
A TH ORI E S FHEZ1T 5 Z &1, GNBs ZHZEm & LT, fthodishr M
FHAR 2RI 2 DD K D2 d. 20 Z L1E, e s I TV D0 FES
R 2 MRS DB ORI D EE 2 L, BAEOE %
RHT ECOEERAMRLERVES.

,.
at
4

Fig. 1.4 TEM micrographs for GNBs in rolled aluminum [21], together with their detailed

morphologies [45].



1.3 #afEh )k

1.3. BRfu By hgik

KT, BAEV)FEE F L LT 217V, FIMP ICESSFEZ1T 5. &
T, MBI FEICONWTIR RS L3RI, [FFEE WSR2 2600, A4
DILHNLEZ RS

AL 2 SRS IL D # D 50BN 52051, A Y A — L TOBG OO 72912
FEINT&E . [ETF¥EIL, Brown [46]5° Foreman [47] DG SN EEMEIZ /o TWBH LS
bILTEY [26], 2R TEILT, TN DS Bl O EE) & fifgfT
T2, avbPa—HF Ia2lb—gré L COWBMVEINFEN, Amadeo B IO
Ghoniem OE [48]3FIHTTH Y, Z 2 TiE 2 RITIZH T DT FEZIRE LT,
Z D%, Kubin 5% 3 WIL~DILREZIT 72 [23,49]. Z OREDOELHRIZ RIS L OVS
FABRMLO 2 A CRB SN TEY, IRAEBMICKOIRBADEN ST, V7T
TEkZ LT b, #£IZ Zbib HITERRICEERL T 5 FiEE4 T A L [50], Ghoniem & (T
FHFRIC K DAL ORBLE T 572 [51]. KimXTHHWD, Zbib & [52][S3]23&ET
5 HER, EEOMBL AT DAL & EAEAALICHERML U, 1605 0 Bam i 4 @ 4
HZ LT, TOEEOFRBEDOJRTH S Peach-Koehler 1 ZRKD 5., ZDOFEIZL-T,
Ghoniem & [24|MERT D K H 72, AT T A UAHRIC L > THNIAR &2 KRBT 5 ik &
EARTIRa A N TR RGO 21T 5 Z &N TE D, VX 7 v a ryOIKRSe, %t
HWED, WADNZ BTG, BRORETIVIL, FFEORMEZG T LToRIZA L
HEWwolo, B—h N — L EHALTEIL TS [54,55,25].

DX DITHE L TE MBIV FIEIC L - T, flix QRN 5 i 23T
NTCET=., BB IFEIC LD A Y A — VIR OMFSEIE, Amadeo 35 X T Ghoniem
I2& D, 2RITITEIT D PSBs < Cell & W 2 BEFLOMBMIER S 2 21— 3 v
ICHAE D [56]. AEAETIE, ~7 albB~ORET#HRT T, BREKOAICEIRE
BEWTEY, A N O ERRIILT L IRz 3L Lol 2 & TiThitd
RTITENEZH LTINS, Cell D~ 7 B~DEET Kubin DEEICHY, 3 KITICEH
W, ARIZEED Cell DIBALETT> TS [23]. 22 TlE, Cell IIRZETRVICLD
EEEIC L > TBR S, MENLENT 2 2 & TINLEkIcH 5T 5 L HmE L T
W%, %7z, Hussein 35 X OV El-Awady [57]% Cell flfEREZ KA TR Y, [FAERICAZE
FTRYONFLETDH LR, fanhih A AOKFMHEICOWNT Hikima LT 5. PSBs IZ
®42D 3 WLy ab— 30, El-Awady & [42]X° Erel [58]i2 & » Tiribh,
Channel # TR S 4L D HAABAG 2 T D 2 5 72O DS T1%0, ﬂﬁ%w—f@%m

W FRSE OERNT A AAEH OFERIA S STV 5. T ORMOERNEEZ 3 5 BF4E
¢@ﬁﬁﬁu%?é%&%ﬁﬁ@%®ﬁ%#hu%ﬁ%%ﬂ%W@&m%iUmer
Bl E > TREINTWD. ZLOHRETHE, MEARIRZETBMAIIZE > TET IV



fbL, Fix Ol OMAERZMBITT 2 Z & C, s MR AEER B X OIS

LA~ DS eifiim L TV D

P bo X oz, BB IFHEEZRWD Z EICk-T, ERVHMICE D THITIEE
b, BN OERE L TOMRENZHEHRESNTWND. ZhbDZ L
A A — BT HBBROMAICE G L TWDHR, BURTIIHE DL AR, H E
T%@%_miofwéio B s, B EN)HETELNALE, Wl
7 v ZE O RN S Ewmmkwothisz%réhfkgﬁ ~ b
%Xﬁ~wmﬁ5TmziT+ TThLEBEZOLND.

BRI LB IT HBREZER L, ~ 7 a LB 50 x OEE(LT
ERANLITE R, 2OV TIIRE Tl 5.

ARG ST, B0 OB O 4 BB 2 & It mﬁfﬁ%ht%ﬁ@%
RNEEET Y VET L LEgig T2 T L. Lyiﬁ L7 & 9 72098 & [RIERIC A
x&—wfmﬁ%%ﬁwmﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁfﬁ<,:hiﬁ’ﬁw%~%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
PAREFEBTHZ LRl AD. 29 LIERAICE ST, L L COMWEZHT-7
BRTRETZENTELRITTRLS, HAOFHEL L TADLDI LT, v/ X
T )VORMIZ b LIS MR 2155 Z LR AIRBIC e 5 L HELR T 5.

1.4, B R D E =5

AT Cl 7= K 912, BB ) HEDO BT X - C, MEATE OMEITIZHE 5 iR
®%@#ﬁﬁ_ﬁﬁboo%é.%@ﬁ%%wﬂmbfvﬁmx&—w@%?wm&
BILTDHDN, EWoEICK LT, £, ZOHONTEA A% ER&IICEE]
THUEND D, KRS T, BICARBESET > Y VL Dl Z28H LT 5208,
AKHEITIHE, VTR — VT CiTON TEEERILOFEZTRY BT, ZnEho
FIRB L OREEIRRS.

UM R AR Z D FEE LTE, BUEEICLI25HMERET 6. 21
X, BALAFESH 720 OIMLORE SN HROLNLDHT20, BHIH/ LT <, Bailey-
Hirsch OBfR 5 [62], HALHEE & AWNS I ZFEOfTIT b b7, B THICH
WHILDZ ENRZW. LNLARRL, BAROFEEBICET AIERITEZEN TRV
D, BRMLEHIE CTEERISEEZRBT DI R0 Thor EEX LS. Hlz
1T, BRI AT OEAALEE FE1310'°~102[em2] & SN TWD —F T, 0 iR LE BRI E
228N % PSBs DESNIEE Y, Vein # & BB T10"~10"[em?] [22]1&, FRETH
5. L12 HTHlR7= X 912, PSBs Tid, MFF/REAAL OELE DG, B OB L > T
W OB L IXR R DRI T DL EZXOND 2 &b, IBAIEE DL TR
ERATHOIFIAEY TH D, BMEELZ RS EL55 LB L5 7eFEL LT,



1.4 $&{7 % O E B

BN REDRINESE, kA RS 2 M RIK T2 3T A —2 L LT~ 7 nnE %
THT 5 FBESHH Y, GNBs X° PSBs Z AT 25 G106 L TETRIO RAF e —Bix S
HETWD [63,64]. LarL, SRABBIFIZREBEZTEA L2V K 9 2245812130 L
1< <, BHERIRIC AR NIE TN Z ST DTS D /NT A — L NI D
EEZLND.

Z OO IFEE LT, B5A15R O Shannon £ kv ¥— [65]1%FHE L=BIRH D [57].
FHREAR TEM B ZEEOKFICoEI L, ZOHROEMEHZ D LD, Box-
counting £ [66]IC L > T b bE—%KW, HEEEZHHEMICRZD. BREOTY k
72— W ORI K o T MEIER RS DR OB IBORMAH L. I HIT,
JFHEPC I EZ ERELT DICH T > TN R KL D ICHE X HILHDY, Box-counting 5
DA E, B ZATHERNL IR 23 EORRERGL LTV D5, & W o l2BLE OFEMIZHE X
W< W, BEOT Y hr E—iX, BN EOREH S IX-> TIFETLIONIIE L LN
D0, HEEOBESNEWZ®, TREZRTEE IRV WEEZLND.

WA, BRRERIT HICHT-> TR BAW LTV DI HET LT
H5. Nye[6T|\Z L » TERINTFT > VL, Lo @it, 3 72b b MREsArEs &
OB HABMOEREEATEY, MORMNFICBIT 2R CAICKHET 2R TH D
Z & 75 Bilby [68]%° Kondo [69](Z k- TH . &4 [70], VEH ZHE O, EET Y
JVTEST AR D F T F LTV D Burgers «X7 MLV O H M OEHRZ A L T\ D 7280, BT
BED L DAL TR STV DD LN -T2 2 &R0, MR DML K OMEITICLE
STEDEITEEL TN DD, EWVoTeZ ER LTV, L LR S, HEiL
BET Y VB IFRPTR TITEN - OO SRITES, MEZ0LDERLTVD
B VR, &5, BRI AR T AR A TS AICEART D L VWO A TV 5.

B RMaZ2 WM LTI Z D0y, E WO REICH 2> T, Kondo IXHI=ROM &2
AL TS [69,71,72,73]. Kondo &, % OFMGRICISIT 5 OT A O A G2,
Riemann-Christoffel BHZEDEREMEE —E T2 LW IH R (14020, REEGET Y
BT Y ATIET D WD T2 R L, Riex & AZSOBRIZER L.
LU R % G ERE ORI 2 EFE IO LIRS, BIERBPACRNE NS
ZEERTHEETHY, T LITEEALO Burgers X7 RLEXfINT D, — 5T,
X, EFEFICRE LRI, 57 MABEERTHE WIS TH D, dinfii N
DL S 72, EEEFICEELTOLEEAALTLEI X9 R TH-TH, X7
MVOEHAITIAEL 5. FEROEZEZFH T, K20, BrERTFCI 2 bR TR
HZEMARETH D, ZHICHEH L7z, Hasebe NHE"ET 25 FTMP [75, 76, 77, 78, T9]iZ
B < SR VBMERRAT TIE, REAET Y N AR OBLIIEAT S 2 L T, #idh
FALZIS UTe, BaAr FEFEAROFBLUCRE LT\ 5 [80].
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1.5. FTMP (Field Theory of Multiscale Plasticity)|Z & % EZ5Hfi[Z DLV T

AT T _72 K 512, — O RIGIIAREAET v Y M Lo TERINES. =
5 L2 &b, FIMP T, 0L DKMaE & A TR ZE M &2 R E e & LT
z, ZOREEEMTHFERE L THICREGET v Y VERBEH TS, 612, R
VYRS O R 2 ) FE A BB Lo E¥EAGR & LT, FIMP IZB W TRE S TW
% Flow-evolutionary Hl| [80]TiZ, NH#EEET VB LUOREESZIEH HThix
XNF - EHET Y LDOPLELORREZRBLTEY, ZOmKEE L TRESE
TUINDOXAFERDONINL N =T U EOBRBRENN TS, ZOWMEFEE T 1 v
b L7 BRHRENE & o T, BEALRDOZE{L & Z UL D =RV X O & BHIREIZHE O
fHF S, FREE & SRIZBT 2N OEEN = RV X OEEEH S O, F T 13EK
WZEDLDD, 7o EOFMERARER D SOEEMICTHIR IS, S IR
ZC, fZEM 7Y =27 8 U (PhS-T) [78IC L ZBRFAME BIRE SN TE Y, PHRX
TR ZIT W, BEACEE) 2 1 5 B R L EMICONW T hEma{T ) 2N TELH L
MFrEENS.

ZD XKD REELRICEB T D5 0OFRIC Lo T, B, AL FER RO Z e & v
oz, FBR - BENPDIIHBONUICK WEI RIAN G OND LI TE L. 25 LT
Briz7emn iy, X0 REMREEAR OMBER R 21 The <, RS 5 2 5 1RIG
B D BLAMIE R D BRI O TOREHI b b D, £, BERERALRZ R
WEET Y NVEIZ L - CHEtfifp~8rd 5 2 &1, FUERoS crilsid~
7 AT AN RE KRS E L FBRE R VED.

1.6. REmXDIERL

ARG CTIE FTMP (23S < Fi- A d i Ic K- TR AR X 5 2 & T, BEgs%
R~ EIRTT L, B PR 2 2B TR 5. ChE ThUho&
EHLE LTI DN TELBARICH LT, #EREWIEEZHND WS Hiz72
HAETH. ZHUTKY, AV AT — VOB L THERAREZ 769721 T
<, =7 iRk ~OwEM b HREIC AN TG 217> T <L JERD FTMP (ZES W
ToWF9ETIE, ¥ 7 172 FEM &7 L ~OEH R ETh o 7203, ARG TIXEARR 2257
R L TR OHGAEHE 21TV, <V TF A7 — VIR ~D %52 X 5. LITICE
EOWIE 2R~ 5.

B2 I, AFSCTHW DERALEN ) HERS, FIMP D S FHEIC SV T, BiR
AN ~TNS L 3 ETIE, AT OBMEER DB OWT, BB ) AEICEE
DWIfEHTE LY, FTMP (ZHES<FHIAAT O . [AIREIS, Z O % R4 5 S B MER#ET I
WH L, FIMP IZHASW e~V F Ry — VBT U v V5 5. 4 ETlE, PSBs D
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1.6 AG SLOREK

fENTE L ORHEIZ1T 5. 2 2 CiE, PhS-T [78)iC XL Ml %47\, PSBs IZBIT 5%
EESCEHE A B RN ED X IR N DD EIR~S. 5 5 B TIX, GNBs
W 2T KONl 24T 5. GNBs &9, ZERMMIT L CGEmAITY, 84
N TR DL EMEIC DWW TCOMAEED. 6 I, RAUENEES Lath BEDfEHT
BLOGTHEZITV, 55 ETHOLNTAR LS, L N3 2 FTMP 12
HOWTHT B ZIRET 5. BT E TR LOBIEEZ RS,

12



%2 5 Blamd L O Fik

F28F HmP L UBITFE

A S CURBEBEANL B /) L TR O TN 2 x5 & L, FIMP [80)IZ AW\ T
REEET VBRI NEEOT AR X 20 E LI 21T 9. AR TIX
FTMP ([ZOW TR, Z OISR & R D HET Y VB X OREGET v Y L
WZOWThRth 3 5. F72, KL THOMIZHE D Flow-evolutionary B, MRS
K OWHZER] R 22 =27 b U (Phase-Space Trajectory: PhS-T) (Z2WTH#BIL, £ 6
DOREREHZ THDLAREEET Y NRHEOT AR LF 2 80O X 5 ICEEITRkD
DONERT. EHIZ, BERENL R OMRITIZ &7z - CIEIBEF O 2 — FEZ VW Tk
D, T TIXZbib b [25]1MEET DEEBEATEN /1A OWT, EOME AR~ S.

2.1. FTMP (Field Theory of Multiscale Plasticity) & I&

MEHZ 1T 2 7R i x OREORER O 7= 121%, BEER S 2 R T 5 M3
WD, Tibb, R IRME VST 7 a R 7 — D, B0 N
BERLE WD Te A A — L@ U, fidhESIRRERA L~ VD~ 7 n X r— /L E
TILELBEBEFENDIT D Z LT, BHERHE - BEEOMZ#R T2 2 L8 T
5. LnL, —RICETOMEOZELZET VT AND Z LE, RFZEMRYR A
T=NDEEYNERETHD. Z 9 LIzME~DRAE LT, Hasebe[77,78,79,80]
%, BREBICRIT S, A=A EREERE GO AREEORELZI 5 FTMP &
EL:.

FTMP 2B\ TIE, 3 DDGOKH, 3 2O OM, BLO3 SOMERNRA 7 —
AN FDHREEE L LTIRZ OGN TWS. 2N bW, BokL, HokR, b
BLOEETHY, () REYEENRE, FOXICREL, b) ThbadE )
FINZFLR T2 00, Z LT, (¢) BET HREEEN L, EO X I L THAER
BLIOEEL TN DD, EWVWH ZEERLTWAD. 29 LEMEIZK LT, 3 20
GO, T72bb, (1) WoRirya o, 2) 7—YHoim, 8RO 3)
BEFHOBEGIC L - TR ZHA D MEHZR T 2 FERBEE L LTL, & a4z (A)
HA(L AR & L, %L B) fEdkL, (O FkioEAR (SR L.
OO, MEINIZEBNT, ZREN, B0 (A) IrEiEE, (B) WINEE
BELO(C) PHHEELE & RIS TV D, RiasCTiE, Bair MM O F8 R 2 IR
L, FIMPIZBUT 25 0%E, Flikds L UM &M 25 OG22 EICR 5 .

FTMP T, FCHi=RT VL (REAGET VY V) & “REEG 2 F 85T 5
B LT, HmOBELIUREL SE TS, [FAEGRICESE, NEGET
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2.2 FTMP (28T 2 ELiA &

Y NERWDZ LT, BB L7z K9 etk Kok K QRN REDRBLD 78 HFLUT
DX RICHANBARETH 5.
DR — BT B AREEEROFRBL [81]
« THRLF & DOXGHEIZFES 72 Flow-Evolutionary HI| 03 H 35 X OV DGR
SN E AT =V OREE S OFHEN [82]
X/ uHHEE XD Z LK DL DT AR, T AE)DIER
[83, 84, 85, 86]

22.FTMP (28 1T 2 EBEBE

FTMP TiX, A¥ESGZRRIRTHI2HT->T, Hoy¥iHicEo5< LMotk
FOHRICENZNHIET DIEET VB L ORERET YV EAWS. &
Dblr, REEET ML, BZFDOLOETTRL, B OREECZ O, JF+
AR GO R ES A b EREI LSS Z LIZNZ, Flow-evolutionary HiJ & D%
HTZNOAREELRIBEOXLER & 725 2 E0vh, FIMP IZBW T b EEZ2BEE
Lo T3,

AHEITIEL, FIMP ORISR & 2R DML T o Y VB L OREGET Y /WZD
WTHRA, 20 ORI ERE R L IS, RFRSCCEERFHMETIE L e
% Flow-evolutionary HIJ, BCeH#RX], 38 LOMAZER 7 ¥ = 7 F U IZOWTHEEIRT 5.
I HIT, BRI TIEOHRER & 2D NEEGET Y VB KO OT B r L £ 0
BARM 2GR IR OV T H kR 5,

221 BMBEET VI
(a)Burgers X7 kL

WAL OME (K, BEA, REEEAM) X, X0 FA~OKREE b 2FO>X
MV b EHEAIARD ST E ORRIZ K > TEHRSIT LD, 2D b % Burgers X7 |k
L& XY, Burgers X7 VD ERICOWVWTELT . £7 Fig. 2.1 (IR T, 25
LATEAR M Z B 2 5. FKIZE T D& OEEDRF (S) 72D, KKEFFHEY
WZHEAZAR D E DV ZHl> TR UALE (F) IR %, PAUZRIE (Burgers A1) % {E
%. WIT Fig. 2.1 b)i%, BT RipE2 2 EERVESMEETH L. ZOESKEMN
T, Fig.2.1(@)® X 912 L THERL L7 AR5E2Eh D Burgers [B1B & if iS4 2 [E1#K A
S THhDHE, ME S ERSF N —E L7V, #3(70 Burgers X7 hUiL, ZOF &
S HFESNRNT ML - TEHESIND.
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(b)

vjelelelele]0.

»@OO0000W

Burgers vector : b
Fig. 2.1 Schematic illustration of Burgers circuit for (a) imperfect crystal with dislocation, and
(b) perfect crystal with burgers vector where starting and finishing points are indicated

by S and F, respectively.

(bIENLEEET > )b, GN (Geometrically Necessary) Hnfif
AEICn L7 L 9 72 Burgers N7 MVDMPAET D56, B ET Y laTLL
TOLIIZRTZENTED [67].

b=f a-ds (2.1)

705, SIXMTLE D Burgers A1 TP E AL 7- mFE, dSIE Burgers BN ORI/ NmfE E R
DI GEF SO A N) ZRT.

WAL T Y VTN FAET A Z L IC L AR DO AL 2R L TNDH Z LD
Fig.22 T/REND X 972, GNERAL [87] & XN DI A RKBLL T\ 5. WIHEATE
W Z > TWDEFTEE Z > TWRWEFTOEE B ITITHELME(E L, ZEIR ORI+
EHAAL A FE OO 72 b DAY GNEAZ TdH S . GN (21T Fig. 2.2 (2T K O (PO
THDOARE EAM T THD.

>

/4

Fig. 2.2 Schematic drawing of effect of GN dislocation on macro strain.
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2.2 FTMP (28T 2 ELiA &

222. FEEETUVIL

WAL EET Y VE GN BB W H N TN D Z & & Bk L7223, GN a2 Tl
FKERW, DEVERMNEET YV TRERITERWREOAFET D, REGET
YYME, THLERLEITELOIMERH Y, LLFICEOBEERT.

Fig. 2.3 (a) |29 DX, #360xF BRADRT) 28 ARESEHTHDH. 22T
t Fig. 2.1 & [FIERIZ, FEdat&FDOIEEDIRF (S) 7205, KEFFHEI D RO F o
D Z&El> TRICALE  (F) [R5 Burgers RIS Z{ES. Fig. 2.3 (b) IF7EEHM TH
D, Fig. 2.3 (a) DX DT L TYERR L7z RFE2AE b D Burgers [HI13E & b7~ 5 [A1#E A
YEoTHDBE, RS A F 2—L, Burgers N7 MNFELRL 78D 2 &0
s, ZOXIIT, BAPERITHEET D L, BEET YL TRBTE o0
BN T 5. T 5 LI #EIE, SS (Statistically Stored) #5(7 & FEIXAL, Fig. 2.4
(@) \RT LI, 7 il AEGAIITBEOT oA & A S 720, SS s
MLITHEI T, BRx 2R (BEAoe, Vv 7 va %) IR o THEE LA
FKHL TN,

L2 L, SSHAAL S X 7 2 I 2L EICIZBEOT AO AR & 5 L 512, Burgers
B DOELY J712 & > TIRRIEE N DERALAS SS A7) B GN #RALIZ 28 > 5 (Fig. 2.4 (b)) .
T72bb, Fig.23 DX )RR THoThH, I 70D ET, K& IDH
U CIEADE E RO ET » Y VRIBGEOND . 2 OGE ORBIROEEN
JET VX, RNERD Z EIZ Lo THEERT A0, REAET Y AnlE, LLFIC
RTE DI, WBAEET Y IVOARIZL > THONADT, WD L 5 i1
Klfah, arrme LTRATDZENAREERD.

n=-(VX&gmn (2.2)
2T, ( symlTAFMEERELZ RS, LT, BT A A b= a T VLB L
CHHEOTHT > Y L& ZNZNEPE LR & LW, a=-VxpPB LU=
VXVUXeEWIBRNLRDOND. 7ok, XQ2)LV, REAEITEMEET v
VIVOERLERD Z L TROBND Z END, WAL NG b REGEITE S
5. ZDXEIIT, REROINBEET VY ANPHEEATL L) RBATYH, S0k
ia A LU CROTEREEET > VIETER L.
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vjelelelelelo

Fig. 2.3 Schematic illustration of Burgers circuit for (a) imperfect crystal with dislocation, and
(b) perfect crystal with burgers vector; starting and finishing points of which are

indicated with S and F respectively.

Microscale

Macroscale _—

7t

(a) L i
4 LTL Ll L
T 'I*'TJ.T'I"“'J'

|

Statistically stored dislocations Geometrically necessary dislocations

Fig. 2.4 Relation of GN dislocations in micro scale and SS dislocations in macro scale.

223 EBMEBET U VILB L UFERE T UV ILOEMERIFR

AN R & oy 26/ 2f & O xHIGBIRIE Kondo [69)IC L » THRA S, EbicEnE
[FASZIZ Bilby & [68)IC L > TH A Sz, Z T & - TIE Riemann BEMERR 23 46k
£V, BALOHZR D TR 122 LD R B% b EFL AT 7 VIS A D 2 ATREME
DRINTWND [88]. ZZ Tl E(EET Y NVBIORNEGET Y ABEN
TR FICB T DIRET Y NAVB I OHMET Y IR T 5 Z L 2R L,
AN ET Y VB X OVREAE T > Y VB FTMP IZB W T2 o Uik L O
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2.2 FTMP (28T 2 ELiA &

REMINDEHIZONWTIER S, HADOKRLITFRERL TITV, —2DHIZFAL
FRHEN B D5 A T RFERICHRE S .

JE Riemann #1561, B2 1F Fig. 2.1Q@UIR L2 X 9 7, KixETe—R oWk
23JE Riemann ZEMICH 5 & LT, £ % Fig 2.1(b)D X 512, KKaD a0 HIRIKEE
NERIET D Z IR D ERD O KA ERLT S, IE Riemann Z2[E & 1%, RFTHY
(21 Buclid ) TH 222703, BEITEFE > TH S [89,90,91]. RFTHINZIZE
REAE R A EFRT D2 ENAHETH Y, 2 A Euclid AUREEEZ R 585518,
FEOREIZ L > T HF DR TEFRZI N Euclid 2%, oA TERS N
Euclid ZEFICBERE T 2 LN H D [92]. Z D K 9 IZJEWK Euclid 228 2 #4ft L T <
BIENRRILE LIENHBETH S

Fig.2.5(a) @ & 9 72, FE Riemann ZEfIZ & 5 ARSI > TR P B—ET 556
B x5, lE O Buclid ZM THIVUX A% S —ET D1 TH 523, IE Riemann
ZERNC & DA 34 AL CE SR S 7= Euclid Z2[#] 2 AV 5 P @ Euclid ZE B2 #8568 L C
WS BEBH D20, —BI—E L2725 (Fig.2.5 (b)) . #HEmOREETL &L,
MNEEZBA L, SOIZAPICBIT AT MLEP L LI2R, ZORVEWVEAPIT,
dP = du'P 35 LU0V dP; = Thdw/ P AR LT, kXD L 512725,

AP = §dP — d&P

= (8dul)P; + du'sP; — (dsul)P; — Su'dP;

= (T} — T};)du/ sukp,;

= S} dul sukp;
TIT, SHRERT VL EMHIND . FERC, RPICBWTERSNIEAY b
PR A BENT 25 2 L O~ BT EZITH. ZOREORT MLVOZEAPIE,

AP; = §dP; — dSP;
= 5(Fi]1.cdukpj) - d(rifl'((sukg)
_ (ari’,; oy,
ou  ouk

= R}, du*su"P;
FRT, Rl xR YL LTS, 20O X 91T, JE Riemann 22 & LT oM
B, WA A R TIRET v v B LY, BERMRE A R ET L
TRIAIND.

(2.3)

2.4)

+ L), — Fi%dk) du*su"P;
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2B PERE X O =

P(x + du+ du
+ 6du)
O

(@)

Fig. 2.5 Schematic drawing of concept of torsion and cuvature. Discrepancy is generated when

a closed circuit in non-Rimannian space (a) is mapped onto Euclidian space on point P

(b).

Z 2T, Fig.21 & Fig. 2.5 L &2 LI~ D L, ER(EET Y VOBLEBHFRRT
INDENESIET D 2 Evbhs. Thabb, k& TEECEEARD L if
MERR TR LR 2D, LWIEZTTIE, MR &R TR 2 N AVE
L2, LWOBZRFITeD. LEER-T, LUFOBMRMKILT 5.

% €t Sl (2.5)
—J7, #h=RT Vi, Levi-Civita DATVE TIIEE OREDFH T > Y v g 2
W,

Oll'j =

1 l-l(agu agkl_agjk> 2.6)

e = 29 \oxk T a7~ oxt
LET DB EMND, RS BREICEET S 2 kUL EOEAZAM L CHEREATEL Z

Lizky,

09.5 g 99k G
Rijia = gunRipe' = dxidxk " 9xJdx! Oxidx! 9xJoxk @D

LD, ZZT, MEANERIZ X - T Euclid ZZ/12> 5 JE Riemann ZE[EJ 12~ 7= & &
2% &, OFHT Y VTEHRET >/ vd KO Kronecker D7 /L #5128~ T, LA
TOFRXTRITE D [74].

1
> (915 = 8) (2.8)
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2.2 FTMP (28T 2 ELiA &

EXEXQA)IZIAT D L,

o€y dej 3 Ogjk 3 dey,
oxioxk = dxJox! odxiox! odxJioxk
BEBND. KQR20)FOTAHDEERMEXECOLDOTH Y, FEEKET >V /VDE
FT—ET D, Lo T, LLFOBERMARY LD

Rijiq = 2.9)

1
Mij = 7 Eiki€jmnRieinm (2.10)

oL EMD, WAEET Y WTZEROIR N AR T —FH T, FEGET
YIVITZER OB LR T LEFRD.

224 FHEEET VYV ILOFEHE

KQDITRLTZE DT, NEAET M, BEABET YU 5 Curl
BETROOND Z LD, BARICEBITDIERITREE 2V, BAOMHEEZEE(L
LEDMHE 2 H->. AEiTIE, Zhic o0 Tl Tn<.,

Fig. 2.6 \CHENARDBLE Y — V& Z 72, SV DETNVERT. £ET LD
N TET VY v VNI, ZERIN ORI A U CTh B 7=, 2 TR—0fE%
R =, REEET VIV VA, REAET VY VINERIN O T
VIYNDRARE L DT, ENENRRLEE LD 2O ENG, BBET
VIV HME 2 DEEALOTE RO B % ETe D3 L, NEAET & Y /TR O BLE S
R WoToFHRbETE 52D, LER-T, REGET VWX, $BALxto X
S IR RGO RELD 272 5 F, WAHEOBESCTEREARHEOIT 52 ZENARETH S &
BEzbhb.
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23 Flink KON A

[i11]

1121)\[1 1 n|

ﬁ ’é@ ‘E;[K 4&—»,

b= \mu

t= [010
b=c-ds KM 1 =—Fx@ym

<101 S(aza)?  (x10?) (i)
6.0 2.0

* —o—0o—0—9

40-

1.0

20+

00 1 1 1 00 L L 1

1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5

Fig. 2.6 Examples of dislocations in different configurations.

2.2.5. Flow-evolutionary gl

RNHEEET Y L, AR O K D IRz & Leh Ol BN D FRIE TlEH 5
3, P AT AT IR D SHALR DFEB DO H T, OB EZWM O S Z LIFEEL V.
Hasebe L= /L FHGRIZ Y O AT IRE) 2 K Bl4 5 Flow-evolutionary Hi [80]%
EELTBY, ZNCEs TRBEEET YV eV, RYES ALl 3 5 &5
we, NYEHEWOI YR L ORRREN RIS, LORBEZWAMIZERLRT L L
WAE[BE L 72 5. LA T U, MANZESW R ES & =3 L X OMOER L Z 7~
TRVKRE—RA I LT U INT EREBET Ny 5L BICRENETH
D EWV BB EDS X, MIST HRERY M EZRATEET D.

5ulllncom = ureff NpMNap as
s (2.11)

6fainh0m = -f nb(STade
S

22T, ab=123.4 Th O x IR REE ¢ 2 RT. AIE I AREEENL, Tbbik
WINL T tyor & LTEH B DEMDAHEN LR L, REIINIENEZERT. T,
Z 2 Tilim S LD REIIRPTIICHET 5 RES TH Y, RIEROFEEIFRNTHE
2ék®,LﬁfﬁJ@@ﬁb@Ki*w¥%~fy5b?yyw@@E?M@E
-%nﬁ%%wfwé.llf ( NIZEMPEHZRL TV D.
BEMDORENPAE N L > THEI SN EDOBXOTF, W& ORI ER
%ﬁm?é ETHRADTELND.
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2.2 FTMP (28517 2 HAEELE

5uéncom = Kab(sfainhom = ureff NpNapdS
s 2.12)

= Kabcdf n,6TcqdS
s

2612, ERTENT, RFrREBE252 LT, BRABIIKRAZ2G5.
Nab —KabcadTca (2.13)

ZIZT, ab lIHERESAEEL, ab=1234 THDH. B, NQ24)DEFAIZY
PRIE, 2 O AL EENR WA & BICHHUNAFETHL EWVWOMHICK VERIND.
REEET > Y NV 4 RGTRFZERNCHIEIR L, HERTDH LW ERD.

Nab =€akip €bmnp Ok Omely, (2.14)
¥, ZITC, MRS DOHrEBRT DHEANROREEET Y VDOERRIGED
n5s.

— P _ 14
nij - 6ikl46jmn4akam£m - Eiklejmnakamgln (2-15)

iﬁ(2l3)ﬂii’5b\’(, E#%Fﬁﬁ@ﬂfﬁ:'l\iig'fﬁﬁ L/, Kabcd = Kl(?ab(?m + 2K26aC6bd 2_)_ —a‘é <E ,
RADPFHND.

Nap =K10Tp + 2301 S ap (2.16)
6K,%$®k@,@=0%ﬁﬁ?é&,ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬂé.
ab =K6Typ (2.17)
IIT, ook EIHZ, Kiﬂﬁf*ﬁéﬁic‘:ﬁiﬂé BT, R OB EE 2
&, ARG LND.
aa =Ky, = K8 (K + U°) (2.18)

Z I T, TylFTR2MARD Hamiltonian (2 —F L, B p)LX2EKT. £/, KITEEHT
VR, VT OT AT R FXERT. ST, Eilng,ld 4 KT TOREEET
YIYNDEFZALVUTOLIICEKIND.
Nga = E4klp64mnpakam€m Naa = trn (2.19)
T, ARy ERL, 45123 ThD. Thbh, REAET VY VORHH
FOTXZERMR Sy OxtA T L 72 5. S 512, ERUTRW T, #HIRIEK = 0) 2 RE L,
A->KEEZHRZDH LT, BHROICRANRETELND.
Nkx = KSU® (2.20)
AR TIE, FEEGET Y VOxHFIn I K OHEOT AR LT DD 5 &
SUC & I & > T2 BRI 2 AR L LT, REESHORBEEZFHMET 5. MTHRK
ZBL (Fig.2.7) 12XV, AT LANOENISEDBLEND =RV X BT 11 20
“TRAFOWRNT & AL T ENAREE R D.
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Visualizing Energy Flow
& Evaluating Energy Transfer/Conversion

Nk T VS OU°

Energy
Release

Energy
Storage
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Duality -
Duality Diagram ‘

Coefficient

Flow-Evolutionary
Law

Fig. 2.7 FTMP-based Duality Diagram Representation.

226.HZM 324 b1 (Phase-Space Trajectory: PhS-T)

FAZEM 7Y =2 b U (Phase-Space Trajectory) [78]1%, & 2 iksy )7 #eA3 B H2
BN Z EMAFRETH > Th, G2 DN IIMISERMEICK LT, MBS 50
T D0 FEL Vo7, RORDENZFTER T DBRCEA S NDFETH D [93].
FILIEFRE BB W THNON D FETHY, HDH/3T7 A —FxE, TORFHZEL
xkxTmy NHZ LIk THELND. 29 LIEMORLHEOOFRIZEIL T,
B Z1E, BEROBENEIRENC T D Phs-T IXHILE Z R E VD Z LR bor-> TV
% . ARFSCCIERNL R 2 KBS 5 RGO Phs-T ZERL L, HIRENZISIT 2 H b
N, AARE 5 2 AR O Phs-T BSH#LEZ R L7256, T OROINEITR

ETHDLEND ZENMRIND.

23 BMBEET VIV - FERET VVILOET - FHiiE

AT, BEERALE) ) A K o TR S NI BRI A D DESLEET VY L

R AEET NV EREHT 5 HECOWTRET.
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23.1. SRR DK EH

BN T L, BEALO IR B KOS ARSI LR ST DS, 2
ZTUE, BEALHRN S FPRECY + B AR A BT D FIEICOWTEL Y. Fig. 2.8 12
HANB & Burgers X7 MVORXX 23, 7ok, EBARSTMNT MLE p=
(pr,p1y,PT3), Burgers X7 RV% b = (by, by, by), BRNIHRITIAIRT L0 B AR
L X 47 % Screw = (screwx,screwy,screwz) , AR EE AL BK 4 % Edge =
(edgey, edge,, edge,) & EFT 5.

9, AR TN Fvd HHEARSIE Burgers X7 RUIZEATCTH D Z &
5, WRUTRT £ 91, bADERFIC L o TERARIT RS MO bW AR %8
THTZENTES.

s _pb, 221
crew = ib[2 (2.21)

F 7z, AR T RN RV FREST X, Fig. 2.8 D, IR THEATX 5.
Edge = p — Screw (2.22)

Fig. 2.8 Decomposition of mixed dislocations into edge and screw components.

232 BMEET VYV ILOER
AT TR L2 & 918, sffi 2 20(2.21), (2.22) % AW TRy & BR AR &1
Gy LT2121S, Fig 2.9 (R d K 91Z, MR 2 Hilxy, %y, xS OMEL, £
U Burgers X7 hLaEMNT D, 2O & X, WBEET VY VO AR ITiR
MRS D B ARGy, FERHA BT TR ST R D IR K> TREND.
(11 = SCTeWy * by, a5, = screw,, = b, , a33 = screw, - bs
a1, = edgey - by ,a13 = edgey - bz, ay; = edge,, - by (2.23)

ay3 = edge, " by, a3, = edge, " by , a3, = edge, ' b,

24



%2 5 Blamd L O Fik

S BITHLEEET Y va ke GN RN FEpoy DBIFRITZLL FOR Q24 TR SN S.

1
= = pe (2.24)

AR DOBN 2 [m™2]) &5 &, I ET > Y VOBLIT [m™ L7225,

o
X3 33 i G,
447;71;T%2
. e b,
o, - - Screw ?
Component y b
Dislocation b A M b,
Segment = b ‘
g : ay,
bl 3
dge ay,
omponent - aﬁ x2
‘ Oy U,
X

Fig. 2.9 Derivation of a dislocation density tensor via decomposition of dislocation segments.

233 . A BEEETUVILOEH
REEET IR TREIND Z EnD, TOEMMILLTFD L 9127
% .

Mij = — (€t gy,
1
=~3 (Eiklakajl + Ejklakajl)

1 20,013 — 03a13)  —0q@q3 + 0093 + 03(a;, — @yy)  —0z3a3;, + 01aq; + 0z(ay; — ayq)
=—= 2(0;a51 — 01023) —0,a51 + 03031 + 01(a,, — a33)
2 SYM 2(9, a5 — 9,31
(2.25)
T Y VOB Z[m 5 L, REAET VY VOBRAIEm 2] L7
5. 2k, BELORDGIZET MOV TIIREIZEE T
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234 GUBETUVILOREDOERY FIZDLT

REEET > Y NV EFRET HI20I121E, BAEET Y VOREL R 5 VBN
5. RBGETIE, AIRERMBHT OBESE FWT, SETHEIEA (g xp x3) F AN E
NENDEIL, BARICONWTH—EORIIINEI Lz LTI 2175, 22Tk
Z DOFEAMHOWTRET.
(a) BT EAEIR X OMAEET Y VE T

AT, Fig. 2,10 (R $ & 912, AT 2 NI REZR (Y 7 2 L) Todl
L, &Y 7BARNICE ENDEAROFEREFAWT, BRI LRI LV ERAr
BT VOB AT . TR, —oD B ANICEEB OB RN E N 55
1%, FALODENHRE VRO LN T Y VTR S, EOFERD )
EADHEELTHWONDZ L&D, Thbb, T b DEEMBEOFHHE LD
Burgers X7 kLD JFAEIRES TlX, Fig. 2.11 IZEERXAIRT XL 912, Ao Eods
NEEFET ) VO OB INE L D Z L&D, ZOHET, Fig.23 1R
7o X 572, Burgers [FIREOEY HFIZ XV, SN2 DOWEEZ S EDZ L &t L
TWb. ZDD, B 7ENOREIEZEMIEHLILICEY, ik~ 7 vl
HNI 7B/ A0, LW R NEORBEDBHRETH D, 775 L ,:@i%
SEIOHEFICHRAETF L TV D EEZEFE L TBLERSH SH. ENFET I ITHRNAL
MPFELTNE D &, RIEARNICEENRWIGEIL, Zhvb D%k gmibk
Wb ThD.

—
__"“—-—.‘
“—-—._______

—~—__ |

— |

—

Fig. 2.10 Schematic illustration of a simulation cell division.
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Dislocation Dislocation Density Tensor

] =5

| || = | %

Fig. 2.11 Schematic illustration of disappearance and change of dislocation density tensor.

O REAET > Y VORH

REEGET Y NERO DO, BAEET Y VOER AR ZFET 54
ENDH L. KimLTIE, »HERTEY 7L OB —EOMEEAZRE L, fEK
N TOENEEET Y VO A, LLNIORT RN ZRIEICLVRD 5.

Fig. 212 1T R”"T L DIZ, HHIT L2 7 EABLY, Ehzdid LT—EDMHEK
N CHAEEERN) e b7 evesEx 5. £7, kSR ColRMEET >
NOfBa;; %, B ag~az & VT, KD XD BRI 5.

a;i = g+ axq + azx, + azxs; (2.26)

ij
TSR, BT Y VO AR, RAUTRT LI, ay~aglZkhith T 5 2 &
272 5%.
Tma Gema Gl

Wiz, YTk OFDLOEFER (X1, Xok, X3x) & Ly, ZOH T E DAL
PORM SN ET Y NOEEal T DL, BTNk OBNEET VY
S G EUE & DFR s, 1TkiTRENS.

sk = aff — (ag + ayXqp + ApXop + azx3x) (2.28)
L72ii>C, fEHBENOETOY 72 /ZBT 57820 2 Ff1 D IZIRAXOEY Th
5.

as (2.27)

D= Z(sk)2 (2.29)
k

Z 2T, Do mindO5MHND,

oD 9D 9D _aD _

= = = 2.30
da, da, da, OJdas (2.30)
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2.3 BT Vv - REEET VIV OEH - L
LIk, X(239)~241) LV, KOBEHITEABELND.
n n n n n
Zafj —a021 _allek —azzxzk aszxsk
k k k k 3
n n n n n
z alijlk — Qp z X1k — A1 Z(xm)z —a; Z X1kX2k — A3 Z XXz, =0
k k k k k >
n n n n n
z all(j X2k — Qo z Xk — 1 Z X1kX2k — Q2 Z(ka)z —as Z XorX3 =0
k k k k
n n n n
Zalkj X3k — aozx3k - allekak - azzx jX3j — a3 z(xsk)
k 3 k j
(2.31)
ANQR3NE~ M) 7 ALKRT HERADEY ThS.
n n n n n
Zl lek Eka 2x3k QAo Zaf‘j
k k k k k
n n n n n
Z X1k Z(xlk)z Z X1k X2k 2 X1kX3k | | Q1 Z a;(jxlk
{ K K K i~ b p=1k - (2.32)
szklekxzk E(XZI{)ZEXZI{XBI{ a, Z alkj X2k
k k k k k
n n n n n
ZxBKlekx3kzx2kx3k Z(x3k)2 as Z a’lij3k
k k k k \ "k
LEXY, a;(i=0123)1 Tk D X HICLTRDHNS.
) n n n n N -1 n
ay Z 1 lek Zka ZX3k Za{j
k k k k k
n n n n n
a, Z X1k Z(xlk)z Z X1k X2k Z X1k X3k z ajxi
={n n 0 SR (233)
a, ZXZkaucxzk Z(XZk)ZZXka3k z tfj X
k k k k k
n n n n n
as ZxSklekx3kzx2kx3k Z(x3k)2 Z 5x3k
\ ) \ % k k k 3

A(2.33) B3RO TR a;, TR

ET Y VO ARLE, H(2.36)ITRA

TAHAZ LT, EREEET L IIIVOEERDD LN TE S,
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afxl-}- aaij afxu
L= =day. = =a
@ =ap +a,x; +azx; + asx; ax, 1 ox, B 3
1 2 3
[ ) L ] [ ]
.......... (

o | o | o
D= (s
k
] . D — min
R Coarsening Radius
- ) ap  ap 4D @D
... Attention Cell [aao‘aal‘a%_a%_ﬂ]

Fig. 2.12 Schematic illustration of coarsening model together with calculation process of a

derivative operation.

24 BZIOBEZIRILY

OB T RAT EIL, BAEZETI LI AEmO VX0, F2I3H
i PN 2 VED DICHBE R =X X TH D, REM@< HEEHTUE, Zoxx
JVRITENL DO DOFFET D= x L F L EOIMUDHMEODT AR LX L I2051T D
ZEMTED.

241 BEVTHIRILFT
WIRDOBYEOT BT RV EE, TERTE, TORBITHEOTHE TSN
DO TUTDO XY IcEkREND [62].

1

1
—_[ Cijri&ii€pdx = —j O dx (2.34)
2J, 2),

22T, MEEdx(= dxy, dx,, dxs) HRFEEZR & T MK V RIS 2 IRFERE
S EEWT L. B O%E, T OFMEOT B L TR O R S ITHHIT 5.
AGH L TIE, Fig. 213 1ORT L D TN E VNS S CTOIS T > Y )V E BT 5
oD (I EX I —HML L, ¥ IS IGO0 E BRI L T
%) EEEL, FOKETOISTT v Y VOENHBEOT AT XL X EE T 5.
FRETREINZ, & X —Ba MR ZE b O IESFEOR FIRIZAEIL, — 208 Ok
OTHIRNFE—ELEZ, RADO LI ICEORTNE &5 2 & THRATHEBRIED
BEOT AT XL X2 HEMNT 5.

Ee =
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l3
Eg = E O-l'jgl'j (235)

TR IEORBETH D, TEIRER OO AR F o &I —

A E CHEIL Z & TEHOMEOT AT XA EH L, &7 v ICEiT 55t
OTHATZRILFEDEELZZDLZETHEOTATZRLTDL XSUCE KD D.

Simulation Cell

Dummy Dislocation for
Sensing Stress Field

Fig. 2.13 Schematic of the calculated elastic strain energy.

242 BRSO T RILF

HEA7 AN IE Hooke DVERIASER Y 377272\l CTdb 5 7 o iMERf 2 8 T& 72\,
AR LTI, BALEROADOT ATV XOFHEREEEZZE L, ALEo3 oMl
TOIENEOTHOERZDOEEEONBICY TTEDL LT5HZ LITL VLR
WCE=FVXEFHI L7, 20K 5 RIS S LR O = R L X EE TR AT h
X Hivd [94].

ub?

8n2rf(1—v)
AL TIL, ALy 2 B e R ITx L, H(2.47) Try=5[b] [62]& L7z#afriN
TARNXEHEZDHZ L LTS,

E(0,1,) = (2.36)

2.5. BERERGI BV iR
AGHSCTIE, BEEGRAIEY ) a— R E AW TR DR EBZ T3 5. AHi Tl
Zbib H25]3BHFE L7z 2 — RIZ DWW TR T <.

2.5.1. BEERER I BN W2 D E
BESOEAAT B /)24 [23,24, 251130 KB T DI A FR O H A& LT %, #5
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23 Flink KON A

MLOEENZ KRBT 5. T E VNI EOROBERA L 7 A > N E2RET 52 &
IZE o, ¥ RMEAT 2k ZIRCHf R AT Wb T 2 2 N TE 5.
[FNEITIR T A 77—V OBIG & EHEICHBLCE 2 T8 FEICHS, K K&k
REZEM A — L COfNTSFIRETH V), B OHENIZRE) 2 ZEIARAT C & 2 A F]
B 5. HEALD /NG — = 7 & JPFRIR M E A R OO 5 EBRFE RS iE [22, 95]
ENTEY, ZOFEENRVNDIZLTTEL00, £, EOXIITHIET 5 DD,
LWV o T EEe T, BERBURAIEY I TFEIC K o TRIRE L 70 D T & D, FRICHEA
HPED 43 B CIHEH ST E 72 [96,59,97]. AawsUCEMT 5, Zbib & [25]03 8455
5HETIE, EEOWHBIIRE AT 208 %, AL O TN 72 RIS T T
BEOEME 7 A FOEAERICHERILT 5. BRI O IS 7185 O BEn R 2 1 FH 5
5 LT, MOPIEICHARTER I A b CHALFR LM AR ZEHE L, i oiES)
BT 5. ARMEATET VIZEL T OSSR EERNZ SN TREFE S LTV D
()Ml & DAL O EE)

(b)EEAL ] D & PREEAE ALF

(c)Hiafr ] O FLRERERE AL1EH

252 B R DEGLDES)

()N X DI85

Fig. 2.14 I[ZHHANRT L 91, AEEOMFIZIREZ A3 2808 215
[Z&Y, RPIZBT D50 (P)EIMIED Z N TR TERDb SN D [19].

K 4 2 ! [ 4 12 ’
O-aB(P) = —g bmeimaﬁv RdXB - a meimBWV Rdxa
¢ l ¢ : 2.37)

f b R ) o V2R | dx,,
4n(1-v) J, mEimk 0x;0x,0xp “ x! "k

Z ZCRIZA P £ TOMHREE, b;ld Burgers X7 Nb, €molIEHGE S, u i3 AW
PR, v IR T Y Th D RQDEFIT DI H7--> T, EBALEh#R EIZ Fig.
214 D L HIZ/ — FEABE L CTHEBUL L7256, A0 K 200 50%, IReCTREM
Ins [6].
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n-1 j+1 9
Ou5(P) = z Z{ f bmeimaWV’ZRdxl’;
all Loops j=1 t
u j+1 0 "
_ﬁ b €imp o ,V Rdx|, (2.38)

H st a°R 9
_471(1_1/)[ meimk<W 6,1[;0 ,V R)d }
22 Trid 1 oo L <ITEBAL—TIZBIT 5 — FThH D,

Fig. 2.14 Schematic drawing of stress field produced by dislocation

b)EMERNLE 7 A v M X D608
Hirth & [19]IC LD &, #3272 M EEREIGE L2856, R(2.38) Tk
Lo TiHiEiLs.
N
dﬂ-E,Hl (2.39)
j=1
T, qﬁi_ﬁ’—amiﬁgzwmﬁﬁmmﬁﬁiﬁmﬁm/ij&ﬁqf
BT

EEDHEMME T AL SBERT DIGNETHY, FRIXO X D 7 /T
00, DRI IR A THE S h 5.

D
G'j,
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2
LR N PO ™
0o RR+2) RZ "R(R+ 1)
+ b —— (1 x x
YR(R + 1) RZ R(R+2)
Iy _ Y (¥
o *R(R+ 1) RZ R(R+2A)
2 2
y y
byR(R+,1)(1+ﬁ+R(R+,1)>
Oyz 2vy y/l) ( 2vx x/1>
_Zz _ _ 7 7= hbol——
% b"(R(R+/1)+R3 HEANN IR INE > (2.40)
Oxy _ b X 1 y? y?
66  “R(R+1 R2 R(R+ 1
y x? x?
— (14— —
+b3’R(R+/1)( +R2+R(R+/1)>
2
Ozx _ Xy X y(l_v)
a_o__bxﬁﬂ’y( R+R2> b R R )
o v y? X x(1—-v
X2 —p, y_r +by—y—b2¥
o R R3 R3 R(R+ 1) J

- - > H
Z Z Toy = ,
< 0 41t(1-v)

> h® Burgers X7 MLVDERGTTH 5.

A=z'—2z,R*=x*>+y?>+(2' —2)%, by, by, b, ITENLE 7 A

o Plcrz
- } >
J j+1(0,0,2) ©

Fig. 2.15 Stress field of dislocation segment.
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(C)HENLIZME < /)
RPICHDIEEDENL , — N i IERT 2 01%, (2.39) ZHW Tk TERT =
ENTED [98].

=

-1
F; = (0£j+1(P) + Ua(P)) by X &+ Fi_geif (2.41)

j=1
ZIT, 6] HMOEIE 7 A b, IS K DIET), eMIINARIGIGRNT
—kR), ENFENARANT P THD. Fiz, WARIEINCKIET D Fi_serpl3 Fig. 2.16
ICHRIIRT L O, e A bR ERESL, T2 81280, &
XTI,

Fiit1-se L
S = Uea D)+ fo@a bl (D) @42)

ZIT, 03N T 87 A MR T A FORTA, p iy AT
TA=H, LITB T A FDESE, foa(04,b)DEAKFIZLLFOMEY TH D [19].

1
Fea(Oa,b) = [b54b2P +—— bEAnED
(2.43)
cosf, —1 v
+

+ b5}

sinf, 1—-v

Fig. 2.16 Peach-Koehler force of dislocation segment i operating itself F;_gey-.

() TRVADSEI UPTE 2
HR (L D IF[E]FE B TR A DB TR U EE ST T S [25].
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. 1 .
mu; + M(T,p) u; = [Fi]glide—component (2.44)

AN < 71 Fii3aRQ.5)0 B8 &, m XA E BT OEE % - 7= ik
RN CEBRO BN R S B2 0 OFE R, MIZFREEN & O SR o [ #hitEo
EEBETDHILDODDOLDT, EMOAEEEZERT T A—=FThHsbH. ElwlTT
D REE, TITHHREE, p ITESTH 5. R(2.44)2HS T HRNBRIT R R R 2 28,
Frank-Read J5 D X S ITEEN L — 7 D kET AR, it 7 A v NN —E Tl
PHIFRAIE LS BB TE R LD, EW0, SV —7BIUET 5546 b AT
bbH. FITEET AL NORK, B/NEIEARELTEE, HEOHMLZIEZ
HEONB T AL NERSTEEAITH L ) — ROAR, £7213/ — FOHEEEIT

-

2.

253 S D RIEREMBEERA

HANE DRI 1551 & 2 R IRREH BRI OFHRIE, 80503 BRBE O T
THEVWOMEE E, FHERMZIEFICES S, Zbib & [50, 98]i% Lesar © [99]73%
RLEEZMrFREMO FEZICHL, @ERMEEBEHZEMT 5 FIE
(Superdislocation)Z A% L7=. Z Z Tl Superdislocation (Z- 2\ THEIRIZFLT .
Superdislocation (% Fig. 2.17()Z~" 3 XL 912, TV 2B 721 L LT
TEIL, DY 7B AN NG5 RO DB, biTW 72/ B)N LD
JENZE L CIRE#EICHE I L, £SO Y T2 D5 OIS T Z M REEIC &
S>TRDLFETHSD.  Fig. 2.17TONCRT L HIZZ = X +iYITMLET DA PITHBW

T, ZhLET DU A U DIEHIT, HRABIOBE, 0, = 22 %

27 x2+y2

Yo, =-2 2 <hs. 2T, BHET LU AG@)EKRRTEAT 2.

27 x2+y?
¢(Z) = bIn(Z — Z,) (2.45)
Lﬁm;ofyL%@Eﬁ%m%fﬁgm@@nxiw%fﬁgmwgn&ﬁé;ﬂ
WHEAAZIZOWT Y, Z OB E LUSHRT vy AR GO, TS K-> TRA
LNRBETE 5.
P BTICEEN TV DA, ¢(Z)1F Taylor JEBH T&, NEDEEALNS DEHE %
ELEDLELZET, UTDXHIThb.

N N N
1 1 1
qb(Z)=EZbi+?Zbilol-+?2bizﬁi+--- (2.46)
i=1 i=1 i=1
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DL Superdislocations & FETAL, £ 4, 5 1 BT HAMRT-(Monopole),
2 T 2 DO B1-(Dipole), 5 3 HIE 4 DOV FEM - (Quadrupole)lZxtis L, LATF
[FERICHES . 2D XN, EHICHDIENGEENT 52 LT, RIEBHEEIERD
@ﬂ%?ﬁﬂkﬂif}b Nﬁ]@%ﬁﬂfﬁz T AV N TR INDITET VT, Lo
FRREFE AAERIC WX N A—F—OFE A B 0D02% 0, Super dislocation
%%Pé_&T,NbgMﬁ~&~®ﬁ%k&D,ﬁ AR AR CE 2.

§

NN NN NN

AEANEANANANEANEN
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Fig. 2.17 Dislocations in the reflected cells are combined into super dislocations for long range

interaction [50].

254 SR DREIEREMBEERA

S FREERE BN R LSRN L~V E TR L7z & &AL, HERSeY
3y, Vxr7varOREVSTEBRENIEZD. IO W o EEEEERIE, %
INTRIRERE], ZBA T — A TAELD LD TH DD, ZHOBMNEIRY H 556, €
NOOBRGEEREW S DIFFHE A FOBENOEE LI RN, 22 TERLDOH
G A B R IERECEE R L W ol — I — LB WTER YD S . FD— L TEL
Tomwmvh ThoH [25].

® Rulel FEREEEHT 2008 9 0 RET DRSS HEHE “F > F©
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Fig. 2.18 Flow chart of dislocation dynamics problem [100].
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Fig. 3.1 Schematic drawing of derivation process for attendant apparently-reduced shear

modulus due to a bowing-out dislocation segment.
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Fig. 3.2 Schematic drawing of simulation cell (left) and loading condition (right).
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Fig. 3.3 Schematics of simulation models with two representative dislocation arrangements,

Case A (horizontal arrangement) and Case B (vertical arrangement).
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Fig. 3.4 Snapshots of (a) initial configurations of whole models and (b) bowing-out dislocation

segments in the case of N=175 for Cases A and B.
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Fig. 3.5 Shear stress-plastic shear strain responses for (a) Cases A, (b) B and (c) both cases in
the case of N=175.
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Fig. 3.6 Relationship between “apparent” reduction rate in shear modulus and the number of

dislocation segments.
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Fig. 3.7 Duality diagrams comparing Cases A and B, (a) through (c), together with correlation

of apparent reduction rate of shear modulus with duality coefficient, (d).
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Fig. 3.9 Series of snapshots during loading and unloading processes for models with randomly-
distributed precipitates (pinning points), comparing two cases with N=100 and 400

(left), together with the corresponding system-wise shear stress-strain curves (right).
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Fig. 3.11 A typical duality diagram obtained for simplified models, together with snapshots at

representative steps in the case of N=10, where precipitates in Figure 10 are not shown.
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Fig. 3.12 Comparison of duality diagrams among five simplified models in Fig.3.10.
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Fig. 3.14 x-based correlations of (a) loading slope, (b) unloading slope and (c) residual strain

for five simplified models, together with system-wise stress-strain curves (redisplayed).
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Fig. 3.15 Poly-crystal model used in FE analysis.
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Table 3.1 Material parameters used in FE analysis.

Shear Agplls] 2.75% 1010 Back Kyq:[MPa] | 500.0
Strain Bsgr 145.5 Stress A 30
Rate P1 0.666 (91C I*[pum] 5.0
y* qq 2.0 a’ 0.03
Peierls Agp,/s] 8.75% 10° Strain P, [MPa] 100
Stress Bgro 34.93 Gradient | B;[pm] 200
(@) D2 0.833 F@ k[um] 0.002
peierls @ (@)
9, 2.0 laefecelpml | 10.0
;. [MPal 356.0 Blm] 2.48x 1010
Drag ho[MPal 1.5x 10* Elastic C11[GPal 169.0
Stress 7o,[MPal 244 Constants | C;,[GPal 122.0
n 0.13 C44[GPal 75.3
K@® Wp)sar | 6.0 Time Atls] 2.0 x 1072
dgraylum] | 40.0 Interval

3.5.2. TR R
KIRHTIE L > TH OIS —OFTHBRHIB KLY, e~ N U 7 Ao OEFRT
B)DZEAb % Fig. 3.16(a)F L O(b)IZENZLIURT . Fig.3.16(a) £V, KEsARTIZIIS
2 BT OMEER DL T RELNICRIETETEY, Kol K> TEORREZ |
WDz LM TEDLZENDND. Fig. 3.16(b) (IR LIZEEOB(bE /7D &,
WM ER O TOMEE 5 AR D, 1523 01278 5 R E TICAMR K T2
HEUDBR, TOBOEITERLNIR>TND., 2D b, EERIIISAMN
EDOFEBTRELFDI L TNDLZ EBRDND.
UEXD, FIMP IZEEDWHRLRDOFHEIZ L - T, I RERBT /37 A —
Bl ANTOBEEEOKTE VW)~ aRBR L 2005 2 ERNFRETH
HERINT.
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Fig. 3.16 Simulated results among 4 models. (a) Comparison of stress-strain curves and (b)

variation of elastic stiffness component are shown.
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4.1 HE

FA4E BT RNY F(PSBs)Ioxtd 48T & & UEFh

4.1. &

AETIL, @BRMEOFEIITIEEDE SR L 725 & R EMREORIFETH L FHET <D

17 (Persistent Slip Bands: PSBs) (Z35(F DA Z x4 &5, T72bb, RO

FEAERLEL R T o 2 FRERNLOWIG 1 DBEREIE 2 BT At L, [FIRERE & RS D RN
DOREMIZ T DR EE 2 KRN N T 5. 22 TiE, ARSI L-ULoEn

(FCC &J8), BLORETRVBEEDEN (BCCaE) axtgL L, LITrEE
FET NG HMZER 7 =7 B Y (PhS-T) Ik 55047 - #2175, 74
—#Hi#% T 0> Channel #HUZHRE Y 1 L 72 & AR REOTEIEEE) )Y, PSBs (281 D8£ HHY
IREANER O OTH L, B AMAIEET Channel N TIT & 48 5 EE)H1IZ,
A BAEH ORGSR R 1 2 TE A L, fhoESHE OFEEY & LT, £o
7o, ARSI LU LD PhS-T ~KIETHENR LS, T7h0bb, WhWwHREE
EENZKS S PhS-T L TOMHUBICESMRICEL LTEMD LEXLND. —7,
RAFT N PEUC D856, (HEEE) OWMFR TV — 7RI S D Z LN TSR,
D DI — T NRF A 2 EZ el 6, YT S RIPRORFEIC HE R R H 2 R
T EEEIND. 22Tl BBV —7TAGEREED PhS-T 2% L CTRIFTHEIZ O
T, EICHEHAMISGERZIT .

IFTIE, £PRETNYRECRY, BEMNRINEZ7RT PSBETT /L (FCC) 12
*LUT, ARSIV EEZ T2 3 r— A ZOWTHENTE L OV PhS-T (2 L A& E MR
MZ1T5. ZOWIZ, RETRYOMHEEZEXT23 r—ADFET /L (BCC) 12X LT
[RIERICRENT S K ORI 21TV, R FZEALR ORI L — T DREN ED X 9k N TL
DO EET L TS

42.FCCETI

AHiTIE, FCCIZIIT2 PSB E7 /VEAFM L, WAL MMHEEIEHORD, BRI
FEIE LT LCRICKI LT, MO IRLAME XD 2B XD, BENREFBZRT
FTOBRIII LT OB 21T\, PSBs IZB T AL ERFTN ED L H I
PhS-T ETERILINDDONZHONTE R LTNL.

4.2.1. fRITEH

F7, MB%?w@%ﬁﬁﬁ’;of BEAC LT REGDL 2B XD,
Fig. 4.1 |Zf#ATET V& 7~d. %, PSBs @ Wall # % k3 2% FAIRERAL D R
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% 4% BT R0 A PSB)II 3T 2 R I L OFEAT

I%, Channel FFIZHE Y H3 ATERE &, IS135IC K o> THEEINHIR STV D A E)
LIl bnd EEX LIS, RKENTTIX, EEOR S ORI A EEIZA
&L, —EOEM A2 RNEANAL, ZOMITmNE B LT Wall #%E7 L1
L7=. 2#® Wall % Fig. 4.1 289 & 91, %A ST 134 2.0 [um] (8000 [b]) O
SEHREVICELE L, AT AR TSN A B EH O A THRE) < 5. JEHIE
R ER L, 1 [Step]d7= V ORERIRIEIZAE1.0x1070 [s], x5 &3 288 Cu
(FCC) T, AWM, % 8940 [kg/m?],  AWiEtR%L 46.1 [GPa], KRT
Y U H 034, Burgers X7 RO KX X 256x101° [m]& L7-.
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N )
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Fig. 4.1 Computational model of PSB for FCC.

AN M BEAERIZ X - C, Fig. 4.1 (R TET /LD Wall #i0HEAAZANED H L,
A OTERNG b, EDORREE, EAEEOZE L T Fig. 421277, #)
HNZEBWTIE, Wall SOEAIARY L2 D, %325 Wall OERAL & SHEWR L 7=
DT HZELEMBEVIRT Z LT, B EORRIZLIZFREINAE U TV 5D, SHEIRD
U712, $BAL[E 238 A3 0, Channel U AR E LTRSS, 295 L
TN AR AVER TR IR U, &R RN OFEBY 23 1k £ 0, BRfrE B 1 —
EWZR > TN 5.

59



4.2 FCC =75 /v

(x 10'2)

8.6

o 8.5 I| i ar 1o
E [ 1o
> 84 ." ‘,." niz niz
g 82 S | _ _—
[l v ‘ A ;’I i |
cs2 | | /| A | |
o 1/ A — i k
= | i AV Vi i i
B || e = ;
s | - i
0O 8.0 I"I | |
\ . |
7.9 "
7.8
0 5000 10000 15000 20000
Time Steps

Fig. 4.2 Simulated results for relaxation configuration of PSB model. Variation of dislocation

density and configuration at which last step are shown.

Fig. 4.2 (/R LTCRRARISH LT, I AflE R0 IR L AR 28T 5. IS DIRE
Ao=15, 20, 25 [MPa] @ 3 fEEAMEEL, LLFIZRT L 91, 5000 [Steps] JEH
T, SEAoAm Lz Tn<.

(4.1)

_ {(Time Steps) * n}
013 = Ao sin

2500

422 BITHER

FEFN#% D PSB &7 Wz U CJABAM &2 BT k5 R % Fig. 4.3 1IR3, #Iick
WTIE, AWK o> TR B L, xtm L7z Wall HOEAT & IR A S I
9. 27—A2BNT, —ETITERALOBISR% Channel FRICAEKL, £ 5
EFBOREE L 72> TS, LavL, Ac= 208 LT 25[MPa] DA TlRisir Dk
DHLDBREWD, BIRIEAT v 72 ERDIZONTHREI NS, REIIZIE
Ao=15 F LT 20 [MPa] CTIEAHHEIENIZE A EA TR 720D, 15000 [Steps] AR X
EABIZAPARIZE DY TRAMMICHZRER T 5045 THhd. —F, Ao= 25
[MPa] Tl%, 15000 [Steps]LARE  Wall #82> HERAIA K E < IR H3 72, b Lz
Wall O EFHAEAEA 2 B = Lt 2 2 &1272 5. Bl L7=24kiX Fig.
44 1T LI, OTHHEOEIICHERN TS, FKITIE, IV TE
JEREIN TV D23, B EAEH R T 210> CT—EDEBE RED L 91T
72%. 15000 [Steps]LAREIZ 2T D7 — A2 TIRIE —EDOE LB A2~ L T\ 5.
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Fig. 4.3 Snapshots of PSB models for 3 stress amplitude cases. Screw dipoles are generated and

they annihilate in lager stress amplitude model.
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Fig. 4.4 Variations of strain rate for FCC models.
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4.2 FCC =75 /v

%@f%tb BEICDIIEZ RIS WE W) Z ENEZLND. —J7, Fig.44 D
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T ZERELZ T EHREIND.

Fig. 4.5 12, AL THE LA PhS-T -7, FIKIZHWT, ZERIEITEBRIR
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HISINZ LS TRBEREORENELTND EE 2D, TOK, KIRAM ORI
PESIE S 5 T2 O R A L E R AIZ 2D, FAMIZE > THOIEIZR S Z & &
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RIZEZEL TS E W) Z ERFmARND. ok, V—70B—HLAaWEHE L
T, Ao = 25 [MPa]TlX, Fig. 43 Z/RL7Z& DT, &\ L7z Wall 22580 H L
ToHANL EEWICAR EAER 2 Lt 2 W) Z R oD, Z ORI AEH
23, PhS-T LI EE KT L TOL—TIRNZEIL L TV D DI\ T, Fig.
45" LT, Ac= 25 [MPalilZE1F 5 3rdCycle AED v T V=7 MU R RS &
IR E RN E L TNWD Z ENbns. Thabb, WA MHAERII R ES
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Fig. 4.5 Phase-space trajectories of PSB models for FCC.
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4.3 BCC =5V
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Fig. 4.6 Variation of (a) incompatibility and (b) incompatibility rate of PSB model for FCC.
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Fig. 4.7 Computational model of PSB for BCC. For computational efficiency, one edge dipole

wall is considered and only a pinned edge dislocation can glide.
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Fig. 4.8 Snapshots of simulated results of PSB models for BCC. Cross slip causes generation of

debris loops in channel.
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Fig. 4.9 Snapshots of simulated results of PSB models for high-frequency-model and low-

frequency-model at last step.
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Fig. 4.10 Variation of the number of debris loops.
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Fig. 4.11 Snapshots of generation process of debris loops. When reversed loading, head of
dislocations annihilate with other dislocations, leaving dislocation loops. Such
generated dislocation loops repeat cross slip and annihilation with their dislocations.

Finally, edge dislocation loops are left in channel.
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Fig. 4.12 Relationship between the number of debris loops and the number of cross slip nodes.
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Fig. 4.13 Phase-space trajectories of PSB models for BCC. Colored diagrams for each cycle are
also shown. Cross slip disturbs configuration of trajectories, which are originally

showing closed loop.
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Fig. 4.15 Anticipated vacancy distributions based on those of debris loops, comparing between

high and low frequency cross slip conditions.
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Fig. 5.1 (a) Schematic drawing of initial configurations of GNBs and simulation models of four
GNBs, showing (b) initial configurations with periodic boundary conditions, together

with (c¢) evaluation regions for stress and incompatibility calculations.
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Fig. 5.2 Simulated initial and final configurations for GNBs 2, 3, 4 and 7, compared with those
predicted by Winther, et al [45].
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Fig. 5.3 Variation of elastic strain energy fluctuation with elapsed time, comparing four GNBs
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rate and incompatibility rate.
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Fig. 5.7 Relationships between entropy rate and log of incompatibility.
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DO EBLOREAEWEIZHBWT, GNB2 & GNB4 OHRICALE LT\,

Incompatibility ¥ |k, x1012m2

Elastic Strain Energy Fluctuation
Y|5U¢€|, x108J/m?3

Fig. 5.8 Duality diagrams for four GNBs simulated, where final states are indicated by large

solid circles, respectively.
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Fig. 5.9 Same results as Fig. 5.8 but with virtually-pronounced contributions of kinetic energy

overplotted on final states (solid black squares).
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Fig. 5.10 Schematics of new stability/instability criterion, showing evaluation procedures by
comparing anticipated incompatibility responses against a prescribed external energy

disturbance on duality diagrams.
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=RV XEEZ LM TEMEEA IS, RefkE L OIREINEETRT, oL
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T, IHE TOMNTTHE ST GNBs % iV T, Frank-Read JR72 5 5 H &
NDOEALEFEERZ ISR S5, TRbbINLE G 2, ZOMAANERH BT
MK ETEIREINDONERGEET 5.

Fig. 511 ICAREHT CHWZET /L A7 3. GNB2 %42, [01 1] J71 0 Burgers
R kL% FFO Frank-Read JF % x; = 100 [b]ONLE (CELE L7z, fEATHER, FFHE
i, MEIERB X OERASMILIINE TOMT L HEETH Y, Frank-Read JR2NED
H3 & 9120 Hoy; = —1.0 [GPa] & &fif L7-.

100 b

- |

-1 Frank-Read Source
| : |

Evaluation Range

Fig. 5.11 Simulation set up for verifying stability/instability evaluation scheme, where a
islocation expanded from a Frank-Read source is to be collided against GNB2 model

as external perturbation
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Fig. 5.12 \ZffMTHE R4 759, 38 0 i L7= Frank-Read Jii & GNB2 Z#5k3 D#aAL &
DYDY &V, BETRO PRSI EEZEh5 28T (Fig.5.12(a)), GNB2 #1475
HENTARNHTIZIZIE W H LT\ % (Fig. 5.12(b)) . Z OEEAZARASIE 0 4~ Z & T GNB2
DN L, TEONAEES ExHERAR 32 & TS HITEENILEND

ZEnbns  (Fig 5.12(c)).

N

”

(a) (c)
Fig. 5.12 Snapshots for details of interaction with incoming dislocation, giving rise to

topological changes of network configuration in GNB2.

AEAT THF & VT F % Fig. 5.81C1BFLT D THIT I B X % 437, Fig.
5.13(a)lZ, Frank-ReadJRD LRI LT-fERZ /T, AKE LA LU YVDOKRE
AT, RIEAT v T TOMEZER LTV, Fig. 5.13(a) & 0, AN OERAL & A EAE
% %21 72GNB2DTZREIZ PSR ORI BN TND Z e Wb, 22
T, BENGIEDH LM 2 FIZER 2 & T, EROFREEIIZONTE X S.
Fig. 5.13(b)IZ, ZOFEREA LV VORI ZAE L TORT. HKLY, BENGIED
H U722 RS 2 & C, KRN LEM~ER L, STOMRIRS Z &b h
5. Tibbh, 520 AEUTx LTI R X e Rl G E A LI L > T L
TWAD Z EnamAhiind.
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Fig. 5.13 Duality diagram representation for perturbed GNB2 (a) overplotted on Fig. 5.8, and
(b) magnified view indicating before and after removal operations for out-of-wall

segments in strain energy calculation for final configuration.

B, FEBRFER S OXEE 2 5. Fig. 5.1412, KRN CTE 5 N 7-GNB2DOE
RER L OBIZAER %, GNBAOBIZAER LRI, RIKICBIT DL Y, Eh
BIEICBWTCHHEHL Lo EOENA RO (Fig. 5.1440 00 ), EBEOEFHIC
b, 9 LIZIEEBANL & O AEAERNITHE O TR LSBT U wrREME 2 50 < R
L CW5. —7F, GNB4TIIGNB2EER E 2 ELAVZAE U TR 6, HlRpyimfE 72
N CH D Z LN TREEND (Fig. 5.14F0D@). ZdDZ L1, Fig. 5.10C/R L7
£ 91T, AMLICK L TR E B L Z RSN W EBRICER V15 5.

INBHDZ LD, Fig 5.10T/R LIZGNBsDRTE + ANZEMERTAm OB —4
BEEEINT-EE 2 5.

‘[s [
RS | 1 Romove
Ol)n?\\

Fig. 5.14 Comparison of disturbed configurations for GNB2 between simulation and experiment,

together with GNB4 in experiment.
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Fig. 6.1 Simulation models of 10 mixed walls.

—7J5, Lath BESE7 /L%, Fig. 6.2\ & 572, DA B AN TH DA
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O

Fig. 6.2 Simulation models of a lath wall. (a) Lath wall is modeled from TEM image [107] and
(b) subjected to external stress with Frank-Read (F-R) sources.
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Fig. 6.3 Snapshots of mixed dislocation wall models, which show (a) large configurational
changes, (b) complete collapsing, (c) meta-stable configurations, at initial, intermediate,

and final steps.
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Fig. 6.4 Time variations of elastic strain energy fluctuation and incompatibility, together with
corresponding duality diagrams, classified in three categories as “large configurational

changes” , “complete collapses” and “meta-stable”.
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Fig. 6.5 Duality diagrams comparing among currently-simulated ten mixed dislocation wall
models, showing trajectories from initial states (open symbols) and final states (solid

symbols), together with magnified correlation for the latter.
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Fig. 6.6 Simulation results for lath wall models, comparing three stress conditions.
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Fig. 6.7 Variations of (a) ngg and (b) dU¢ with elapsed time for lath wall models removing

influences of F-R sources.
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Fig. 6.8 Duality diagrams for lath dislocation wall models
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Fig. 6.9 Duality diagrams for mixed dislocation wall models, a lath wall and GNBs for extended
comparison, showing (a) trajectories from initial states (open symbols) and final states

(solid symbols), together with (b) magnified correlation for the latter.
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Fig. 6.10 Summary of duality diagram representations, displaying tentative whole picture
covering various dislocation wall structures, including lath wall and cell walls

presumed based on those for meta-stable walls.
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PUS OB TIE, FERBINICI T 2 WIS OFEFEE L &, EBAAL & ARERAL O
HEERZBET 5. ZOMEERORR, LR L2 S LS EA (junction) % %
Rk L, BhfEE 72 & —EOE e 7 ot AR %, BAMBAEESNAICED
[A2,A3]. ZOEEOHAK ZFigA.l 1[ZR-7T. R(A.14) (2T 2 HUGIK @ ORFEF
R DAL R R —%IE & LTk E WD

@ = 5(B)

K Z Qap8 (A.16)
B

T 2T, Qup IHELHEZRT. HAMOTHEEY O OB T, AMfEESE L

T2 &9 G AITE, BIUEROMIIERICALEITRD. € I THROLZEEZR L
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A2 PULTIET IV

S D1 DEERMREOEIC X DR FENREIN TV D, FEMI%RICEEDS A, R
OEHRRIZIBNT, L EORRZE(LENNEL D, 22T, ZOZEFEL L
KTEHEL, PUSHK@ T N2y L TCEHT S, BB 2@ 3kl cEs
no.

g = Hy)[y@| (A.17)
ZIT, Hy )l iEr — y ik 2 BRE OBLIRECH D, Hy ) D RAEE L L
T, ZZCIM&RICR L TIRRESN TV A ROBIGHBERE V5.

n-1

h
HOr) = ho (v + 10) (4.18)

v = Zh/(a)l (A.19)
(@)

ho, n, To IIMEVEEZET. 2B, HY I OW TIHEILGE U T, L0 MEARH
RIS ET NV EEATHZ ENTE D,

. - Dislocation
Dislocatioins substructure

Moving dislocation

Junction _fbrmaﬁmr)

- >

Fig.A.1. Schematic of drag stress model showing dislocation-dislocation interaction, e.g.,
junction formation as a result of forest cutting alternately leading to cellular
substructure evolution specified by cell size.

A2.1. FEIELEQys ST HEEAERX

AL Qup (2R 23RN A, MERNELRR(C IS < A Cilfbds L OB
Z R U 7R, £ L COT AR EZEE Liza H, n HICLV KR TERSE
5.
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Qap = Oap + farcSpic + Sap{F(aP) + F(n®)}  (nosumonp)  (A.20)
Z T Cfp 3R ERRIC S M EAER~ R U 2 2 TH 5. Spp 1 ZOTHEREDOE

BeRTBES L) 7 ATHY, ARSI K LBMEFEWP) OB E L TR
ERET S,

(W)

- (A.21)
() 0t

Sqp = tanh

22 T(Wp),,, IEEEAS TSR LIRIE COMBIEI R Rt e R 7= (Wp), 13K
XEVKRDD.

* _ *( ) .
(W) gp = 0@ =1 %) -y ® (2.22)

A22 BRI EERDETILE

FERR DT IS, BEFE L 7R A S SRR PN ERE L, MAEMICL - T
DAL DIEEN Z LET D Z LI L > THRESEDSM LELT 2 ENmLN TS
[A4,AS5]. = L CZDOMAEAMEMOMBEL, 30 R 62081 2o BRI KT
9 %. FCC &FBICBIT DT Ral pD EaiEd) L, FHHET D00 [E - 0OF A/EH
ICESWTRIR TE ZMHEIEH O~ b U 7 Zf,p % Table A.LICRT[A6]. [AIFE T,
FCCEBIZIT 220D TV % LD R T OFEBEAERIX6FEEIC I N TN 5.
M BEAERIZZE L E N Burgers Y27 MU DR THIZL > TRED, BEHFREEDO/NE
WH DN BEIZ,

(HB CE L (0)

Q3T <D (N;0° )

G)HET D (C;60° )

(HHirthfis L 2 2R (H;90° )

(5)Glissile#izhr # R (G;60° )

(6)Lommer-Cottrel D NEMA(L Z JERL (S5 120° )
L% ESHEICEWT, QB XOQ) TIEEAEN Z T LRV, (4) TIERUG AN
IHRWVR, BIVEZIXYa ZEERT S, LoL, TRAXOEBITIVRNE S
TS, ) TIHAEWICHERIMN 2T T 275, REIEEA Tl /B Th 5. (6)

=

DOIFNET RV IZ%9 BFEE & L CLommer-Cottrel REVEN. 2 TELT 2 H DT, &%
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A2 PULTIET IV

LIV EERAZRL, X0 LCHEEE L TR RENVLD RS, 2D
DA 2 OAEIFIETERE LRI L > TR ST Y, AWFFETIXY. Zhou H[AT]| D
ER LR Z b Lo~ N Y 7 ADEERTE Lz,

Table A.1 Interaction matrix for dislocation pairs for FCC metals [A6].

A2 A6 A3 D1 De M B2 B B4 C1 CF C6

A2 QO

Ab C LA

A3 C L

[ H G 5 LB Y

D G N G C 0 &}Y M
[ 5 G H C C 0

B2 N G G H 5 G Q

B3 G H 5 5 H G C Q

B4 G 8 H G G M L LN

Cl H 5 G N G G H G 5 0

e 5 H G G H 5 G N G
6 G G N G 5 H 8 G H C cC 0

SchmidandBoas [ A2 A6 A3 DI D6 D4 B2 BS B4 Cl C5 O6
Burgersvectors 011 110 1001 ©11 110 101 011 110 1001 o011 110 101
Sliphplane  [T11 17T ITT 170 170 170 100 110 10 T 1t ub

A23. Bt A X(ZDNT

e, BB L L OREREIC BN T, MBREEGRERSC, ZAUTEV BRI
BASINDLIAREN R A — VR S) &, TORBIZOWTUITILEALEEZE SR
TRV, ZHUE~ 7 m b8 K & < 2T 5 v/ UlERIZ OB I DWW T,
ZOEMEMEE TS LN IR TV RN & SR I, LasLeL
Rk, Ve ELZETROLE T TOESRTH Y, H5HA7(junction) K &
DL ORI BAERA N EE 2B F 2 H -S> TNH EEX TR, AV AT —)L
TOET V> 7T Oifiam CIE, &IKRE VR & OB ORE L, ZhIcrE
IREW IR A — VDB NEEBEETHZMNENS D, RET VT, Bt A4 X
Ao TREALEEQp D “IRARAERIZIES SEIMEDBIE L L, W TRET 2.
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1 1/2

decu = £(Qap) = K (5 Qap e (A.29)
2 TR Qrean PWEITILHIT B LBV 2. Kk BHAIERTH L. E7-
doraiv Z GRS E U, deen 2 doraiv 78 D1 Edeen = deraiv £ 3 2. ZOHRENV
YA RNIEEOEAY A XL 134T L RE—TiEe <, EHBMEAAITx L TRk dakhi it
LIFEE, OB D T EOTE RO RHEE L LTH<

A24. BIEAETIL

FIENQD OERIETIE, BAHEE RO T T ULz U CREEHI NS
BORELZTRT D, R E L TRABIREZE SN TUVS[AS].

0@ = (@) 4 (@)™ (A.24)
Q@) (@)™ [rEnE RS K OIS & T B IS O HERE IS O

O BRSO3, BB IR ERL O e L1 X D ARY AR OR kLo [BlR

DN X 2 Rl 2 IG5 O #E A RS RS CILATR O O3 A A)fl H %5
AT DHZETRNOAREMEZBEL TS, 22 TR(A23) TRLEASELY
A REHAWCHIHE & %EE 1 DOBIRRTIICRBLT 5.

BN OB IR R OB R HERE U 7R D RE RIPIE 2T 5. 0F 0,
IEENEANLIXBRRE IS LT N a2 T 5 2 Ll D, 22T, bfRE L L CHsr
A EAER 2558 L7 BUs K@ 24858 L, E07 MARTREE Tl o (A 7 —
V) ODEETHLET 52 ET, HnNIRADENMRIZ L > TREIINLDH[AS].

: 2

(‘Q(a)) =4 (<dzell - Xy )> + Cl) fl(\la) (A.25)
L, K@

G#@)=Sg(ﬂw)f(ﬂm051__ dt (A.26)
Ksat

T ZTA U, RESRRIE CHERE L7BRAIEE T O, AWVORRNI RN B X1 E R
FTERIZHWSGNHHT, MRy & L THRIBMOSLATX, A = ub/2n(1—v)TH
ENDHA8]. a 1TF(A25) FOHERN0 1T BN E DT 5720 fTHY) Y ik
R a BEBE L, a = a" X dey THRT. £7adlyy Iddeell = 2d},, &L,
am%®15#42kﬁ61%ti@kﬂ+ﬁ%ﬁbt%%f®#ﬁﬁ%%?‘w
IO BENERE S L, A7 — VR 20 TRAD L5 IZFHET 2.
0 = y@ (A.27)

22Tl 1EKAY) LMl =1/ (ppb) THZ DA, 100~1000um DA
— X —=Thb.

RET IV TIISETHDERNL A ET 5 & RO EB A s T o2 b 0L L,
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A2 PULTIET IV

O DB B OMMA AAERIZZE 2 b L5, b NBEOLEEE
ReEFEZ L. BAKEFig A2 ITRT.

=i rr—

Crrain boundary
Cell wall

Moving /

disloeation

@hmkﬂnﬁﬂ

Fig.A.2 Dislocation pile-up model for back stress evolution.

A25. FEEETVVIL

NEAEET Y NV OERNL, EHREDFICBT 20T HOBEEREXZDO LD
THY, OFTHPHEAE L TWRWVWESNERT. LrLARs, 0T 4HBRITES
LTWAHREDRH Y, #HAE LRWDITE DD D WITEBHR S Th 5. T7hbb,
O BT Y NV a EASy EVBIER S OFNTR L, ZNENAEE L OERIZHIH
THE, HRITARRMEEZRVES. LEN-T, ZTZTWIRBEEET YL L
X, HEOTHOREAENH 2 WITEHEOTAOREAE L W) BEREZFED,
FIIIRE—ELOBR1H 5.

FGOMGCIIRNESE T Y VICEBEEOMAEERAZZET D, Mooy %s
B OHGGHICESE, 27 BB IO~ 7 nBEGOMOMAEER %2 5.
WS ORI ORI ETE 25 %2, WA Affine FY72 B HRIZ 35U T4k oo JHEFE R TRtk &
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NTWDETDHE, TOEMRT VY FIAr— L E W TRET L2 LN TE .
FHE LV TIIER AT VY VOMAEAG TOXRGE L, Zhd bEHEOMR
BOWEMERGTORANGOND. HEROBRENG, AlhT Yk LR
VINDOEREBRENENE LGNS, Z6DOHXLD, RUINT Y MIIEI 7 rl;
&~ 7 aGFOROMBERIIFEEE T, REOHEFERAZRRIEA T — VI EN LT
WG COMET YoM TEZ LS. ZCk L, RT3 EER
DHEEL, MBENEUICBT 2T vz, MEEAREGEND. £
WAL TE T Y VI BV ERTEIIAAER T, NlEAET v Y VICIIMEER AMF
Y 5. ZOMEEREE, BEOTHRET Y Mcx LT 7 aifl~ 7 n ol
TOHMPERZELTH Z LTRSS, T7hbb, o b X &Gl T 5 KA
TUIMIE, BRDZAS—VETCHAEERANELD ZE2EKRLTERY, o
WaBZD ECEBIREEELRHUSTHD. ZUCLV3 A7 —L P EOREIC
LA, —MbTES.

A2.6. W ABERIBEDERKR

JRPTENC R E ROTHDBRAET L L0 26, OTAHAARBRELSRY, 20K
BITME T X 72 7R H[AL]. F 2B 70 E OB & FF oM BHZ 35U T, AN s
FOMBPIMEE N IGITIC L o TRELS LD LD5E, MEHI BITOHMME CTIE72 <
720, BHEE SR OWEEHIMEE DNERRIC & D O BEROWIRIMEEIC L - TRE L=
F2, WhPLIERFMEERFOL D127 D. £ TR TIE, BLHQpI 0T
HEEF(a @), F@)ZEAL, OFAARICHE S IERIHERZ KB+ 5.
FAVEE TG AR T YV VPP D1 IABL TR SNDIEET Y va, 3 O
OFTHT Vel D2 IRABL TR IN D AMHEEET Y Ay Tt TR TERS
ns.

a=-VxpP (A.28)
N=VXVxégP (A.29)
XA Da, n ZH5T N0 RITHBETS.

a@ =% : o (A.30)
@ = Q1@ : (A.31)

2T, Q@ | QU@ 3T o Y v e, REFSE T,
Q@ = 5@ @ m® (A.32)
Q@ = @ g s@ (A.33)

Lz, Z22Ts@, m@OzEnEnt <0 Fiks L O 0 sk 7 m o A
7 b, t@13s@ Lm@DAFETE 2 NG, AR THOBEMNNT ML TH 5.
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A3 FEER BV RIS  EE) T L AERG

() 1FR(A34) TEEN, FHEAL IR LA R L BRI B
LRET D2 LT, A A RO %, HlESp, %AV TR(A3S) O X5 ICER
T5.

1
420 = p, -l (A.35)

HUE L 72 DRI & R(AB35) OEAYA RdCD DR Fa@)k bz, ks
5.

F(a@) = —('a;a)|> (A.36)

H(A29) £V, EEARUER (dipole) R FZEAL, & BICIXEEAAISI /R &R 22T
B B MR DOIFAENTEIET B KBGHEIE PGy, HKATHEND.

laerect
Paerece =51 (A.37)

2 2 Clypect % & T 5 KR OBME S 4 KT @B OBE, b & —5T2). L
R, CEAREREE YA RERBIT B0 EUET B &, LAY A R
HBIE S A, & LCRED L S 1252 Bs.

-1/2
d?e(lc:) = Pn- P:(icgfect (A.38)

HLHE & 72 B R & R(A34) ORAY A R DDA F(n@) L EHL, kAT
£

| =

F) = san(n) - (42 o) ) (239

A3 FEREBHERICEDGEHZLERK
fﬂ:aaljﬂ AT D FERBEHAETEORKRAIL, MEIORE EIC K> TIRE 2K E D
BITD, FEOHMIH>TAELLZTROVEETHD. ZOTNOERIL, #hidbn
571*457535)x F72 D, FTARVEISHR 5 TR0 HFRNCET D ARG T T D 53R

W AWIS I, EEAEC = Lf:ﬁ#%iﬂ_é.
Asaro[ AT HIMELETE % 52 1T 2 B iR DT 2 IR D X 5 (25 ATz, ¥ — i
BIE 5 1T CTEIRREIZ & D Hfl mIRIC W T, BRARLF 1X, Fig A3 17 L 91,
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AR A OO & [ER 2 FFEAT 1 D ETE AR Fe &, T X0 RISHh > Te B AT &2
i 2 2SI A FP S 3T &, RO X IICRSND LT 5.

F = F¢-FP (A.40)

Elasto-plastic s¢@ = pe . g(@
deformation et ety {me(a’) = m(@ . pe-1
me(a)A \ X . mg(a) . SE{C() =0
F = Fe . Fp
FGJ
T [ /
:: m((’) /é_ m(n) /
: y@
FP / /
V /
> /I‘
(a) @
S, = I/ S
Before deformation Plastic deformation

Fig.A.3 Decomposition of deformation gradient tensor F'for crystal plasticity

analysis.

B s (X9 FFEOHENMNZ kb, m® (330 \ICEE R G HEOBEAARZ b
INTHDH., TIHDORT MUVIEEEZEBER L TWDH T8, BIRARF L13kXo &
9 7R E B .

se@ — fe. g@) (A.41)

me@ = qm@ . pe1 (A.42)
(A A0)D N & FEf Sy L= N2 WD Z & ¢, BEREICK T 5 EE A
LIZRDEHICEZET LN TED.

L=F-Fl=Fe.Fe"' y pe.Fp.pp~1. pe-1 (A.43)

TIT, BRHET VLA BLIOAE LT UYL QEHAWNT, LEKRD L IR
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LCTRETD.

L=d+Q (A.44)

L, dBXUQIE, ZEHEEx EEE v, ZHWT, LFOXLIITERSND.

d _1 8vi+6vj

i =2\ax, Vo, (A.45)
Q. = L(%v 0y

1] 2 ax] axi (A46)

SHIZ, dBXUQIE, RO LD ITHMEES L BRI oS5 2 L TE 5.

d=d¢+dP, Q=0°+QP (A.47)

RAANERAM)ZEHA L, RADB)EEKTHZ LT, kAR ELND.
de + Q¢ = Fe.Fe™! (A.48)

d’ + QP = Fe . Fp.fp 1. el (A.49)
WVEETGTT RVIC L > TORAEL B LEZ DL, BURBEIC B W TIRAD R Y 320,

P =dP +QF = Z (@ §(@ (@)
@

(A.50)

R(A47), (AA)BLAANEHNDZ L2k Y, kDX D e iUERREIC k5250
PED T ABLFP DI RGP FE LS.

Fo.pp~1— Z (@ §(@ (@)
@

(A.51)

HU2.49) DA 2 KPR 53 & BORFRE 042 Z L IC K » Tk x5 5.
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P — 5 (o) p(a)
d Z? P (A.52)
o

Qp = Z y@Ow@

(A.53)
()

ZIZT, POLrW@IRENFENETDOT R RITHTT 5 se@Ome@ st Frik 4y & K
B ERTT L INERTT U IALTHY, ROLIICERINAS.

1
P(a) — —(ce(@)ame(a) + e(a) ce(a)
=3 (s m m&'%s ) (A.54)

1
w@ — = (s8@me(@ — me(@ ge(@) (A.55)

it i DL T RSN b DT 5 &, MUIko X oicksh
2.

v
se = De. d° (A.56)

FRUICHNT, DUERET v Y A TH D, Seldfb 7 & o ST B A e L L
7= Kirchhoff Ji> 77 Jaumann #E TH Y, @ D Jaumann ﬁg.\;& LT ORRDR S 5.

\Y
Se=6—-Q° - 6+0-Q° (A.57)
\Y

S=6-Q-0+05-Q (A.58)

Z 2T, ol¥ Cauchy DI N7 YL THY, oldeDWEEEMTHS. L(ASHB X
CASNCEIT 5 2 SOk S1se, SOEE, F(AS)E VKD EHIci 5.
§e_g = Z p@@
(a)

(A.59)

ZIT, B@Ix
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O =w®.g—g. W@ (A.60)

Thd. A(AS54), F(A56)FB LTASHERES T, JSHHE L QT HIHEEDRIRIZD
T, ROBROERXEED.

%
—ne.J_ (), ()
$=D%d ZR v (A.61)
(a)

2T, R®ix
R@ = pe. p(@ 4 [;(a) (A.62)

ThD.
WIZ, TR0 Ra TONEE AW FIE Schmid HI[A10]TH 2 5, kDX H I
KbashdbDET 5.

1@ = p@: g (A.63)

EXROWAOWEEREZRD &, RRDX 125,

1@ = p@. g4 pl@. 4 (A.64)

THIZEBITRD L HICETE 5.

@) = pe(@), g 4 p@); ge (A.65)
v v
1@ = p@. g 4 pl@. g (A.66)
—7J7, (A4]), (A42), (A43)BLUVH(AS54), ASS)NHLRADTZEHND.

Pe@. g = p@. ge (A.67)
RASHZTKANEIAT D &,
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+@ = p(@), ge 4 B@:d° (A.68)
IH1Z, RAS)ZRAL TRAEHED.

i@ = Rl@). ge (A.69)

A3l ERRBUEDEA

KA IR EN DT @D ZEIZH L, y OO FREIIcKEL 725
72, BEEIZIADRKEWNGES, FRCEER ﬁ%%ﬁxh%,%%’ﬁMSﬁéio
72, BEREENE L B 25670 81203, AROFBRIZNR Y REEIRD. £
Z CHRNT DR TEME ) | S 5 72 DI BRI L 2 38 AT H[A11].
RAINTBIT Dy @D Z BB &t + AT B THRIBMR L TET L,

2y @ = [ -0y + o754 0<o<1 (A.70)

O 2 T A Taylor & L TR x15G5.

ay@ oyl
() _ (@) (@) (a)
Veear = Vi +a (a) A +6K(“) AK
o (A.71)
_ @ (@ i@ K«
7" 1D @At (@ K@)
I, DWW
@ 7@ P\ @ P
a) — . . N —_—
D™= Bsg -pq - | 1.0~ |1 K@ (A.72)

Thb. NATNZKATHZRA L TEET S L,
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Z Nopdy® = (yt(“) + Q(“)d) At

(A.73)
®
ZZT,
®)
@ @ QapH (vp)sgn(z?)
Nug = 8ap + 04ty Y D@ @ (A.74)
(@) p(a)
04ty D
QW =t~ R@ (A.75)
T a
ThD. X 0BRSS kB LR D
v = ay@ /4t (A.76)
N D% Map b T5 L RATDE VLT DL 5175,
Ay @ = (F@ 4+ F@.d)At (A.77)
T,
: ®)
F@ =) Magis (A.78)
®
@ — ®)
F Z MapQ (A.79)
®
Thsn. UEXy, K(A.76)%2 K (A0IMA L TROIEXOERXE15S.
¢ (@) f(@)
S=C:d—ZR f (A.80)
(a)
_pe_ (@ p(@
€=D*- ) ROF (a.87

(@)

130



ek A s IEPERER I B <o E R b

A4 FRERAER

R & eIV % £ 5 BB MR O EX b D72 DIZ, 2 2 CIEBERIRES
FHE L L7z Updated Lagrange £ H\\ 5. BIEIREEOWIKDIEFELY, KEFEZA,
AD—¥A, ECHAIEAEY 0 ITEHT2RE AR E L, R0 DA, ECIE, ZEAHE
v EZBNTVWD LD LT 5. MK ER LaneE 325 &, ABEFOFEEIX
WD X517 HA12].

fvﬁﬁSvi’fjdV = fA RiSdeA (A.82)

t

ZIT, mpldAMIEHEETH Y, () VFEREN( OB X RS
0( )/ dx;BEO( YOWHEERE THD. £72, 6v/I13A, ETHEL R AR R E
ZRY. APRUEIEER; 13 Kirchhoff J& 7] Jaumann BEES, & IV TIRD K 5 ok
ZLINTED.

v
i = Sij — Fijriéki + OmjVim (A.83)
1

Fijig = > (01j6ki + 0161 + 016k + 0xi6y;) (A.84)

72, B TR LIAERAS0) R FRTHEUTO LIRS,

v .
Sij = Cijradr — Zf(a)Ri(;'Z) (A.85)
()
RANTHKAB)ERAT DL, ROLHITRD.
mji = (Cijir — Fijrr)dier — Zf(a)Ri(jq) t OmjVim (A.86)

(@)

(A8 D1 5v;1TH(A8) L W IRD K H 1T/ %.
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A4 APRESE I FEA

#5160} = (Cyp — Fia)duaddiy = ) fORG8d
(@) (A.87)

*
+ ijvi,m6dij

R(A.87)ZH(ANTRAT D ERAXAEED.

f{6d j(Cijkl - Fijkl)dkl + 5171]0'm]'l]l m}dV
%4

(A.88)
= | 6viRdA+ f Z f@sd; RS dv
Ae vy @

FERE~ ) 7 ABERALD D720, JERERx O O IZE R R R (x, y, 2) R A EA
L, ROFRLTERND.

(0} = [0x Gyy 0oz Oy Oy 0]

{d} = [dex dyy dy, 2y 2d,y, 2d,]
(R} =[Re Ry R,] ' (A.89)
V=,

T
{q} = [UX,X vy,y UZ,Z 17Jc,y 17x,z 17y,x 17y,z vz,x vz,y]

RASNIZR(AR)DEREZHEAL, v 7 AKRTHERNEED

f [6(d"} (IC] - [FD{d} + 6{¢°)"[Q1{a}] dV
4

(A.90)
= j z @AY [R@]dv + | §{v*}T[R]dA
v @ Ae

ERUZHBNT, [C], [FI5 ECQUEENENC i, Fipa® £ Copjlcitiid 5~ b U 2
AThD. ZIC, EEOBERNOBNEER)E BHR ORI 5 ENHEES) &
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TERBIR ] & DREAER T L > TIRD X HITFRT 5.

v} =[ol{s}, {6} =[v"}" w*}" - w")T" (A.91)

2T, N = (v vl v )iE, HIRNICR T D EMGRER S A KT BERNOOT
B (Y K OV Al (g T, BiRZEAnEE{S}E AV Tk X Ick T Z &N

TZ 2.

{d} = [BI{8}, {a}=I[E]{S} (A.92)

K(A9]), (A92)ZEK(AINZIATHZ EIZLY, 1| DOERITHT A AL FD
JFEEA AR O L9 IcEbn 5.

587 = [ j {[B]"(€] ~ [FDIB] + [ET"[QI[EDAV - {8}
14

(A.93)
- Zf(“)[B]T[R(“)] dv —j [¢]T{R}dz4‘ =0
A

v (@)

t

EEOS{6 Hxt L TR(A9)Z i 35 72 diciE, WAL Lz i iude 570,

[K1{8} = {f}+ (g} (A.94)
[K] = f (B ([C] — [FDB] + [EIT[QI[EDaV )
14
} = T{R}dA
{r} At[q” (R} > (Ao5)
{9} = f [B]" > f@[R@]av
v z )

(a)

ZAUE, 1T OOZERITHT 2 ER MM R .
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