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Fig. 3 Work hardening AYS v.s. content of various transition elements

3.1.2 Microstructure

Fig. 4 shows optical microscopic images of the base alloy and the V-added extruded alloys as
representatives among the element-added alloys. Mean grain sizes of the base alloy, 0.05V, 0.10V,
and 0.20V were 81 um, 81 um, 75 pm, and 50 um, respectively, decreasing as the quantity of addition
increased. On the other hand, grain size of the Mn-added alloy and Cr-added alloy did not decrease in
association with increases with transition element added. As a whole, no obvious correlation was
found between changes in grain sizes of the specimens and their work hardening. Fig. 5 represents
TEM images of the base alloy and 0.20V and 0.20Mn with relatively larger AYS . Although the base
alloy was found to have precipitated/dispersed particles, 0.20V or 0.20Mn were found to have
relatively larger precipitated/dispersed particles: 100 - 400 nm in ellipse or bar shapes. It has been
reported that rolled sheets of AI-Mn-Mg alloy has been investigate the relationship between the
accumulation of dislocations to (Mn,Fe)Alg disperse particles with mean size of 60 - 200 nm and
significant work hardening of the alloy [5]. In this study, most of disperse particles in the 0.20Mn
alloy were Fe-Mn-Al compounds and it is suggested that the accumulation of dislocations to disperse
particles increased the work hardening. A large number of V-bearing compounds were found in the
0.20V alloy and it is suggested that disperse particles influenced the work hardening as is the case
with the Mn alloy.
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Fig. 5 TEM images of extrusions

3.2 Effect of Mn

In the above section, it was investigated the effect of small amounts of Cr, V, Mn, or Zr added to Al
-4.8mass%Mg base alloy on its work hardening. Accordingly, Mn or V were found to have a positive
effect. In the following, it was investigated the effect of in particular on work hardening of the alloy,
both as extruded and as precipitation heat treatment.

3.2.1 Electric conductivity

Fig. 6 shows results of measuring electric conductivity of the specimens. Both H112 and precipitate
treated specimens showed a linear decrease in electric conductivity as the addition of Mn increased.
The precipitated treated specimen(550°C for 24hours and then water-cooled) was larger than the
H112 specimen in electric conductivity, probably because of decreases in solid-solution atoms. As
shown in Fig. 6(b), differences in electric conductivity between the precipitate treated specimen and
the H112 specimen were 3% IACS for the base alloy and 4.66% IACS for 0.2Mn, respectively. The
difference of 1.66% IACS between these two values (4.66 minus 3.00) was caused by the
precipitation of Mn compounds. This value indicates that the difference in electric conductivity per
0.1% of the Mn content is 0.83% IACS in this experiment.
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Fig. 7 shows the microstructure of the surface layer of the H112 specimens and precipitate treated
specimens of each alloy. The H112 specimens decreased in grain size as the content of Mn increased.
The mean grain size in the middle of thickness was approximately 210 um in base alloy, 104 um in
0.10Mn, and 100 pm in 0.20Mn, respectively. As for precipitate treated specimens, recrystallized
grains were observed over the entire cross section of base alloy. In 0.10Mn, recrystallized grains were
found in the area 1 mm deep from the surface. However, it was not seen in 0.20Mn that contained a
relatively larger amount of Mn added, and no change due to precipitation treatment was found in
grain sizes. It was suggested that recrystallization was inhibited by Mn precipitates.
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Fig. 7 Microstructures of base alloy with different Mn contents (L-ST plane)

3.2.3 Tensile strength

Fig. 8 shows stress-strain curves of the H112
specimen and precipitate treated specimens of
0.2Mn and Table 2 lists its tensile characteristics.
The HI112 specimen has generally higher
strength than the precipitate treated specimen by
20 N/mm? in tensile strength and 6 N/mm?” in
yield stress. These specimens were nearly equal
to each other in elongation. In terms of TS minus
YS that is defined as a value representing work
hardening, the H112 specimen was higher by 14
N/mm? (163 minus 149). On the other hand, no
difference was found in » value. The H112
specimen contained a larger amount of Mn in
solution than the precipitate treated specimen,
and it is suggested that the Mn in solution has
larger effect on work hardening than the content
of Mn in precipitates. The serration was observed
in the stress - strain curves. It was suggested that

the interaction of dislocations and solute atoms
of Mg[6].
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Table 2 Tensile characteristics

Tensile Yield .
Alloy | Tempering strength stress Elonogauon TS-Y§ n value™
(N/mm?) | (N/mm?) (%0) (N/mm’)
H1.12 262 99 334 163 0.401
specimen
0.20Mn | Precipitate
treated 242 93 33.0 149 0.391
specimen

* Measurement range: Strain of 0.04 — 0.14% (Mean value of H112 specimen (n=2) and
precipitate treated specimen (n=4)

4. Conclusion

(1) The amount of work hardening of Al-4.8mass%Mg alloy extrusions increased by the addition of
transition elements (Cr, V, Mn, Zr). It was clarified the largest increase in work hardening caused by
the addition of Mn and the order of effect was Mn =V > Cr > Zr.

(2) No obvious correlation was found between grain sizes and work hardening behavior.

(3) As for the 0.2mass%Mn-added alloy, the as-extruded specimen showed higher yield stress (by
6N/mm?), higher tensile strength (by 20N/mm?) and larger TS minus YS (by 14N/mm?) than the
precipitate treated specimen. It was clarified Mn in solution has a higher contribution to work
hardening than Mn in precipitates.
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