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Fi. 2 M icostructure Hr composites at different paran eters
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Fig. 4 Relation for flow stress and temperature(e =0.5)
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Abstract Defom aton behavior of ST particle re nforced A Im atrk com posites has been nvestiated thiough the hot compression test

caried out in the ten peraure 713~ 773K and strain rate @ 001~ 1s™ L

Based on the experm ental data and Zene#H olbmon paran e-

ter the constitutive equaton smodeled and discussed Thiough the analyss te constitive equaton & further optin zed As a re-

sult thenev optim Zatbn equaton can mprove the vald iy of application

Key words SC particle reinforced A Im atrk composites geneml constitutive equatior op tin ization



