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Fig.1  Initial microstructure of 2060-T8 Al-Li alloy�
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Fig.2  Specification of the tensile test specimen 
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Fig.3  True stress-strain curves of 2060-T8 Al-Li alloy at different deformation temperatures and strain rates: (a) 573 K, (b) 598 K,  

and (c) 623 K 
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Fig.4  Tensile fracture morphologies of 2060-T8 Al-Li alloy at different deformation temperatures and strain rate of 0.1 s
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Fig.5  Relationship of ln - lnε σ
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Fig.8 Variations of α (a), n (b), Q (c) and lnA (d) with true strain�
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Fig.9  Comparison of predicted data by the first modified constitutive model and experimental data: (a) 573 K, (b) 598 K, and (c) 623 K 
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Fig.10  Comparison of predicted data by the second modified constitutive model and experimental data: (a) 573 K, (b) 598 K, and (c) 623 K 
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Fig.11  Correlation between predicted data by the first modified 

constitutive model and experimental data�
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Fig.12  Degree of correlation between predicted data by the second 

modified constitutive model and experimental data 
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Quasi-Static Tensile Test During Warm Deformation of New Al-Li Alloy and Its 

Predictive Calculation of Flow Stress  

 

Du Shunyao, Chen Minghe, Xie Lansheng, Chen Can 

(Nanjing University of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Nanjing 210016, China) 

 

Abstract: Isothermal tensile tests of 2060-T8 Al-Li alloy were conducted on a UTM5000 electronic universal tensile testing machine at 

deformation temperature of 573~648 K and strain rate of 0.001~0.1 s

-1

. The true stress-strain curves of 2060-T8 Al-Li alloy were obtained 

and a constitutive equation considering the strain compensation as well as correction term was also established. The thermal deformation 

behavior of 2060-T8 Al-Li alloy was investigated by the analysis of tensile fractures using scanning electron microscopy (SEM). The 

results show that 2060-T8 Al-Li alloy is highly sensitive to deformation temperature and strain rate. The true stress-strain curves exhibit 

the characteristics of strain hardening followed by flow softening and steady flow characteristic gradually disappears with the increase of 

deformation temperature and the decrease of strain rate. In addition, 2060-T8 Al-Li alloy is of ductile fracture under the conditions of 

warm deformation. The modified constitutive model is in good great agreement with the experimental data, which can provide a 

precondition for the finite element analysis of 2060-T8 Al-Li alloy during warm deformation.  

Key words: 2060-T8 Al-Li alloy; warm deformation; strain compensation; correction term; constitutive model 
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