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Fig.1 Comparison of plate shape diagram
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Fig.2 The position of each measuring point of the sample

(unit:mm)

R 5% A% 1V 7 0 7 AR AL B DA R A A 1 — A 2 A
AR, AT LT AL R R B PN AU R A e (R BT
1) ) 0 1] (98 3 07 1)) B9 BR AR ML ST o 1w R AR IV g
W98 BE Iy 1) b A AN B IR A B, JRAE T E P
AR CRVREAS 58 BE 1 SORT R 0) 5 B 1) 5% 4 W 0 T K
JET7 8] Lo A AN K A IEA 0, IR AR T A SRS
(EIEEARE ERBFHNO0) .

FT T B R A ) A AR Rk R ) A
T ik 22 B Bk B 1806 , S BUE IR R i i v 4D
o e R B TR 5 AR A A [l T 7 RS R Ve Wi e B
AR O AU ) BN ¥ 5 g3 A i SR AL BEG 1)
FRARNL ST o ARG REFLH R v, 3 TR R AR
149 77 2 P BE AN [R] 1 7= A AN [8] 54 L i) 2 fi) A2 fif 72 2
55 BT TR 6 AR A B A2 e i BT SRR 1
BT I AN 2] 3 A B B AR N Sy o ER T
BV B R B VR R I R AR R 2 WO AR D
TR AETE 2 N HEAEFER N BRI 2 ¢



864 ® oW w5 2w 944 B
1 KHENENBEREXER
Tab.1 Data and related information of the sample steel plate
AR NI HICBREREZ (K X 98 X J&) /mm (TS| 2N
1 ¥ LR TR AR AR /BB A (710 pm /) 400X 200X 2 o il
2 V8 T e R AR /A A (Z310 pm/fill) 400X 200X 2 -
3 AL Q235 ML /KA 7 150X 150% 3 oth
4 AL Q235 MR /IR A I 150X 150 3 FH
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18 5 5 /IME AH 2 476.87 MPa; i B 2 R W% F 1519
TRE R 1) R 1) 5% A% L 1 349k T A, 3R AR I ) EE it
BE L AR AR /N By A3 S 5], G 5 4 R T
B RAH 5 B /M AR 2% 135.37 MPa, 1 17 5% 4% I 1 1
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Tab.2 Excitation non-destructive testing method to
measure the residual stress of aluminized sil-

icon steel sheet

i il 5 AN J) /MPa Tk 1 3R 4% B 73 /MPa
HEE 1 R 2 AL BFE 2

1 —20.80 246.54 21.09 155.21
2 281.64 247.03 —28.45 108.50
3 277.87  254.66 —36.99 134.39
4 —142.85 181.73 13.95 257.22
5 —118.84 128.35 —223.63 249.29
6 —118.18 148.18 253.24 255.49
7 4.18 119.29 180.33 130.72
8 260.98 151.15 —104.13 116.65
9 269.22 135.17 —141.03 139.12
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Tab.3 Excitation non-destructive testing method to

measure the residual stress of carbon steel

sheet

BBt A YN B AR 1/ MPa R 1] 5% 4% N 77 /M Pa
3 I 4 IR 3 R4

1 —86.90  —59.11  —102.69  —51.64

2 —111.19  —51.70  —71.25 —57.62

3 —87.25  —42.89  —68.59 —54.76

4 —226.15  —59.26  —395.25  —62.03

5 17.70  —43.72  —113.30  —40.30

I RAE S e/ MEM 2 148.72 MPa,
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2 et AR B 0 (B 2 R O . b e 30
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5 Ak R BE R e KB 5 Je/INME 43 1) Al 22 326.66
MPa 1 208.45 MPa; i #f 4 Ay i K& H AL F A 1)
AN RN RS SN AR A I N N ]
5 fe /M 4> BIA 22 21.73 MPa 1 16.37 MPa, 43 4
T
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Tab.4 Blind hole method to measure the residual stress of aluminized silicon steel sheet

A 1 (E/ )9k (E/ ) A2 (E/T) 9k (E/ )8
Wi A BRI 1 /MPa BARNLS]/MPa W A BRI 1 /MPa BARNL ] /MPa
1 —113.88/—64.73 —34.78/—43.23 1 —4.81/23.82 —2.42/41.39
2 —92.06/—20.72 —11.10/—22.76 2 23.79/34.69 —36.63/70.32
3 27.33/—47.75 53.43/—33.99 3 19.56/33.30 —60.32/70.00
4 —104.65/—18.47 —6.24/—8.35 4 —93.59/76.49 77.47/145.61
5 —88.17/—37.84 —17.87/—28.25 5 43.26/22.51 78.44/46.23
6 —31.53/—29.88 —4.15/—1.25 6 —4.02/—23.94 103.82/—4.17
7 —141.21/—53.93 —44.33/—43.50 7 —179.79/20.50 30.36/51.71
8 —65.02/—37.05 —23.27/—18.52 8 52.69/—6.53 —3.16/—0.79
9 —2.56/—37.51 13.94/—28.02 9 23.65/—40.04 71.51/—30.58
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Tab.5 Blind hole method to measure the residual

stress of carbon steel sheet

i Wi s R J /MPa BRI SRR ) /MPa
A 3 k4 A3 A4

1 18.60 27.29 18.60 63.37
2 64.61 62.06 153.70 111.95
3 124.05 44.33 388.69 47.54
4 30.83 —9.64 69.25 —11.49
5 84.21 —36.32 100.35 —46.49

HY & 4 ] 0, i AL VR I A5 0 2 BB 40 Ak AW
M AR f A 1] % A 1 0 (5 9N ) R AR I (B YA I
A, Hob AR 1 B RN R A
N 0 fe KAE 5 /N E 43 3 A8 25 168.54 MPa Fil
46.26 MPa, B 1] 5% 43 W 1 1) $5c K AE 5 B /N 53901
AH 2% 97.76 MPa fi1 42.25 MPa; #JEF B AR AL 2 |
BESENDE F W SN R R UN T E i F =
146.28 MPa i1 116.53 MPa, f# i 5% 4% 7 /1 19 % K AH
5 i /MBS I AH 22 164.14 MPa 1 149.78 MPa.,
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AH 223 ) K 370.09 MPa 1 105.45 MPa, il #f 4 i 1
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Tab.6 X-ray diffraction method to measure the residual stress of aluminized silicon steel sheet

Ik 1 (/)8 (/) ke 2 (/)8 (/)

DA A B4R S /MPa FRA NS /MPa RS FRANL S /MPa BN S /MPa
1 —44.25/—194.50 —335.15/—184.50 1 —142.00/—243.00 —283.00/—235.50
2 —191.33/—274.00 —307.18/—200.50 2 —101.50/—127.50 —146.50/—279.00
3 —257.67/—133.40 —327.00/—158.50 3 —249.33/—148.00 —239.00/—112.00
4 —288.33/—222.45 —222.75/—228.75 4 —81.00/—176.00 —260.00/—319.50
5 —139.33/—122.00 —80.50/—199.13 5 —114.00/—180.00 —214.50/—188.00
6 —251.75/—153.50 —245.75/—153.00 6 —239.50/—174.50 —164.00/—262.00
7 —282.67/—80.00 —263.43/—160.95 7 —81.00/—289.00 —198.50/—169.00
8 —67.00/—115.50 —154.50/—63.40 8 —195.00/— 345.00 —237.00/—214.00
9 —195.00/—81.20 —239.30/—166.00 9 —237.50/—229.00 —181.50/—196.65

RT XHEITHENENERRNBERRNEN
Tab.7 X-ray diffraction to measure the residual

stress of carbon steel sheet

o i 5 i ) /MPa B 17 5% 4 B2 J1 /M Pa
R 3 B 4 HE 3 LU 4

1 —191.90  —57.74  —191.32  —76.36

2 —104.20  —56.72  —197.27  —42.00

3 —221.42  —30.73  —159.87  —42.34

4 —284.15  —96.23  —17449  —46.00

5 —47.80  —117.60  —2570  —21.14

H1 2% 6 R, P XCSRF AT S50 DU A5 2 g A ik
TR AN AR B 2 N B BR AR I S ¥ o ol R T
14 8% 4% L T3 R /INAE Y B 1l 5 0 ) 5 Ak I 0 DA B A
JE SR 5 57 LA 3R B ) 7 Ak IO T B B AR A 2
RP1 R 2 v B )2 9 [ R R 0 R AR AR A I S .
A B A URE 1T 2 TE A4 9N 1) B Ak I T Y B
KAE 5 fe/IME 53 51 #H 22 244.08 MPa A1 194.00 MPa,
N S A OIS 3N (= RTS0[0 1 [ I =
254.65 MPa il 165.35 MPa; #JEF EH ik kE 2 EF
FETH 1 DA 1) 5% A% N A 1 B KB S S /M 4 B A 22
158.50 MPa 1 217.50 MPa,, f# i 5% 4% 7 /1 9 ¢ KAH
5 e/ MBSy I AH 2% 136.50 MPa #i1 207.50 MPa.,

HI 2% 7 R, XS R AT R DA 2 B i
FERYFR AL 135 R (8 (B AA7E I B 22 50 . Horp st
BE 3 R KA B AOTE B 4 3R, H A 1) A0 N 1)
% A% L ) AR AR R BE R OR, B K de/IME 43 A 22
165.62 MPa i1 236.35 MPa; il bt 4 J9iB k25 H e

P EL A R RE L AN i B A I AR T AN
B K5 f/ME 2 B H 2% 55.22 MPa il 86.87 MPa, 4y
AR R RS 5y . AR 3 SRR 4 195k A N 1 22 1
W T A I 55 A V- A AR TR ok R ok Ak B T X
N P % 4% g 7 AT

AL UL X SR AT SR BRI A B R T R R R
(4 R A% N 7, AN BB B AR AR A TR B i sk 4 g T
AN B S AR TR B0 5 88 A% By T X R G R I
G £ DR 5 P A R (= R A 2 s B 7ol = = i
I o5 BRSO Bk A I T (B AN £ T B 58 78 1 3 43
B — BB, D6 A X5 2 AT B a2 B0 ) e R T R A
EE: , e X R AT 568 3 DU i 7 26 A7 Bl A R o
MMM 22 AT 22 Fh 4 JE o0 3 I 2l bR R ME LR
R R B, T SR A e D L PN T R A A AN B A
ONFRE ] BE T B0 A5 RN T .
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Tab.8 Ultrasonic method to measure the residual stress of aluminized silicon steel sheet

AL ( B/ (/)R I 2 (E/ ) (/)1
P4k B AN J1/MPa 5 AR T1 /MPa 4 £ FRAYNLJ1/MPa B AN J1/MPa

1 —24.54/—39.43 87.64/18.20 1 —78.00/—138.02 68.80/88.00

2 —4.84/—4.97 83.70/113.04 2 —88.59/—108.47 58.95/63.00

3 —5.00/—14.72 29.51/98.00 3 —90.50/—83.84 54.01/34.11

4 —15.10/—64.08 95.50/127.80 4 —123.00/—93.71 113.10/68.58

5 —0.21/—49.31 93.50/108.80 5 —49.23/—142.97 132.80/63.64

6 9.75/—14.85 24.54/103.14 6 —98.47/—118.35 118.02/19.32

7 —44.35/—78.89 26.50/122.84 7 —118.17/—133.14 122.93/34.09

8 —54.16/—59.20 4.82/157.30 8 —68.94/—167.63 78.61/78.40

9 —65.50/—56.50 24.52/93.00 9 —158.67/—152.85 177.09/71.00
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Tab.9 Ultrasonic method to measure the residual

stress of carbon steel sheet

S Wi sk R I /MPa BERIBRA N )/ MPa
k3 k4 A 3 k4

1 11.00 1.00 9.00 —3.00

2 11.00 4.00 5.00 2.00

3 7.00 3.00 11.00 5.00

4 14.00 3.00 8.00 7.00

5 18.00 2.00 22.00 —4.00

WIEAE . Horp ke 1 1 SR O ) R AR Y ) Y B
K5 e /IME Y B A 2 75.25 MPa #l 73.92 MPa, ##
] 5 4% I ) Y die K5 S5 /A 43 ) A 22 90.68 MPa
F1139.1 MPa; i K 2 1N 2% 18 A 1) 5% 43 7 ) 14 e
K5 e /NME SF 90 M 22 89.73 MPa Fll 83.79 MPa,
| f K5 & /N (8 2y 0 A 2% 123.08 MPa Al
68.68 MPa.

HT 2 O T, VAR kA LA S A 3 3 0 A 1
Y\ 1) 5% A I 7349 R IR AR 3B kA FAE F 1R 4
18 A 1) B A 7 g 349 SRy TE AR L A 1w Bk 4 L 0 A TE A £
Forb o ORE 3 1) R 1) B A% I ) Y e K e /ME
Iy HIAHZE 17 MPa Fl 11 MPa; itk 4 5 K5 &/ ME 2>
BIAHZZ 11 MPa fl 3 MPa.

AR 75 0 Y 4 B R 1 8 Ay B
TIE AR /I o Horp 3 RE 1 ARRE 2 B9 9 i) % A R
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Fig.3 The distribution of longitudinal and transverse residual stresses on the upper and lower surfaces of sample 1 and mean values

300 — . —a— RS 300 —a— R AR R
BTl e NS L B NS
100 g OT o~ s 100F
% 0 s e X, P =} 0 bt Bt P
'3 -100} _S 100}
B-200r /s H 2001 R,
-300F —v—EiL& -300F ——HALE
400 _I_quls 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 400 1 _I_Iqugl 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I_.T.-“P:ilg 1 1 1 1
0123456718 910 0123456 738910 400012345678910
PEAR RN & HEEERENBON 8 5 PEABTEANAI 2
(a) WH2 ERMP RS S50 (b) W2 TFRENARKN S (o) REE2 L TR BRSNS BHME > Hi
(a) Longitudinal residual stress on the (b) Longitudinal residual stress on the (c) Mean longitudinal residual stress on upper
upper surface of sample 2 lower surface of sample 2 and lower surfaces of sample 2
300
300 200k 300
200 o, 200
s 100F £ W g 100r e
S o e I e > |2 O . e i
_E “100F T I?g;;ﬁim =-100f — e XHfEATHE R -100F —e— X T
2 —sop - 2 200t B 200} TEE
—a— R —A—EE —v—HL&
=300 —— Bl =300 —— B =300 -
—400 ! ! ! i ! ! —400 ! ! ! N ! P i —400 L ! ! ! ! |qu$J| ! !
0123456 78910 0123456 78910 0123456728910
BEERREAN AR B PEERREANAR I B BEERREAWAR I &
(d) WFE2 BRI RIFRARR S350 A (e) P2 TRIBEARAN /A (6 B2 L TR R SRR N 3 E A
(d) Transverse residual stress on the (e) Transverse residual stress on the (f) Mean transverse residual stress on upper
upper surface of sample 2 lower surface of sample 2 and lower surfaces of sample 2

4 BURE 2 BT R 1) 5 1) 5k A N g B FE I R o3 A 1 Dl

Fig.4 The distribution of longitudinal and transverse residual stresses on the upper and lower surfaces of sample 2 and mean values
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