4549 % 456 ) MoR BTk R e Rk Vol. 49 No.6
2017461 JOURNAL OF HARBIN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY Jun. 2017

DOI;10.11918/j.issn.0367-6234.201606099
PN A AEEE Q345 tMiic (25 S /I
AP EAL, & B AR R SR, 9 B Ad
(WPIT R S50 TARBESET AL 310058)

B OE: VARBRILE T GAN A Z B AT B K R A LT R T xR R 3 R e, 2 Q345 (R & & M F B B AR K
AT # B SE e A H TSC-1M-4 BRI, L 3 HEE M AR KGR THELEF ALY ) THEAMNE &
REP BENBHILILES G Z M AR, BENB A ERT, Wa#it L5 X453 8 Rw
KA R WAR LT ERR AR g e R T FA RGO ENEUE RN AE R R F— A AFET, K&
T 7 37y 5 S WL JB B Am T R (R R v R AL AR

KEEWR: AL LR T AR R mak s B

FES RS TG115.28 XHEkFRERD . A XEHS: 0367-6234(2017)06-0178-05

Influence of tensile stress on magnetic memory signal in Q345 steel
with different thicknesses

FU Meili, BAO Sheng, BAI Shuzhuang, GU Yibin, HU Shengnan

(Institute of Structural Engineering, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China)

Abstract; To determine the relationship between magnetic memory signal and tensile stress and the influence of
geometric size of the specimen on the surface magnetic field, static tensile tests on plate specimens made of (345
low alloy steel with different thicknesses were performed. The variation regularities of surface magnetic signals of
specimens with three thicknesses under different tensile stresses were investigated using the magnetometer
TSC—1M~-4. The test results show that the magnetic memory signal is positively correlated with tensile stress in the
elastic stage but weakly correlated in the plastic stage. Compared with the normal component, the tangential
component is more sensitive in characterizing the local yielding of the specimen. The early plastic deformation and
stress concentration zone can be predicted via the abnormal magnetic change of the tangential component. Under the
same stress level, the specimen thickness has a negative correlation with the surface magnetic intensity and no
influence on the variation trend.
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Fig.2  Variation of surface magnetic signals of specimen with a

thickness of 6 mm at different stresses
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Fig.3 Variation of surface magnetic gradients of specimen with a thickness of 6 mm at different stresses
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Fig.4 Surface magnetic field distributions of specimen with a thickness of 8 mm during the yielding stage
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Fig.5 Surface magnetic field distributions of specimen with a thickness of 10 mm during the yielding stage
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Fig.6  Variation of magnetic memory parameters of specimens

with three kinds of thicknesses at different stresses
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Fig.7 Demagnetizing field produced by the magnetic charges
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