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Abstract
The mechanical response of dual phase (DP) steel exhibits a complex dependence on the microstructure. The chemical 
composition and microstructure characteristics of the phases have significant effects on the contrast between the response of 
the phases, which affects, not only the strength and ductility, but also the anisotropic response of DP steel under strain path 
changes. In this work, extended dislocation-based models of the ferrite and martensite phases of DP steel are proposed and 
used in a finite element based representative volume element approach to account for the contrast between the local response 
of the phases. The flow stress of each phase is computed as a function of the amount of substitutional and interstitial solute 
elements and the microstructural characteristics of the phase. Particular attention is paid to the phase model of the martensite 
phase. The model parameter controlling the storage of dislocations is related to the carbon content, which appears to be the 
most important parameter affecting the strength of martensite and its contrast with the local response of the ferrite phase. 
The model predicts a significant effect of the contrast between the local responses of the phases and the microstructure 
characteristics of each phase on the yield locus after prestraining and on the stress–strain behaviour after strain path change, 
i.e., forward-reverse shear loading and cyclic uniaxial tension–compression loading.

Keywords  Dual phase steel · Alloying elements · Martensite and ferrite · Dislocation-based model · Representative volume 
element · Finite element method · Yield stress · Hardening

Introduction

Dual phase (DP) steels are used in structural and safety 
parts of automotive vehicles such as longitudinal beams 
and reinforcements. These steels have enhanced strength 
and energy absorption capability thanks to their composite-
like microstructure, which combines a hard martensite phase 
with a soft ferrite phase. The microstructure is obtained by 

specific control of the selection of alloying elements and 
the thermomechanical processes, leading to various grades 
with different microstructural and mechanical properties [1]. 
The microstructure of DP steels has important effects not 
only on the strength and ductility, but also on the anisotropic 
stress–strain behaviour observed under strain path changes 
[2–7].

Considering the complex load paths involved in the form-
ing processes of automotive parts, numerical simulation of 
the stress–strain behaviour of DP steel under strain path 
changes is critical to determine the mechanical properties of 
the manufactured parts. However, the mechanical response 
of DP steel exhibits a complex dependence on the micro-
structure, where the chemical composition and microstruc-
ture characteristics of the ferrite and martensite phases are 
the main influencing parameters.

The effects of the alloying elements in solid solution 
depend on whether the element is interstitial or substitu-
tional [8–17]. The interstitial elements such as carbon 
have stronger effects on the mechanical properties than 
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substitutional elements due to their strong interaction with 
dislocations. It is often assumed that each element generates 
an increase in the yield strength proportional to its concen-
tration and independent of the presence of other elements 
[8–17]. Due to the diffusion limit in the ferrite lattice, the 
carbon content in the martensite phase is much higher than 
the nominal content in the DP steel depending on the mar-
tensite volume fraction. An increased amount of carbon in 
a DP steel will therefore contribute to increasing the con-
trast in the stress–strain behaviour between the ferrite and 
martensite phases. Although, the effects of carbon on yield 
stress, hardness, and ultimate tensile strength of DP steels 
have been studied [4, 14–17], the effects of carbon on the 
contrast between the stress–strain response of the ferrite and 
martensite phases and on the residual stresses after deforma-
tion have received less attention.

The stress–strain response of DP steels is also affected 
by the volume fraction of the ferrite and martensite phases 
as well as the average size of ferrite grains and the distribu-
tion of martensite islands. An increased fraction of mar-
tensite increases the yield stress and ultimate tensile strength 
and most likely reduces the tensile elongation [4, 7, 15, 16, 
18, 19]. The yield stress and ultimate tensile strength are 
improved by refining the ferrite and martensite microstruc-
ture [19–23]. The ferrite and martensite microstructure also 
affects the storage and patterning of dislocations and the 
internal stresses resulting from the contrast between the indi-
vidual stress–strain response of the phases [4, 24]. Advanced 
experimental studies based on in situ testing methods, such 
as nanoindentation and nanopillars compression, have been 
conducted to assess the stress–strain response of the fer-
rite and martensite phases [25–27]. To the same end, in situ 
characterization, such as high-energy X-ray diffraction, has 
been combined with polycrystalline plasticity models [28, 
29]. However, the measurement of the phase responses in 
DP steels is still a challenging task.

Experimental studies on the effects of the microstructure 
on the stress–strain response of DP steels under strain path 
changes have been limited to laboratory-enabled load paths 
[2–7, 24, 30]. Due to the limitations of the experimental test 
methods, there is a need for a systematic numerical approach 
which enables the prediction of microstructural effects under 
strain path changes. Simplified analytical approaches based 
on the law-of-mixture are not sufficiently accurate for this 
purpose [31–33]. Advanced analytical approaches, based for 
instance on the self-consistent model, have been used suc-
cessfully to predict the response of DP steels under certain 
load paths [16, 34–37]. However, the Eshelby theory of an 
ellipsoidal inclusion embedded in an infinite medium has 
certain limitations on the representation of the microstruc-
ture and the phase interaction. To overcome this limitation, 
the finite element based representative volume element 
(RVE) approach has been used to account for the effects of 

the phase distribution on the mechanical properties of DP 
steels [23, 38–47]. In this approach, the DP steel micro-
structure is explicitly represented by the finite element mesh, 
which is divided into two sets of elements having the prop-
erties and spatial distributions of the ferrite and martensite 
phases.

An accurate representation of the contrast between the 
individual responses of ferrite and martensite phases is key 
to replicate the stress and strain partitioning in the micro-
structure by the RVE approach. Currently, the individual 
responses of ferrite and martensite might be determined by 
either empirical models or physically based models. While 
the empirical models fairly well predict the response of DP 
steel in specific conditions [5, 15, 16, 43, 44], they depend 
heavily on calibration tests relevant for the given application. 
The physically based models, which are formulated based 
on the dislocation theory, are less dependent on calibration 
tests. In this category, the crystal plasticity-based models 
show the greatest potential. These models determine the 
stress in each phase from the stresses in the grains consider-
ing single crystal plasticity by dislocations slip on active slip 
systems and crystal lattice rotation [28, 29, 36, 40]. Crystal 
plasticity-based simulations are CPU time intensive, which 
limits the physical size of the RVE and the finite element 
model. An alternative approach is to apply the simplified 
dislocation-based phase model [10–13] in the finite element 
based RVE model. The flow stress for each phase is com-
puted as a function of the content of substitutional and inter-
stitial solute elements, the grain size (i.e., the Hall–Petch 
effect) and the dislocation density, which is controlled by the 
storage and annihilation of dislocations. In these models, the 
variables controlling the storage and annihilation of disloca-
tions in the ferrite phase are related to the average size of 
the ferrite grains [10–13, 38, 39, 41]. Due to the complex 
hierarchical microstructure of the martensite phase, the link 
between the dislocation mechanisms and characteristics of 
the martensite microstructure is not fully established. As a 
result, the model parameter controlling the storage of dis-
locations in the martensite phase is typically fitted to the 
experimentally obtained response of DP steels [38, 39, 41, 
42, 46]. In this work, an extended dislocation-based phase 
model of martensite phase is proposed. The model param-
eter controlling the storage of dislocations is related to the 
carbon content in the martensite phase, which appears to be 
the most important parameter affecting the strength of mar-
tensite due to carbon’s strong interaction with dislocations. 
Particular attention is paid to the identification of model 
parameters and their effects on the contrast between ferrite 
and martensite responses, and further on the effects of pre-
straining on the yield locus and the stress–strain behaviour 
of DP steels.

The paper is organized as follows. “Experiments” 
section introduces the material composition and 
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microstructure characterization of DP and martensitic 
steels considered for the calibration of the phase-models 
and the establishment of RVEs for the investigated DP 
steels. “RVE-based modelling approach” section intro-
duces the physically based constitutive model for the two 
phases, including the extended dislocation-based model 
of the martensite phase. The microstructure-based model-
ling framework of DP steels subjected to different loading 
paths is also presented in this section. In “Identification 
of material parameters” section, the calibration procedure 
for the extended phase model for martensite is presented. 
The effects of the alloying elements and the phase micro-
structure on the contrast between the ferrite and martensite 
responses are analysed. In “Numerical study” section, the 
modelling framework is applied to study the effects of 
pre-straining on the yield locus of DP steels and their 
stress–strain behaviour under reversed loading paths. A 
short summary of the results and perspectives for further 
development are given in “Conclusions” section.

Experiments

The steel materials studied in this work are four commercial 
grades of DP steels and three commercial grades of mar-
tensitic steels. The selected grades have different chemical 
compositions and microstructural characteristics. Tensile 
tests were performed on martensitic steel to calibrate the 
extended phase model of martensite, and on DP steels to 
evaluate the phase models for ferrite and martensite and the 
microstructure-based modelling framework.

Materials and microstructure

The chemical compositions of the DP steels and the mar-
tensitic steels are given in Tables 1 and 2, respectively. The 

DP steel grades are referred to as 500DP, 600DP, 800DP 
and 1000DP, whereas the martensitic steels are denoted 
1200 M, 1400 M and 1700 M. These materials were sup-
plied by SSAB as cold rolled sheet materials developed for 
the automotive industry. The sheet thickness was 2 mm for 
500DP and 1 mm for all the other materials.

The average grain size of the ferrite phase and the vol-
ume fraction of the martensite phase representative of 
commercial DP steel grades, which are similar to those 
investigated here, are reported in [33]. An exception is an 
additional amount of Nb for 600DP, which might result in 
a slightly less refined microstructure. However, the poten-
tial change in the microstructure was assumed to be neg-
ligible, and the microstructure measurements reported in 
[33] were used for all the investigated DP steels. Figure 1 
shows scanning electron microscope (SEM) images of the 
microstructures of these DP steels grades from [33]. It 
should be noted that the microstructure of the investigated 
DP steels might deviate from the microstructure presented 
in Fig. 1. However, the effect of the potential deviation in 
microstructure for each DP steel was assumed negligible 
compared to the difference in microstructure between the 
four DP steel grades.

The substitutional elements were assumed to be equally 
distributed in the ferrite and martensite phases with con-
tents equal to the nominal content in DP steels [10, 11, 39, 
41]. The carbon content in the ferrite phase was approxi-
mated to 0.001%, which is the solubility limit of carbon 
in ferrite at room temperature [48]. The carbon content in 
the martensite phase was computed by the law of mixture 
from the nominal content of carbon:

where CDP
C

 , Cf

C
 and Cm

C
 are the weight fractions of carbon 

in the DP steel, the ferrite phase, and the martensite phase, 

(1)CDP
C

= VmC
m
C
+
(
1 − Vm

)
C
f

C

Table 1   Volume fraction of 
martensite phase, average grain 
size of ferrite phase, weight 
fraction of alloying elements 
in the DP steels, and weight 
fraction of carbon in martensite 
phase computed by Eq. (1)

DP Steel f m
v

(vol.%)
df

(μm)

Alloying elements (wt. %) Cm
C

(wt. %)
C Mn Si Nb

500DP 13 10.8 0.079 0.7 0.30 — 0.60
600DP 18 8.4 0.094 0.9 0.20 0.015 0.52
800DP 25 5.7 0.136 1.6 0.20 0.016 0.54
1000DP 50 3.8 0.144 1.5 0.19 0.015 0.29

Table 2   Weight fraction 
of alloying elements in the 
martensitic steels

Martensitic steels Alloying elements (wt.%)

C Mn Si Nb Ti B

1200 M 0.113 1.6 0.21 0.016 — —
1400 M 0.175 1.3 0.20 — 0.033 0.002
1700 M 0.271 0.5 0.21 — 0.034 0.002
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respectively, and Vm is the volume fraction of the martensite 
phase. Table 1 shows the weight fractions of carbon in the 
martensite phase computed by Eq. (1) for each of the DP 
steels.

Tensile tests

The tensile tests were performed on flat specimens pre-
pared from the DP and martensitic steel sheets by machin-
ing. The specimen geometry is illustrated in Fig. 2. Four 
specimens aligned with the rolling direction were prepared 
for each material. The tensile tests were performed at room 
temperature and quasi-static strain rate on a Zwick tensile 
machine with a 30 kN loadcell. Digital image correlation 
(DIC) was used to measure the displacement field on the 
specimen surface from which the tensile strains were cal-
culated. A reference gauge length of 20 mm was used to 
determine the elongation and engineering strains.

The engineering and true stress–strain curves for the DP 
steels and the martensitic steels are presented in Figs. 3 and 

4, respectively. With one exception, the stress–strain curves 
show good repeatability until the ultimate tensile strength is 
reached. The exception is the set of stress–strain curves for 
1700 M where scatter is observed before necking sets in. The 
average values of the yield stress measured at plastic strain 
�p = 0.5% ( YS0.5 ) and the ultimate tensile strength (UT) for 
each material are listed in Table 3 with the deviation com-
puted by s∕

√
n , where s is the standard deviation and n is 

the number of tests.

RVE‑based modelling approach

Single‑phase model of ferrite and martensite

The phase model of ferrite and martensite is based on the 
single-phase steel model developed by Rodriguez et al. 
[10–13]. The ferrite and martensite phases are assumed to 
be homogeneous and isotropic materials and are modelled 
as von Mises materials with flow stress �f  as described 

Fig. 1   Scanning electron micro-
scope (SEM) images repre-
sentative of the microstructure 
of the investigated DP steels 
from [33]. The martensite phase 
appears as light areas and the 
ferrite phase as dark grey areas

Fig. 2   Geometry of the flat 
tensile test specimen
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in the following. The anisotropic response of DP steels 
under strain path changes is attributed to the residual 
stresses resulting from the contrast between ferrite and 
martensite responses. It should be noted that the ferrite 
and martensite phases develop substructural organizations 
of dislocations during deformation, leading to intra-phase 

kinematic hardening. In the current model, the effects of 
intra-phase dislocation structures were neglected, and the 
only effect of the contrast between the ferrite and mar-
tensite phases was accounted for.

The flow stress �f  for each phase is determined by:

where �y and �h represent the yield stress and the work 
hardening, respectively, and �p is the equivalent plastic 
strain. The yield stress �y has contributions from lattice 
friction, �0 , strengthening from substitutional solute ele-
ments, �s , strengthening from carbon, �c , and strengthen-
ing from microstructure refinement, i.e., the Hall–Petch 
effect, �d  . The contribution from lattice friction �0
=77 MPa was considered for both ferrite and martensite 
phase.

Considering that each alloying element generates an 
increase in the yield strength proportional to its con-
centration and independent of the presence of the other 

(2)�f (�p) = �y + �h(�p) = �
0
+ �s + �c + �d + �h(�p)

Fig. 3   Tensile tests on DP 
steels: (a) engineering stress–
strain curves and (b) true stress–
strain curves

Fig. 4   Tensile tests on mar-
tensitic steels: (a) engineering 
stress–strain curves and (b) true 
stress–strain curves

Table 3   Measured yield stress (YS) and ultimate tensile strength 
(UT) of the DP steels and the martensitic steels

Material YS
0.5% ± s∕

√
n(MPa) UT ± s∕

√
n(MPa)

500DP 397 ± 0.9 546 ± 1.3
600DP 465 ± 1.3 652 ± 1.1
800DP 633 ± 1.4 846 ± 1.4
1000DP 863 ± 1.2 1042 ± 0.4
1200 M 1211 ± 1.0 1242 ± 1.7
1400 M 1416 ± 5.0 1458 ± 4.4
1700 M 1677 ± 12.0 1748 ± 13.5
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elements [9, 10], the strengthening by substitutional solute 
atoms is described by:

where Ci is the concentration of a specific alloying 
element i  (in wt.% ), ki is the corresponding propor-
tionality constant, and ne is the number of substitu-
tional elements. The proportionality constants from 
[10, 49] were used for both ferrite and martensite 
p h a s e s :  kMn = 80MPa∕wt.%  ,  kP = 750MPa∕wt.%  , 
kSi = 60MPa∕wt.% , kCu = 80MPa∕wt.% , kNi = 45MPa∕wt.% 
and kMo = 11MPa∕wt.% , where the subindex indicates the 
alloying element. The strengthening by interstitial elements 
is limited to the effect of the carbon content:

where CC is the concentration of carbon (in wt.% ), i.e., 
equal to Cf

C
 for the ferrite phase and Cm

C
 for martensite 

the phase. For the ferrite phase, af
C
= 5000MPa∕wt.% and 

b
f

C
= 0 were used, as proposed by Rodriguez and Gutier-

rez [10, 12, 49]. For the martensite phase, Rodriguez and 
Gutierrez [10, 12, 49] proposed am

C
= 3065MPa∕wt.%  and 

bm
C
= −161MPa . However, in this study the values of am

C
 

and bm
C

 were calibrated based on experimental tests on 
martensitic steels (see “Identification of material param-
eters” section).

As already mentioned, the Hall–Petch effect represents the 
strengthening from grain boundaries, i.e., the strength of the 
phase increases with decreasing grain size, and is given by

where d is the grain size and KHP is a constant. In the 
current study, we will only account for the Hall–Petch 
effect in the ferrite phase, and thus d = df  represents the 
size of the ferrite grains. The martensite in DP steels 
has a complex microstructure composed of four hierar-
chical levels, including prior austenite grains, packets, 
blocks, and laths. It is unclear which of these morpho-
logical characteristics that represent the size effect in 
the Hall–Petch relation. Therefore, the strengthening due 
to the Hall–Petch effect was omitted for the martensite 
phase.

The work hardening is modelled by the Taylor 
equation:

where � is the dislocation density, M is the Taylor factor, � is 
the shear modulus, b is the length of the Burgers vector, and 

(3)�s =

ne∑

i=1

kiCi

(4)�C = aCCC + bC

(5)�d =
KHP
√
d

(6)�h = �M�b
√
�

� is a numerical constant. The evolution of the dislocation 
density is governed by the Kocks-Mecking equation [50]:

where k is the dislocation annihilation constant and L is the 
dislocation mean free path. Integration of Eq. (7) is per-
formed by assuming that dislocation–dislocation interaction 
can be neglected [10], leading to a strain-independent dislo-
cation mean free path, and the dislocation density is given by

where �0 is the initial dislocation density. It is here assumed 
that �0 = 0 , and then the work hardening is obtained from 
Eqns. (6) and (8) as:

The hardening parameters of the ferrite phase are related 
to the average size of the ferrite grains according to [11]. For 
ultra-low carbon steels up to a grain size of about 10 µm, the 
effective dislocation mean free path is equal to the ferrite grain 
size [11], i.e., Lf = df  . The annihilation parameter is assumed 
to be inversely proportional to df  [10, 11]:

where cf
k
 is a constant determined by fitting and can be 

approximated to 8 µm for low carbon steels with ferrite grain 
size 5 𝜇m < df < 20 𝜇m [12].

For the martensite phase, an increased amount of carbon 
is assumed to affect the dislocation storage in low-carbon 
lath martensite [51]. Due to carbon’s strong interaction with 
dislocations, the dislocation mean free path Lm is assumed to 
be inversely proportional to the carbon content in the phase:

where cm
L

 is the proportionality constant for lath mar-
tensitic steel, which is determined by fitting to experi-
mental data and Cm

C
 is wt.% of carbon in the martensite 

phase. This assumption is consistent with microstructural 
observations of the effects of carbon solute on dislocation 
motion in lath martensite. Niino et al. [51] reported that 
the carbon solute reduces the mobility of dislocations and 
increases their multiplication during deformation. The 
annihilation parameter of martensite km is assumed to be 
constant independent on the carbon content.

(7)
d�

d�p
= M

(
1

bL
− k�

)

(8)� =
1

bLk

[
1 − exp (−Mk�p)

]
+ �0 exp (−Mk�p)

(9)�h = �M�

√
b

�
1 − exp(−Mk�p)

kL

(10)kf =
c
f

k

df

(11)Lm =
cm
L

Cm
C
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Representative volume elements (RVEs) of DP steels

The RVE approach is employed to account for the compos-
ite-like microstructure of DP steels. The RVE was designed 
to include sampling of the microstructural heterogeneities 
generated based on statistical parameters representative 
of the phase distribution, i.e., the volume fraction of mar-
tensite and the average size of the martensite islands [41, 
43]. Compared to the RVE generation processes based on 
direct translation of microstructural images [39, 40, 44, 45, 
47, 52], the statistical generation process has less limitation 
on the size of the RVE (i.e., it is not limited to the size of the 
microstructure images) and the procedures for generating the 
three-dimensional RVE are simplified.

The statistical generation involves a three-step partition-
ing procedure.

•	 In the first step, a cuboid part with geometry of 
0.1 × 0.1 × 0.05mm3 is discretized into a finite element 
mesh using fully integrated cubic elements. The total 
number of the elements in each RVE is 62500. Each 
element has a unique reference associated to a set of 
parameters including the connectivity of its nodes and 
the coordinates of its centre.

•	 In the second step, the elements are partitioned into arbi-
trary domains representing a periodic aggregate of equi-
axed grains. The partitioning process is based on Voronoi 
tessellations and starts with the generation of nucleation 
germs representing the centre of the equiaxed grains [53]. 
The number of the nucleation germs was determined by 
N = V∕d3

m
 , where V  is the volume of the cuboid part and 

dm is the average size of martensite islands. Each element 
in the finite element mesh was assigned to the closest 
germ, where the distance between the centre of the ele-
ment and the nucleation germ is determined by:

(12)den =

√√√
√

3∑

i=1

(
min

(
||
|
xe
i
− xn

i

||
|
,
||
|
lRVE
i

−
||
|
xe
i
− xn

i

||
|
||
|

))2

where, xe
i
 , xn

i
 and lRVE

i
 are respectively the coordinates 

of the element centre, the coordinates of the nucleation 
germ, and the length of the RVE in the x1 -, x2 - and x3
-directions. The lengths of the RVE are introduced in 
the second term of the minimum function to ensure the 
periodicity of the generated microstructure.

•	 In the third step, the grains were randomly partitioned into 
two sets representing the martensite and ferrite phases. The 
partitioning process is controlled by the volume fraction 
of the martensite. The elements in each set are assigned to 
the associated phase reference. The number of elements 
assigned to each phase is adjusted when necessary to reach 
the exact value of the volume fraction. This adjustment did 
not affect the average size of martensite islands nor their 
distribution.

Figure 5 shows the RVEs of the investigated DP steels. In 
these RVEs, the microstructure periodicity is ensured by the 
periodicity of the grain aggregate generated from the second 
step. As can be observed, the generation process leads to step-
like boundaries between the ferrite and martensite phases. 
Although these boundaries might affect the local response of 
the interfaces compared to smooth boundaries, their effects on 
the global response of the RVE are deemed negligible when a 
sufficiently refined mesh is applied.

Finite element modelling of load paths

The overall or average stress state in the RVE is obtained by 
the finite element method as a volume average of the stresses 
over the individual phases. Each phase is explicitly discretized 
into npe elements with np

i
 integration points. The Cauchy stress 

tensor �p

i
 is computed for each integration point based on the 

single-phase model, and then the Cauchy stress tensor �p for 
each phase is determined by:

(13)�
p =

n
p
e∑

e=1

f p
e

n
p

i∑

i=1

f
p

i
�
p

i

500DP 800DP600DP 1000DP

Fig. 5   RVEs of the four DP steels
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where f p
i
 is the volume fraction of integration point i of ele-

ment e and f pe  is the volume fraction of element e in phase p . 
The average stress state of the RVE is computed by:

where f p is the volume fraction of phase p.
The load paths in the finite element simulations are created 

by applying displacement boundary conditions on the RVE as 
illustrated in Fig. 6 [54, 55]. The RVE has four master nodes 
located at the corners and six reference surfaces represent-
ing its external surfaces. Master node 1 is at the origin of the 
coordinate system applied for the RVE and is fixed in space, 
i.e., all degrees of freedom are set to zero. A specific load 
path is obtained by controlling the displacements of master 
nodes 2, 3 and 4, see Fig. 6a. The periodicity of the boundary 
conditions applied on the RVE is ensured by controlling the 
displacement of the nodes on the reference surfaces. The dis-
placement vectors of each couple of symmetric nodes located 
on two opposite reference surfaces are related by:

where ua and ub are the displacement vectors of two sym-
metric nodes, such as nodes a and b in Fig. 6a, located on 
two opposite reference surfaces, uR is the displacement 

(14)� =

2∑

p=1

f p�p

(15)u
b − u

a = u
R − u

1

vector of the master node located in the same reference sur-
face as node b , and u1 = 0 is the displacement vector of the 
master node located at the origin. Equation (15) relates the 
displacements of the nodes on each pair of opposite faces 
to the displacement of the corresponding reference nodes, 
leading to periodic deformation of the RVE faces as dem-
onstrated in [55].

The RVE was used to calculate the yield loci of the DP 
steels, either with or without pre-straining in uniaxial tension, 
and to study the stress–strain behaviour of the DP steels under 
uniaxial tension–compression loading and forward-reverse 
shear loading. To calculate the yield locus, in-plane stress 
states were first generated according to the method estab-
lished by Saai et al. [54, 56]. Only stress states at yielding 
with �12 = 0 were computed by the RVE model and plotted 
as discrete points on the yield locus [43]. Each yield locus 
was determined by four sequences of simulations, in which 
the nodal velocities of master node 2 and master node 3 were 
controlled:

(16)

Sequence 1 ∶ v2
1
= v0 and v3

2
= �v0

Sequence 2 ∶ v2
1
= −v0 and v3

2
= �v0

Sequence 3 ∶ v3
2
= v0 and v2

1
= �v0

Sequence 4 ∶ v3
2
= −v0 and v2

1
= �v0

Fig. 6   Control of nodal 
displacements a) to create 
periodic boundary conditions, 
see Eq. (15), b) to compute 
the yield locus, c) to simulate 
forward-reverse shear loading, 
and d) to simulate tension–com-
pression loading
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where v2
i
 and v3

i
 are the nodal velocities of master nodes 2 

and 3 in the xi-direction, v0 is a constant reference velocity, 
and � ∈ [−1,−0.6,−0.2, 0.2, 0.6, 1] is a proportionality fac-
tor that determines the load path. The nodal velocity com-
ponents v2

1
 and v3

2
 are illustrated in Fig. 6b. Each simulation 

within a sequence gives a stress path and an associated point 
on the yield locus. Each sequence gives points at yielding 
that lie within one of the quadrants of the yield locus. It was 
carefully checked that the out-of-plane stress components 
(�33, �23, �31) computed with these boundary conditions were 
negligibly small compared to the in-plane stress components 
(�11, �22, �12) . The yield locus was computed for each DP steel 
either with or without pre-straining in uniaxial tension. In 
the case without pre-straining, the RVE represents the initial 
microstructure of the material, while in the case with pre-
straining, the RVE is first subjected to uniaxial tension in the 
x1-direction up to a total strain of 0.0315 , and then unloaded 
before the computation of the yield locus.

The stress states at yielding were determined for each RVE 
at equivalent amount of plastic work per unit volume. The 
reference plastic work per unit volume is denoted  W0.x%

p
 which 

defines the plastic work per unit volume at a plastic strain of 
0.x% in uniaxial tension along the reference direction. The 
reference direction was taken to be the x1-direction in Fig. 6a. 
For each RVE without pre-straining, the stress states at yield-
ing were computed at two reference values of plastic work 
per unit volume, W0.2%

p
 and W0.5%

p
 . For the pre-strained RVEs, 

the stress states at yielding were computed at an incremental 
plastic work per unit volume after pre-straining ΔWp equal 
to W0.x%

p
 , where 0.x% = 0.2% or 0.5% is the reference plastic 

strain in uniaxial tension along x1-direction after pre-straining. 
To investigate strain path change, forward-reverse shear and 
cyclic uniaxial tension–compression simulations were per-
formed with each RVE. The boundary conditions used to sim-
ulate forward-reverse shear loading and tension–compression 
loading are illustrated in Fig. 6c and d, respectively.

The FE analysis was carried out using ABAQUS Standard 
(Dassault Systemes SIMULIA Corp). Python scripts were 
developed to generate the RVE mesh including nodes and 
elements sets, write periodicity equations and boundary con-
ditions, and manage the simulation sequences for the compu-
tation of the yield locus. Python scripts were also developed 
for post-processing the output files and extract the yield locus 
and stress–strain response under strain path changes.

Identification of material parameters

The substitutional alloying elements were considered to 
have a uniform distribution in the ferrite and martensite 
phases with content equal to the nominal content in the 
DP steels. The effect of these elements on the yield stress 
is thus the same for the ferrite and martensite phases. The 

contribution from the substitutional elements to the yield 
stress �s is calculated from Eq. (3) using the data provided 
in Table 1.

The tensile stress–strain curves of martensitic steels were 
used to calibrate the martensite phase model. This calibra-
tion process does not account for the difference between the 
microstructure of the martensite phase and the microstruc-
ture of martensitic steel. However, it is challenging to deter-
mine the stress–strain response of the martensite phase by 
experimental tests, as reported in the literature review [25, 
26]. In the current model, the carbon content was assumed 
to be the key parameter influencing the strength of the mar-
tensite phase [14, 15, 18], and therefore its effects were cal-
ibrated based on the stress–strain response of martensitic 
steels with different carbon content.

For the ferrite phase, the contribution of the carbon con-
tent to the yield stress was determined by Eq. (4), adopting 
the constants af

C
 and bf

C
 given by Rodriguez et al. [12, 49] 

and the solubility limit of carbon, i.e., Cf

C
= 0.001 wt.%. This 

contribution does not account for the effect of carbide par-
ticles, which are observed in the ferrite phase. The carbide 
particles will affect the calibration of the solute strengthen-
ing of the martensite phase, as will be discussed further in 
this section. For the martensite phase, the constants am

C
 and 

bm
C
 in Eq. (4) were determined by fitting based on the tensile 

yield stresses of the three martensitic steels. Figure 7 shows 
the yield strengthening by carbon ( �m

C
 ) and the ultimate 

tensile strength (UT) of the martensitic steels as function 
of the carbon content. The linear trendline in Fig. 7a gives 
am
C
= 2442MPa∕wt.% and bm

C
= 417MPa . From the figure it 

is seen that both the yield strengthening by carbon and the 
ultimate tensile strength tend to increase linearly with the 
carbon content.

The value of Kf

HP
 , which determines the strength of the 

Hall–Petch effect for the ferrite phase, has been found to 
be dependent on the alloying elements, where Kf

HP
 is in the 

range of 5MPa
√
mm for interstitial free steels and 18 MPa √

mm for low carbon steels [57]. In the current work, 
K

f

HP
= 14MPa

√
mm was found to give the best fit to exper-

imental responses of the investigated DP steels.
The hardening parameters of the ferrite phase, Lf  and 

kf  , were related to the average size of the grains, according 
to Gutierrez et al. [10, 11, 49]. For ultra-low carbon steels 
with grain size up to about 10μm , they reported that the 
effective dislocation mean free path can be replaced by the 
average grain size df  . The value of kf  was determined by 
fitting to experimental data, assuming kf  to be inversely 
proportional to df  , as expressed by Eq. (10). The propor-
tionality constant cf

k
 = 10−5 m was applied [49]. These val-

ues of the hardening parameters have been applied in many 
numerical studies to simulate the stress–strain behaviour 
of the ferrite phase in DP steels [38, 39, 41]. In these 
studies, the hardening parameters of the martensite phase 
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were calibrated to fit the stress–strain behaviour observed 
experimentally for the DP steels.

The hardening parameters of the martensite phase, cm
L
 

and km , were calibrated based on the experimental meas-
urements of the ultimate tensile stress (UT) of the mar-
tensitic steel. As illustrated in Fig. 7b, the ultimate tensile 
stress of the martensitic steels depends linearly on the 
carbon content. Based on this linearity, it was assumed 
that the dislocation mean free path is inversely propor-
tional to the carbon content, cf. Equation (11), and that 
the annihilation parameter is independent of it. Fitting 
to the experimental data gave cm

L
= 0.0217μm ⋅ wt.% and 

km = 5.4 × 10−5 . Figure 8 shows the dislocation mean free 
path as predicted by Eq. (11) for the martensitic steels and 
the martensite phase in DP steels. Figure 9 compares the 
stress–strain response of martensitic steels as predicted by 
the phase model to the experimental measurements. The 
phase model predicts the response of martensitic steels 
with satisfactory accuracy, but the stress level is underes-
timated in the elastic–plastic transition.

The calibrated phase models were used in RVE simula-
tions to calculate the uniaxial stress–strain curves of the 
DP steels. The results are shown in Fig. 10a. While the 
stress–strain behaviour is well predicted for 500DP, 600DP 
and 800DP, the deviation is substantial for 1000DP with 
the highest volume fraction of martensite. The most prob-
able reason for the overestimation of the stress level for 
1000DP is that the strength of the martensite is overesti-
mated by the phase model, whereas the work hardening 
is well predicted. The carbon content in the martensite 
phase was estimated by a law-of-mixture, assuming that 
the carbon content in the ferrite was given by the solubil-
ity limit and neglecting the carbide particles, which have 
been observed in the ferrite phase [33]. The presence of 
carbides in the ferrite leads to an overestimation of the 
carbon content in the martensite and consequently the con-
trast between ferrite and martensite is exaggerated. Since 
the carbon content in the martensite phase was not meas-
ured, the constant bm

C
 in Eq. (4) was recalibrated based on 

the results in Fig. 10a, and the new value was found to be 
bm
C
= 117MPa . The results of the RVE simulations with 

the recalibrated value of bm
C

 are shown in Fig. 10b, and 
it is clearly seen that the agreement between the simula-
tion and experiment for 1000DP is improved, while for 
the other DP steels there are only minor changes in the 
simulation results.

The equivalent stress versus plastic strain curves for 
the ferrite and martensite phases of the DP steels after the 
final calibration are shown in Fig. 11. While the ferrite 
phase exhibits work hardening that persists up to large 
strain, the work hardening of the martensite phase satu-
rates at low strain. The difference in strength between the 
ferrite and martensite phases is mostly controlled by the 
higher carbon content of the martensite which increases 
the yield strength by solute strengthening.

Fig. 7   a) Yield strengthening 
by carbon ( �m

C
 ) and b) ultimate 

tensile stress (UT) of the three 
martensitic steels as a function 
of the carbon content

0.00
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Fig. 8   Dislocation mean free path expressed by Eq.  (11) as a func-
tion of carbon content for martensitic steels (crosses) and martensite 
phase in DP steels (dots)
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Numerical study

In‑plane yield loci

The stress states at yielding were computed for 24 in-plane 
load paths giving the yield locus in the �11 − �22 plane for 
�12 = 0 . To evaluate the anisotropy, geometrically pre-
sented by the shape of the yield locus [54], the stress states 
at yielding were normalized by the uniaxial yield stress 
( �0 ) along the x1-direction: ||

|
�ij
||
|
= �ij∕�0 . The normalized 

yield stresses were used to evaluate the effect of the micro-
structure of the DP steels and the pre-straining of the RVE. 
The yield loci of the DP steels computed with the RVEs 
without pre-straining are presented in Fig. 12a while the 
normalized yield loci are plotted in Fig. 12b. The yield 
loci are plotted for zero shear stress with yield points 
defined by Wp equal to either W0.2%

p
 or W0.5%

p
 . It appears that 

the RVE represents an isotropic material, and the shape of 
the yield locus fits accurately with the von Mises yield 
locus for all investigated DP steels.  As reported in [4, 6, 
58, 59], the anisotropic response of DP steel without pre-
straining is mainly related to the crystallographic texture 
and the shape and non-homogenous distribution of the 
phases. In this work, the RVEs include only equiaxed 
grains (particles) described by an isotropic plasticity 
model, leading to an isotropic yield locus.

To introduce residual stresses and strains, the RVEs 
were pre-strained in uniaxial tension in the x1-direction 
up to a total strain of 0.0315 . Then, they were relaxed to 
release the elastic deformations and to obtain a microstruc-
ture with residual stresses and strains. Figures 13 and 14 

show the residual equivalent stresses and residual plastic 
strains resulting from the pre-straining, respectively. Fig-
ure 13 shows the effect of the microstructure on the gradi-
ent of stresses within each phase, which decreases with the 
increased volume fraction of martensite. The contribution 
of the martensite phase to the residual strain also depends 
on the microstructure, see Fig. 14. It is seen that 1000DP 
has the highest fraction of martensite elements exhibiting 
residual plastic deformation, while the 600DP and 800DP 
have higher maximum plastic strain localized in few ele-
ments on the phase interfaces. The fraction of martensite 
elements exhibiting residual plastic strain in 500DP, 600DP 
and 800DP increases with the volume fraction of martensite. 
However, the maximum values of stress and strain in the fer-
rite and martensite phases do not show a linear dependence 
on the volume fraction of the phase, see Figs. 13 and 14. 
This might be explained by the combined effects of the local 
response of the phase (Fig. 11) and the phase distribution.

Figure 15 presents the yield loci of the DP steels com-
puted with the RVEs after pre-straining in uniaxial tension 
along the x1-direction and up to a total strain of 0.0315 . 
The yield loci are plotted for zero shear stress with yield 
points defined by ΔWp equal to either W0.2%

p
 or W0.5%

p
 , where 

ΔWp is the incremental plastic work per unit volume of the 
RVE after the prestraining. It is seen that the yield loci are 
shifted along the �11-axis because of the prestraining and 
that this shift is more pronounced for the yield loci defined 
by ΔWp = W0.2%

p
 than by ΔWp = W0.5%

p
.

In Fig. 16, the yield loci presented in Fig. 15 were nor-
malized by the yield stress �0 of the pre-strained RVEs in 
uniaxial tension along the x1-direction. They are compared 
to the normalized yield locus of the initial RVEs represented 

Fig. 9   Equivalent stress versus 
equivalent plastic strain curves 
computed by the single-phase 
model for martensite compared 
to experimental stress–strain 
curves of martensitic steels

0

400

800

1200

1600

2000

0 0.005 0.01 0.015 0.02 0.025 0.03

)aP
M(ssertstnelaviuqE

Equivalent plas�c strain

1200M Exp 1400M Exp 1700M Exp
1200 Num. 1400 Num. 1700M Num.

Page 11 of 20    13International Journal of Material Forming (2023) 16:13



1 3

by von Mises yield locus, see Fig. 12b. As can be observed, 
the pre-straining of the RVEs introduces significant anisot-
ropy. The yield loci of the pre-strained RVEs are shrunk and 
shifted compared to the yield locus of the RVEs without 
pre-straining. The shape of the yield loci and the amount of 
shrinking and shifting also vary depending on the DP steel 

microstructure. The 800DP and 600DP steels, with respec-
tively 25% and 18% martensite, have higher anisotropy (due 
to the shrinking and shifting of the yield locus) than the 
1000DP and 500DP steels, with respectively 50% and 15% 
martensite. The anisotropy results from the residual stresses 
in the RVE after pre-straining and depends on the reference 

Fig. 10   Stress–strain curves of 
DP steels as predicted by the 
RVE simulations using a single-
phase model of martensite with 
a) bm

C
= 417MPa , as calibrated 

using the yield stress of the 
three martensitic steels, and b)  
bm
C
= 117MPa after adjustment 

to the measured stress–strain 
curve of 1000DP steel
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value of the plastic work per unit volume at which the yield 
loci are computed, see Fig. 15. The RVE simulations pre-
dicted higher degree of shrinking of the yield loci defined 
by ΔWp = W0.2%

p
 than of the yield loci at ΔWp = W0.5%

p
 , see 

Fig. 16.

Stress–strain behaviour under load path change

The stress–strain behaviour of the DP steels under load 
path change was computed using the RVE approach with 

Fig. 11   Equivalent stress versus 
equivalent plastic strain curves 
of a) the ferrite phase and b) 
the martensite phase of the 
DP steels as predicted by the 
single-phase models after final 
calibration

Fig. 12   a) In-plane yield loci 
for zero shear stress and plastic 
work per unit volume Wp equal 
to W0.2%

p
 (left) and W0.5%

p
 (right) 

at yielding, and b) correspond-
ing yield loci normalized by the 
uniaxial yield stress along the x

1

-direction ( �
0
)
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Fig. 13   Residual von Mises equivalent stress in the ferrite and martensite phases computed for each DP steel after pre-straining and unloading

Fig. 14   Residual von Mises equivalent plastic strain in the ferrite and martensite phases computed for each DP steel after pre-straining and 
unloading
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the single-phase models presented in “RVE-based mod-
elling approach” section. Two cases were considered: 
forward-reverse shear loading and tension–compression 

cyclic loading. In the first case, each of the RVEs presented 
in Fig. 5 was deformed in forward simple shear to a total 
strain of 0.212, then followed by a reverse simple shear. 

Fig. 15   In-plane yield loci for zero shear stress and incremental plastic work per unit volume after pre-straining ΔWp equal to W0.2%
p

 (left) and 
W0.5%

p
 (right) at yielding

Fig. 16   Normalized in-plane yield loci for zero shear stress and incremental plastic work per unit volume after pre-straining ΔWp equal to W0.2%
p

 
(left) and W0.5%

p
 (right) at yielding. The normalized yield locus of the RVE without pre-straining is plotted in grey, dashed line for comparison
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Figure 17a shows the resulting stress–strain curves, where 
the shear stress magnitude is plotted as a function of the 
accumulated shear plastic strain. In the second case, each 
of the RVEs was subjected to a tension–compression cyclic 
load with a strain amplitude equal to 0.6%. The resulting 
cyclic stress–strain curves are plotted in Fig. 18a. For each 
case, the response of 600DP is compared to experimental 

data from Hérault et al. [5] on a similar DP steel in Figs. 17b 
and 18b, respectively. The numerical simulations predict 
a substantial Bauschinger effect for all DP steels in each 
case, which results from the contrast between the local 
response of the ferrite and martensite phases. To evaluate 
how the Bauschinger effect is influenced by the micro-
structure, the Bauschinger effect ratio (BER), in which the 

Fig. 17   a) Stress–strain curves 
in forward-reverse shear 
predicted by RVE simulations 
for DP steels and b) predicted 
stress–strain curves for 600DP 
compared to experimental data 
from Hérault et al. [5]
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back stress is used and made dimensionless, is defined by 
[59–61]: BER =

(
|
|�RP

|
| −

|
|�YR

|
|
)
∕||�RP

|
| , where �RP is the 

stress at the reversal point and �YR is the stress at yielding in 
reverse loading. The Bauschinger effect ratios of DP steels 
were computed for forward-reverse shear loading and ten-
sion–compression cyclic loading and are listed in Table 4. 

The RVE simulations demonstrate a clear dependency of the 
Bauschinger effect on the microstructure of the DP steels. 
The BERs increase with the martensite volume fraction, 
where 1000DP has the greatest Bauschinger effect. These 
observations are consistent with experimental observations 
by Watanabe et al. [60].

Fig. 18   a) Stress–strain curves 
in cyclic uniaxial tension–com-
pression predicted by RVE sim-
ulations for the DP steels and b) 
predicted curve of 600DP steel 
compared to experimental data 
from Hérault et al. [5]
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In Fig. 17b, the stress level after the elastic–plastic tran-
sition predicted by the RVE simulation for reverse shear 
loading reaches the stress level in simple shear loading. The 
experimental stress–strain curve of forward-reverse shear 
loading, however, shows a reduction in the stress level after 
load reversal compared to the stress–strain curve of sim-
ple shear. The RVE simulation also somewhat underesti-
mates the Bauschinger effect for tension–compression cyclic 
loading compared to the experimental data (see Fig. 18b). 
The deviation might be explained by the effects of other 
microstructural features than the heterogeneity introduced 
by the contrast between ferrite and martensite responses, 
e.g., the evolution of dislocation arrangement within the 
phases [59, 62]. Gardey et al. [59] reported that these dislo-
cation arrangements remained in most ferrite grains after an 
orthogonal strain path change, whereas they were partially 
dissolved under reverse loading. Notwithstanding, Figs. 17 
and 18 show the important contribution of the contrast in 
strength between the ferrite and martensite phases on the 
elastoplastic transition after load reversal.

Conclusions

The yield stress and the strain hardening of the martensite 
phase in DP steel were related to the carbon content in the 
phase, which appears to be the most influencing parameter 
controlling the local response of the phase and its contrast 
with the local response of the ferrite phase. The contrasting 
behaviour between the ferrite and martensite phases and the 
microstructure characteristics of DP steel affect the residual 
stresses and residual strains in the RVE model leading to a 
complex anisotropic response under orthogonal and reverse 
loading.

The pre-straining of the RVEs introduces significant 
anisotropy represented by the shape of the computed yield 
loci. The yield loci of the pre-strained RVEs are shrunk 
and shifted compared to the yield loci of the RVEs without 
pre-straining. The amount of shrinking and shifting vary 
depending on the DP steel microstructure and the reference 
value of the plastic work per unit volume at which the yield 
loci are computed. The numerical simulations predict a 
substantial Bauschinger effect under tension–compression 

cyclic loading and forward-reverse shear loading. The con-
trast between the local response of the ferrite and martensite 
phases in the RVE model produces a significant Bausch-
inger effect which was found to increase with the amount 
of martensite phase. The single-phase models and the RVE 
model highlight the importance of the contrast between the 
local response of the ferrite and martensite phases on the 
structural response of DP steels under strain path changes.

Acknowledgements  The financial support for this work comes from 
the Research Council of Norway through the Centre for Advanced 
Structural Analysis (SFI CASA, project 237885). The authors acknowl-
edge the contribution of Dr. María Jesús Pérez-Martín and Dr. Borja 
Erice in acquiring the mechanical test data.

Funding  Open access funding provided by NTNU Norwegian Univer-
sity of Science and Technology (incl St. Olavs Hospital - Trondheim 
University Hospital)

Declarations 

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial in-
terests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence 
the work reported in this paper.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

	 1.	 Keeler S, Kimchi M, Mooney PJ Advanced High-Strength Steels 
Application Guidelines Version 6. (2017) © WorldAutoSteel. 
http://​www.​world​autos​teel.​org/. Accessed 30 Aug 2021

	 2.	 Tarigopula V, Hopperstad OS, Langseth M, Clausen AH (2008) 
Elastic-plastic behaviour of DP steel under strain-path changes. 
Eur J Mech A/Solids 27:764–782. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​eurom​
echsol.​2008.​01.​002

	 3.	 Sun L, Wagoner RH (2013) Proportional and non-proportional 
hardening behavior of dual-phase steels. Int J Plast 45:174–187. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijplas.​2013.​01.​018

	 4.	 Carvalho Resende T, Bouvier S, Abed-Meraim F, Balan T, Sab-
lin S-S (2013) Dislocation-based model for the prediction of the 
behavior of b.c.c. materials – Grain size and strain path effects. 
Int J Plast 47:29–48. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijplas.​2013.​01.​003

	 5.	 Hérault D, Thuillier S, Lee SY, Manach P-Y, Barlat F (2021) Cali-
bration of a strain path change model for a dual phase steel. Int 
J Mech Sci 194:106217. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijmec​sci.​2020.​
106217

	 6.	 Ha J, Lee J, Kim JH, Barlat F, Lee M-G (2014) Meso-scopic 
analysis of strain path change effect on the hardening behavior of 
dual-phase steel. Steel Res Int 85:1047–1057. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1002/​srin.​20130​0186

Table 4   Bauschinger Effect Ratio (BER) predicted by the RVE model 
for forward-reverse shear and tension–compression simulations per-
formed on DP steels

Load path 500DP 600DP 800DP 1000DP

Forward-reverse shear 0.47 0.57 0.59 0.66
Tension–compression 0.48 0.55 0.60 0.70

13   Page 18 of 20 International Journal of Material Forming (2023) 16:13

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.worldautosteel.org/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euromechsol.2008.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euromechsol.2008.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2013.01.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2013.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmecsci.2020.106217
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmecsci.2020.106217
https://doi.org/10.1002/srin.201300186
https://doi.org/10.1002/srin.201300186


1 3

	 7.	 Hou H, Min J, Guo N, Lin J, Carsley JE, Stoughton TB, Traphöner 
H, Clausmeyer T, Tekkaya AE (2019) Investigation of evolving 
yield surfaces of dual-phase steels. J Mater Process Technol 
287:116314. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jmatp​rotec.​2019.​116314

	 8.	 Bruce L Structure/Property Relationships in Irons and Steels. Met-
als Handbook Desk Edition, Second Edition 153–173. Copyright 
© 1998 ASM International

	 9.	 Pickering FB (1978) Physical metallurgy and the design of steels. 
Applied Science. London

	10.	 Rodriguez R, Gutierrez I (2003) United formulation to predict 
the tensile curves of steels with different microstructures. Mater 
Sci Forum 426–432:4525–4530. https://​doi.​org/​10.​4028/​www.​
scien​tific.​net/​MSF.​426-​432.​4525

	11.	 Gutierrez I, Altuna MA (2008) Work-hardening of ferrite and 
microstructure-based modelling of its mechanical behaviour 
under tension. Acta Mater 56:4682–4690. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​actam​at.​2008.​05.​023

	12.	 Gutierrez I, Altuna A, Paul G, Parker SV, Bianchi JH, Vescovo P, 
Mesplont C, Wojcicki M, Kawalla R (2008) Mechanical property 
models for high-strength complex microstructures. Final Report 
EUR 23181. Publications of the European Communities. Research 
Fund for Coal and Steel series. ISSN 1018–5593

	13.	 Iza-Mendia A, Gutierrez I (2013) Generalization of the exist-
ing relations between microstructure and yield stress from fer-
rite–pearlite to high strength steels. Mater Sci Eng A 561:40–51. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​msea.​2012.​10.​012

	14.	 Chen H-C, Chang G-H (1989) Effect of martensite strength on the 
tensile strength of dual phase steels. J Mater Sci 24:1991–1994. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF023​85411

	15.	 Lai Q, Brassart L, Bouaziz O, Goune M, Verdier M, Parry G, 
Perlade A, Brechet Y, Pardoen T (2016) Influence of martensite 
volume fraction and hardness on the plastic behavior of dual-
phase steels: Experiments and micromechanical modelling. Int J 
Plast 80:187–203. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijplas.​2015.​09.​006

	16.	 Pierman A-P, Bouaziz O, Pardoen T, Jacques PJ, Brassart L (2014) 
The influence of microstructure and composition on the plastic 
behaviour of dual-phase steels. Acta Mater 73(2014):298–311. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​actam​at.​2014.​04.​015

	17.	 Buessler P, Bouaziz O, Lung Th, Gil Sevillano J, Bonifaz E, 
Ocana I, Martin Meizoso A, Martinez Esnaola JM, Vrieze J, 
Kaluza W (2002) Modelling of mechanical properties and local 
deformation of high-strength multi-phase steels. European Com-
mission, Directorate-General for Research and Innovation. Pub-
lications Office

	18.	 Chang PH, Preban AG (1985) The effect of ferrite grain size and 
martensite volume fraction on the tensile properties of dual phase 
steel. Acta Metall 33:897–903. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0001-​
6160(85)​90114-2

	19.	 Calcagnotto M, Adachi Y, Ponge D, Raabe D (2011) Deforma-
tion and fracture mechanisms in fine- and ultrafine-grained ferrite/
martensite dual-phase steels and the effect of aging. Acta Mater 
59:658–670. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​actam​at.​2010.​10.​002

	20.	 Kim NJ, Thomas G (1981) Effects of morphology on the mechani-
cal behavior of a dual phase Fe/2Si/0.1C steel. Metall Mater Trans 
A 12:483–489. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF026​48546

	21.	 Tomita Y (1990) Effect of morphology of second-phase mar-
tensite on tensile properties of Fe-0.1C dual phase steels. J Mater 
Sci 25:5179–5184

	22.	 Thomser C, Uthaisangsuk V, Bleck W (2009) Influence of mar-
tensite distribution on the mechanical properties of dual phase 
steels: experiments and simulation. Steel Res Int 80:578–583. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​2374/​SRI09​SP046

	23.	 Tasan CC, Hoefnagels JPM, Diehl M, Yan D, Roters F, Raabe D 
(2014) Strain localization and damage in dual phase steels inves-
tigated by coupled in situ deformation experiments and crystal 

plasticity simulations. Int J Plast 63:198–210. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​ijplas.​2014.​06.​004

	24.	 Gardey B, Bouvier S, Richard V, Bacroix B (2005) Texture and 
dislocations structures observation in a dual-phase steel under 
strain-path changes at large deformation. Mater Sci Eng A 400–
401:136–141. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​msea.​2005.​01.​066

	25.	 Delince M, Jacques P, Pardoen T (2006) Separation of size-
dependent strengthening contributions in fine-grained Dual-
Phase steels by nanoindentation. Acta Mater 54:3395–3404. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​actam​at.​2006.​03.​031

	26.	 Ghassemi-Armaki H, Maaß R, Bhat S, Sriram S, Greer J, Kumar 
K (2014) Deformation response of ferrite and martensite in a 
dual-phase steel. Acta Mater 62:197–211. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​actam​at.​2013.​10.​001

	27.	 Stewart JL, Jiang L, Williams JJ, Chawla N (2012) Prediction 
of bulk tensile behavior of dual phase stainless steels using 
constituent behavior from micropillar compression experiments. 
Mater Sci Eng A 534:220–227. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​msea.​
2011.​11.​062

	28.	 Cong ZH, Jia N, Sun X, Ren Y, Almer J, Wang YD (2009) 
Stress and strain partitioning of ferrite and martensite during 
deformation. Metall Mater Trans 40A:1383–1387. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s11661-​009-​9824-2

	29.	 Woo W, Em V, Kim E-Y, Han S, Han Y, Choi S (2012) Stress-
strain relationship between ferrite and martensite in a dual-
phase steel studied by in situ neutron diffraction and crystal 
plasticity theories. Acta Mater 60:6972–6981. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​actam​at.​2012.​08.​054

	30.	 Rana AK, Paul SK, Dey PP (2019) Effect of martensite volume 
fraction on cyclic plastic deformation behavior of dual phase 
steel: micromechanics simulation study. J Mater Res Technol 
8:3705–3712. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jmrt.​2019.​06.​022

	31.	 Gladman T, McIvor ID, Pickering FB (1972) Some aspects of 
the structure–property relationships in high-C ferrite-pearlite 
steels. J Iron Steel Inst 210:916

	32.	 Bouaziz O, Buessler P (2002) Mechanical behaviour of mul-
tiphase materials: an intermediate mixture law without fitting 
parameter. La Rev Métall 99:71–77. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1051/​
metal:​20021​82

	33.	 Bergstrom Y, Granbom Y, Sterkenburg D (2010) A dislocation-
based theory for the deformation hardening behavior of DP 
steels: impact of martensite content and ferrite grain size. J Met-
all. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1155/​2010/​647198 (Hindawi Publishing 
Corporation)

	34.	 Brassart L, Doghri I, Delannay L (2009) Self-consistent mod-
eling of DP steel incorporating short range interactions. IntJ Mater 
Form 2:447–450. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s12289-​009-​0526-5

	35.	 Perdahcıoglu ES, Geijselaers HJM (2011) Constitutive modeling 
of two phase materials using the mean field method for homog-
enization. IntJ Mater Form 4(2):93–102. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s12289-​010-​1007-6

	36.	 Yoshida K, Brenner R, Bacroix B, Bouvier S (2011) Microme-
chanical modeling of the work-hardening behavior of single- and 
dual-phase steels under two-stage loading paths. Mater Sci Eng 
A 528:1037–1046. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​msea.​2010.​10.​078

	37.	 Jeong Y, Panich S (2018) Forming limit of dual phase steels using 
crystal plasticity in conjunction with MK approach. Procedia 
Manuf 15:1816–1824. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​promfg.​2018.​
07.​209

	38.	 Uthaisangsuk V, Muenstermann S, Prahl U, Bleck W, Schmitz 
H-P, Pretorius T (2011) A study of microcrack formation in mul-
tiphase steel using representative volume element and damage 
mechanics. Comput Mater Sci 50:1225–1232. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​comma​tsci.​2010.​08.​007

	39.	 Sodjit S, Uthaisangsuk V (2012) A micromechanical flow curve 
model for dual phase steels. J Metals Mater Miner 22(1):87–97

Page 19 of 20    13International Journal of Material Forming (2023) 16:13

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmatprotec.2019.116314
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.426-432.4525
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.426-432.4525
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2008.05.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2008.05.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2012.10.012
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02385411
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2015.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2014.04.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/0001-6160(85)90114-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0001-6160(85)90114-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2010.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02648546
https://doi.org/10.2374/SRI09SP046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2014.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2014.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2005.01.066
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2006.03.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2013.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2013.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2011.11.062
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2011.11.062
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-009-9824-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-009-9824-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2012.08.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2012.08.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmrt.2019.06.022
https://doi.org/10.1051/metal:2002182
https://doi.org/10.1051/metal:2002182
https://doi.org/10.1155/2010/647198
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12289-009-0526-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12289-010-1007-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12289-010-1007-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2010.10.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2018.07.209
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2018.07.209
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2010.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2010.08.007


1 3

	40.	 Kadkhodapour J, Butz A, Ziaei-Rad S, Schmauder S (2011) A 
micro mechanical study on failure initiation of dual phase steels 
under tension using single crystal plasticity model. Int J Plast 
27:1103–1125. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijplas.​2010.​12.​001

	41.	 Ramazani A, Ebrahimi Z, Prahl U (2014) Study the effect of 
martensite banding on the failure initiation in dual-phase steel. 
Comput Mater Sci 87:241–247. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​comma​
tsci.​2014.​01.​051

	42.	 Huang S, He CF, Zhao Y (2016) Microstructure-based 
RVE approach for stretch-bending of dual-phase steels. J 
Mater Eng Perform 25(3):966–976. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s11665-​016-​1880-3

	43.	 Saai A, Hopperstad OS, Granbomc Y, Lademo OG (2014) Influ-
ence of volume fraction and distribution of martensite phase on 
the strain localization in dual phase steels. 20th European Confer-
ence on Fracture (ECF20). Procedia Mater Sci 3:900–905. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​mspro.​2014.​06.​146

	44.	 Ha J, Lee J, Kim JH, Lee M-G, Barlat F (2017) Investigation of 
plastic strain rate under strain path changes in dual-phase steel 
using microstructure-based modelling. Int J Plast 93:89–111. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijplas.​2017.​02.​005

	45.	 Sun X, Choi KS, Liu WN, Khaleel MA (2009) Predicting failure 
modes and ductility of dual phase steels using plastic strain locali-
zation. Int J Plast 25:1888–1909. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijplas.​
2008.​12.​012

	46.	 Amirmaleki M, Samei J, Green DE, van Riemsdijk I, Stewart L 
(2016) 3D micromechanical modeling of dual phase steels using 
the representative volume element method. Mech Mater 101:27–
39. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​mechm​at.​2016.​07.​011

	47.	 Lian J, Yang H, Vajragupta N, Münstermann S, Bleck W (2014) 
A method to quantitatively upscale the damage initiation of dual-
phase steels under various stress states from microscale to mac-
roscale. Comput Mater Sci 94:245–257. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
comma​tsci.​2014.​05.​051

	48.	 Dossett JL, Boyer HE (2006) Practical Heat Treating. Second Edi-
tion. Chapter 2, Fundamentals of the Heat Treating of Steel. ASM 
International

	49.	 Gutierrez I (2005) AME modelling the mechanical behaviour 
of steels with mixed microstructures. Metalurgija - J Metall 
11:201–214

	50.	 Kocks UF, Mecking H (2003) Physics and phenomenology of 
strain hardening: the FCC case. Prog Mater Sci 48:171–273. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0079-​6425(02)​00003-8

	51.	 Niino T, Inoue J, Ojima M, Nambu S, Koseki T (2017) Effects of 
solute carbon on the work hardening behavior of lath martensite 
in low-carbon steel. Iron Steel Inst Jpn (ISIJ) Int 57(1):181–188. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​2355/​isiji​ntern​ation​al.​ISIJI​NT-​2016-​430

	52.	 Kim JH, Lee MG, Kim D, Matlock DK, Wagoner RH (2010) Hole-
expansion formability of dual-phase steels using representative 

volume element approach with boundary-smoothing technique. 
Mater Sci Eng A 527:7353–7363. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​msea.​
2010.​07.​099

	53.	 Bargmann S, KlusemannMarkmann BJ, Schnabel JE, Schneider 
K, Soyarslan C, Wilmers J (2018) Generation of 3D representative 
volume elements for heterogeneous materials: a review. Progress 
Mater Sci 96:322–384. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​pmats​ci.​2018.​02.​
003

	54.	 Saai A, Hopperstad OS, Dumoulin S, Lademo O-G (2013) Sim-
ulation of yield surfaces for aluminium sheets with rolling and 
recrystallization textures. Comput Mater Sci 67:424–433. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​comma​tsci.​2012.​08.​015

	55.	 Saai A, Hopperstad OS, Dumoulin S, Tabourot L (2014) Numeri-
cal study on the influence of crystallographic texture and grain 
shape on the yield surface of textured aluminium sheet material. 
Mater Sci Forum 794–796:584–589. https://​doi.​org/​10.​4028/​
www.​scien​tific.​net/​MSF.​794-​796.​584

	56.	 Saai A, Dumoulin S, Hopperstad OS (2011) Influence of Tex-
ture and Grain Shape on the Yield Surface in Aluminum Sheet 
Material Subjected to Large Deformations. The 14th International 
ESAFORM Conference on Material Forming. AIP Conf Proceed 
1353:85–90. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1063/1.​35894​96

	57.	 Takaki S (2010) Review on the hall-petch relation in ferritic steel. 
Mater Sci Forum 654–656:11–16. https://​doi.​org/​10.​4028/​www.​
scien​tific.​net/​MSF.​654-​656.​11

	58.	 Ismail K, Perlade A, Jacquesa PJ, Pardoen T, Brassart L (2019) 
Impact of second phase morphology and orientation on the plastic 
behavior of dual-phase steels. Int J Plast 118:130–146. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1016/j.​ijplas.​2019.​02.​005

	59.	 Gardey B, Bouvier S, Richard N, Bacrois B (2005) Texture and 
dislocation structures observation in a dual-phase steel under 
strain-path changes at large deformation. Mater Sci Eng A 400–
401:136–141. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​msea.​2005.​01.​066

	60.	 Watanabe K, Natori K, Tanaka T, Imaida Y (2010) Study on the 
Bauschinger effect with increasing of tensile strength in dual 
phase steel sheets. High Perform Struct Mater V. WIT Trans Built 
Environ 112. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2495/​HPSM1​00121

	61.	 Han K, Van Tyne CJ, Levy BS (2005) Effect of strain and strain 
rate on the bauschinger effect response of three different steels. 
Metall Mater Trans A 36:2379–2384. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s11661-​005-​0110-7

	62.	 Nesterova EV, Bacroix B, Teodosiu C (2001) Microstructure and 
texture evolution under strain-path changes in low-carbon inter-
stitial-free steel. Metall Mater Trans A 32:2527–2538. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s11661-​001-​0042-9

Publisher's note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

13   Page 20 of 20 International Journal of Material Forming (2023) 16:13

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2010.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2014.01.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2014.01.051
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11665-016-1880-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11665-016-1880-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mspro.2014.06.146
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mspro.2014.06.146
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2017.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2008.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2008.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mechmat.2016.07.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2014.05.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2014.05.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6425(02)00003-8
https://doi.org/10.2355/isijinternational.ISIJINT-2016-430
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2010.07.099
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2010.07.099
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2018.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2018.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2012.08.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2012.08.015
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.794-796.584
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.794-796.584
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3589496
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.654-656.11
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.654-656.11
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2019.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2019.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2005.01.066
https://doi.org/10.2495/HPSM100121
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-005-0110-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-005-0110-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-001-0042-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-001-0042-9

	A numerical study on the effects of DP steel microstructure on the yield locus and the stress–strain response under strain path change
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Experiments
	Materials and microstructure
	Tensile tests

	RVE-based modelling approach
	Single-phase model of ferrite and martensite
	Representative volume elements (RVEs) of DP steels
	Finite element modelling of load paths

	Identification of material parameters
	Numerical study
	In-plane yield loci
	Stress–strain behaviour under load path change

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements 
	References


