Validation and Prediction of Single Point Incremental Forming (SPIF), PSED Cluster 2009-2010

Graduate Student Fellows:

RAJIV MALHOTRA
PAUL ARENDT

Faculty Advisors:

WEI CHEN, DAN APLEY

JIAN CAO

Academic Disciplines:
MECHANICAL ENGINEERING, INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING
AND MANAGEMENT SCIENCES June 03, 2010

Research Objective

1) Calibrate the fracture model to predict formability in SPIF using FEA
2) Obtain knowledge about uncertainties in simulations and experiments in SPIF
3) Assess the predictive capability of FEA simulations for SPIF
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