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THE ROLE OF TECHNOLOGICAL
PROCESS IN STRUCTURAL PERFORMANCES
OF QUASI-CRYSTALLINE Al-Fe—Cr ALLOY

The present study emphasizes the role of processing strategy in terms of its effect
on structural performances, heat-treatment response, and mechanical behaviour of
quasi-crystalline Al-Fe—Cr-based alloy with nominal composition Aly,Fe,Cr,. Several
kinds of semi-products and bulk-shaped materials, all processed with Aly,Fe,Cr, al-
loy, have been produced using rapid solidification by melt spinning, powder atomi-
zation, hot extrusion, and cold-spraying, respectively. All kinds of semi-products
and bulk-shaped materials comprised nanosize quasi-crystalline particles of i-phase,
all embedded in a-Al matrix, although fraction volume of quasi-crystals and other
structural parameters were rather different and dependent on processing route. In
particular, cold-spraying technique was believed to give essential advantage in re-
taining quasi-crystalline particles contained by feedstock powder as compared to
currently employed hot extrusion. Crucial role of nanosize quasi-crystalline parti-
cles in structural performances and superior combination of high strength and suf-
ficient ductility of ternary Al-Fe—Cr alloy was justified over evolution of mechani-
cal properties under heating. In this aim, evolution of the structure and mechanical
properties of each kind of Aly,Fe,Cr, alloy in response to heat treatment was exam-
ined and discussed by considering the classical strengthening mechanisms. A set of
mechanical characteristics including microhardness, HV, yield stress, c,, Young’s
modulus, E, and plasticity characteristic 6,/5, was determined by indentation tech-
nique and used in consideration. Strength properties (HV, c,, E) and plasticity
characteristic (5,/6,) of cold-sprayed Aly,Fe,Cr, alloy were revealed to be much high-
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er than those provided by currently employed hot extrusion. The important point
concerns the fact that cold-sprayed Aly,Fe,Cr, alloy kept almost stable values of
mechanical properties at least up to 350 °C, suggesting potential application of this
material in engineering practice under intermediate temperature.

Keywords: quasi-crystals, aluminium alloy, melt spinning, powder atomization, cold
gas-dynamic spraying, microstructure, mechanical properties.

1. Introduction

Quasi-crystalline Al-based alloys are presently ascribed to the so-called
family of complex metallic alloys (CMAs), which are characterized by a
complex crystallographic structure [1-3]. Among the other CMAs, Al-
based alloys containing quasi-crystals and related crystalline compounds
are especially of growing attention for researches employed in scientific
and engineering applications. Quasi-crystals as a new class of solids
were firstly discovered in rapidly solidified Al-Mn alloys by D. Shecht-
man et al. over 30 years ago [4, 5]. A few years later, the formation of
quasi-crystals in AlI-Mn alloy was also reported in Ref. [6]. Moreover,
the formation of quasi-crystals in ternary Al-based systems containing
Fe and Cu, or Pd and Mn, or Ni and Co was pointed out by Tsai et al.
[7, 8]. At the present, metastable and stable quasi-crystals were revealed
in more than a hundred ternary and higher order alloys [9, 10]. A
number of books, reviews, and papers concentrated attention on struc-
tural aspects of quasi-crystals, which are nowadays attributed to CMAs.
In these publications, it has been reported that quasi-crystals exhibit a
lattice with no periodicity anymore in the usual 3-dimensional space
[83-6, 11-13]. Generally, the quasi-crystals show long-rang transitional
order, quasi-periodicity, and a non-crystallographic orientational order,
which are associated with the classically forbidden fivefold (icosahe-
dral), 8-fold (octagonal), 10-fold (decagonal), and 12-fold (dodecagonal)
symmetry axis [9]. Besides unusual aperiodic atomic structure, quasi-
crystalline solids exhibit a remarkable combination of unique and some-
times unexpected physical, chemical, and mechanical properties, i.e. low
density, high hardness, strength and elastic modulus, low surface ener-
gies and friction coefficient; good resistance to wear and corrosion, etc.
[3, 9, 14—-19]. Unfortunately, quasi-crystals are generally too brittle to
be used in engineering practice as monolithic material [3, 17]. For com-
parison, Vickers hardness of quasi-crystals ranging from 7.8 to 9.5 GPa
is very closed to hardness values for steels, which are usually ranged
from 1.8 to 7.7 GPa [12, 17]. On the other hand, fracture toughness,
K, , of Al-Co—Cu-Si quasi-crystals is about 1.0-1.5 MPa -m'/2 [17] while
that for Al-Cu—Fe—B quasi-crystalline films was found to be between
1.5 and 1.9 MPa -m'/2[20]. The latter values of the K, are very close to
the value of K,, for technical glass, which can be estimated as small as
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K, = 1.17 MPa -m'/2. Despite of brittle nature of quasi-crystals, their
outstanding properties was proved in design of low friction and/or wear
and corrosion resistant coatings [1, 15, 16, 20—23]. Besides thermal and
plasma spraying techniques, both used in processes with atomized pow-
ders, physical vapour deposition (PVD) [24] and chemical vapour deposi-
tion (CVD) [25] were applied for creation of quasi-crystalline surface
layers. On the other hand, CMAs with composite structure comprising
quasi-crystalline phase dispersed over Al matrix are capable to reduce
the problem associated with brittle behaviour of bulk material [3, 26—
28]. The same was believed to be true for Al-based composite coatings,
which exhibit valuable properties of the incorporated quasi-crystalline
phase [29-33].

In line with this, Al-based CMAs, which contain Al-rich quasi-crys-
tals being alloyed with some other metals (like Fe, Cr, Cu or Pd, Mn, or
Co, Ni, etc.), are thought to have the best potential for engineering
practice [1, 3, 26, 27]. Actually, Al-based CMAs reinforced by nanosize
quasi-crystals of i-phase offer undisputable advantages related to rea-
sonable combination of high strength and sufficient ductility [27, 34—
40]. Among the other CMAs, the attention is primary focused on those
containing quasi-crystals of Al alloyed with Fe, Cu or Cr dispersed over
Al-matrix [41—-44]. In spite of industrial application of the above, the
Al-based CMAs remains rather limited with intention to be potentially
useful at a manufacturing production rate. In particular, reduced adhe-
sion indicative of Al-Cu—Fe quasi-crystals [45] was used to develop a
commercially produced Al-Cu—Fe-Cr quasi-crystalline coatings for
cookware [46], while their low surface energy was recently found to
prove design of self-lubricating, low-friction, wear-resistant Al-Cu-—
Fe—B coating [47]. In addition, Al-Cu—Fe quasi-crystalline CMAs can be
used in design of solar light absorbers owing to high absorption of in-
frared light [3, 48].

High elevated-temperature strength being ensured by increased
structural stability was believed to be distinctive feature of ternary and
higher order Al-Fe—Cr-based nano-quasi-crystalline alloys, making them
attractive for potential industrial application and, especially, for that in
aircraft industry [28, 34, 35, 37, 38, 42, 49, 50]. The same as it was
reported for that based on Al-Cu-Fe alloys, composite structure con-
sisted of a-Al matrix reinforced by nanosize quasi-crystals of i-phase is
intrinsic of CMAs based on Al-Fe—Cr system [26, 37, 39, 50—-52]. Of
importance is excellent balance between a high strength and sufficient
ductility of Al-Fe—Cr-based quasi-crystalline alloys [35—38, 40, 49, 53]
compared to commercial Al-based alloys recommended for service under
elevated temperature. In addition, Al-Fe—Cr/Al-Cu—Fe—Cr-based CMAs
are considered to be interesting because of high stability in a broad pH
range [54—58]. Presently Al-Fe—Cr-based CMAs are employed as rein-
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forcement filler intended for wear resistance enhancement of Ti metal
matrix composites and coatings [41, 59, 60].

Generally, rapid solidification technique with high cooling rate
about 10° K/s is required to create quasi-crystalline phases [28, 61, 62].
After the initial discovery of quasi-crystals in rapidly-cooled Al-alloys
Al-Mn alloy [4] the above solids were found in Al-based CMAs alloyed
by Fe, Cr, V, Ti, Zr, Nb, and Ta [35—-37, 39, 49, 51]. A number of vari-
ous processes involving different routes and techniques, which are ca-
pable for creation of Al-based quasi-crystalline alloys, have been devel-
oped during the last years [63—67]. However, the rapid solidification by
melt spinning [27, 36, 39, 50, 51, 68] and powder atomisation technique
performed with either argon-gas [28] or inhibited water [37, 40] are
thought to be mostly effective for mass production. Thus, the nano-
quasi-crystalline Al-based alloys are generally performed as semi-prod-
ucts in form of either melt-spun ribbons/flakes [36, 38, 39] or gas/wa-
ter atomised powders [35, 37, 52]. Because of this, the development of
processing routes available for semi-product consolidation is of great
importance for manufacturing the bulk-shaped material and, conse-
quently, further improvement of structural stability is desirable to
maximize elevated temperature. Presently, the hot extrusion [27, 34,
37, 49, 52, 69], spark plasma sintering [70], spray forming [67], and
cold spraying technique [71, 72] as alternative process are developed to
consolidate quasi-crystalline semi-product in bulk shaped material.

In this paper, we overview the previous findings by the authors and
some new results, which highlight the role of processing route in struc-
tural performance of semi-products such as melt-spun ribbon and atom-
ised powder as well as bulk-shaped materials in form of extruded rod
and cold-sprayed coating. All of the above materials were performed
with quasi-crystalline Al-Fe—Cr alloy and investigated by x-ray diffrac-
tion analysis (XRD), electron microscopy (SEM and TEM modes), and
differential scanning calorimetry (DSC).

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Materials and Processing

Quasi-crystalline alloy with nominal composition Aly,Fe,Cr, was used in
experiments. Quasi-crystalline semi-products materials were performed
in form of rapidly solidified ribbons and water atomized powder. Rap-
idly solidified ribbons were produced by melt spinning under a reduced
argon atmosphere and cooper wheel speed of 40 m/s. Arc-melted ingots
of Al alloyed by proper content of Fe and Cr were explored in preparing
of melt-spun ribbons. So that, as-quenched ribbons with thickness ranged
between 20 and 30 um and width roughly about 8 mm were prepared
under cooling rate of 10% K/s. Quasi-crystalline powder of Al-based al-
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loy with nominal composition of Al ,Fe,Cr, and oxygen content about
0.2% was fabricated by water-atomization technique using inhibited
high-pressure water with pH 3.5 [73]. As compared to conventional gas-
atomisation process, water-atomization technique provides for high
cooling rates up to 10% K/s although the oxygen content was almost
the same. After atomization, the powder particles were sieved to less
than 40 um in size using the corresponding sieves. Fraction volume of
quasi-crystalline particles contained by powder was not higher than
30% [37].

Consolidation of quasi-crystalline powder was performed by two dif-
ferent techniques, i.e. by hot extrusion process and cold sprayed tech-
nique. So, extruded rods and thick coatings were obtained as bulk shaped
materials. Consolidation of quasi-crystalline powder via hot extrusion
process was done in hermetic capsule at the temperature of 380 °C [37].
Prior to extrusion, capsule of 25 mm in diameter filled by pre-compac-
ted powder was degassed at the temperature of 350 °C during 1 hour.
Press of 125000 kg in power and equipped by extrusion die with inner
diameter, d, = 8 mm and length of working part about [, = 2 mm was
used in extrusion process. Extrusion was performed in a single pass with
reduction coefficient k£, = 9.8. Extrusion parameters such as longitudi-
nal pressure of P, = 1.1 GPa and extrusion velocity of V,=15-10% m/s
were employed in experiments.

Commercial cold-spray system (DYMET 403) was used in spraying
experiments with compressed air. Cold-sprayed principle and technical
set-up for cold spraying are described elsewhere [72, 74]. Velocity of
air/particle jet was roughly about V = 750 m/s while its temperature
was as high as 400 °C [71]. The detailed description of cold spraying con-
ditions was reported in [71]. Cold rolled plates of low carbon steel (carbon
content 0.2%) with a thickness about 3.0 mm were used as substrates,
which were sandblasted prior to spraying. Finally, samples of coatings
with thickness about 800 um were obtained for further experiments.

2.2. Structural Characterization

Structural characterisation of melt-spun alloy, water atomized powder,
cold-sprayed alloy and as-extruded rod was performed by x-ray diffrac-
tion (XRD) analysis using Cu K, radiation. The quasi-crystalline i-phase
was indexed by using Cahn’s indexation scheme [75].

Scanning and transmission electron microscopy (SEM and TEM) was
used to obtain basic information concerning microstructural features of
semi-products and consolidated materials including quasi-crystalline
particles morphology (size and shape). Electron microscope Jeol Super-
probe-733 (JEOL, Japan) equipped with x-ray detectors (EDX and
EPMA) was used to get SEM images while JEM 2100 F (JEOL, Japan)
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microscope was employed to obtained TEM images and selected areas of
electron diffraction (SAED) patterns as well.

Prior to SEM observation feedstock powder was glued by conductive
compound to plate for preparing a slice by standard metallographic
technique with polishing by diamond slurry. The same polishing proce-
dures were used to prepare surface and cross-sections of pieces being cut
off extruded rods and coatings.

Differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) was employed to study struc-
tural stability of semi-products and consolidated materials under ele-
vated temperatures. DSC/TGA measurements were performed by using
STA449F1 analyser (Netzsch, Germany). Each kind of the sample was
placed into DSC cell and exposed under argon flow rate about 20 ml/min
during continuous heating from room temperature up to 893 K. Heating
rate used in DSC/TGA measurements was as great as 10 K/min.

2.3. Mechanical Testing

Microhardness measurements were performed using a conventional micro-
hardness machine equipped by standard Vickers pyramid. Microhard-
ness numbers were determined under indentation loads not higher than
1.0 N. Yield stress, c,, was extracted from ‘stress—strain’ curves construc-
ted by a set of trihedral pyramids with different angles at the tip vy,
(ranged from 45° to 85°) according to the test method procedure [76].

Plasticity characteristic 3,, as dimensionless parameter that may
vary in the range from 0 (for ‘pure’ elastic contact) to 1 (for ‘pure’
plastic contact) was derived by calculations through microhardness, HV,
and Young’s modulus, E [77]. Following equation was used for calcula-
tion of plasticity characteristic §, through Vickers hardness [77]:

8, =1-14.3 (1—v—2v2)%, (1)

where v and E are respectively Poison’s ratio and Young’s modulus of
tested material.

Microtester capable for load-displacement measurements and equip-
ped by trihedral Berkovich pyramid was used to determine Young’s
modulus, E, according to the test method procedure originally proposed
by Oliver and Pharr [78].

In addition, plasticity characteristic 5,, which is physically close to
that denoted by 6,, was derived from loading and unloading data ac-
cording to the demands of International Standard ISO 14577-1:2002.
Principles and test method procedure accepted for determination the plas-
ticity characteristic §,, are described in [79, 80]. Of importance is that
no evidences concerning the values of Young’s modulus, E, and Poison
ratio, v, are not required for determination of plasticity characteristic
8, compared to calculation of 6, parameter according equation (1).
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3. Results and Discussion
3. 1. Structural Characterisation of Quasi-Crystalline Semi-Products

SEM images of microstructure of as-received melt-spun ribbons and as-
atomised powder demonstrate a huge numbers of white particles pre-
sented in the rapidly solidified alloy and interior of the powder parti-
cles, as shown in Fig. 1.

The results of XRD analysis indicate quasi-crystalline nature of
melt-spun alloy and atomized powder, see Fig. 2, a, b. XRD patterns
recorded for the semi-products indicate the presence of icosahedral
phase (i-phase) indexed using Cahn’s indexation scheme [75] besides
o-Al indexed with reflections corresponding to (111), (200), (220), and
(311) planes in the range of 20 between 30 and 85°.

The results of XRD analysis were found to be in accordance with
data obtained by TEM observation. Figure 3 displays representative
bright field TEM images for the melt-spun alloy, which shows quasi-
crystalline particles embedded in a-Al matrix. Five-fold reflection spots

Fig. 1. SEM images of microstructure for (a) as-received melt-spun ribbons and (b,

c) as-atomised powder
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water atomized powder,
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Fig. 3. Bright-field TEM
images showing the mic-
rostructure of as-spun
alloy of different mag-
nification (a, b): A —
rounded quasi-crystalli-
ne particles; B — ro-
sette-like quasi-crystalli-
ne particles; C — grain
- boundary precipitates;
D — fine crystalline particles inside the a-Al grains. In (a), the SAED pattern cor-
responded to a single quasi-crystalline particle (at the upper left-hand corner)

indicative of i-phase are revealed in SAED pattern, as can be seen in
Fig. 3, a originally published in [72]. Quasi-crystalline particles of
rounded (A) and/or rosette-like (B) shape with the size around 300 nm
are presented in a-Al matrix, as evidenced from Fig. 3, a. However,
scattering of fine quasi-crystals of rounded shape and size ranged from
20 to 50 nm are also found, as can be seen in Fig. 3, b. These kinds of
icosahedral quasi-crystalline particles have been observed by other au-
thors [36, 39, 50]. In the atomized powder, quasi-crystalline particles
with the size increased up to 1.5 um are also revealed, suggesting vari-
able cooling conditions for water jets, as shown in Fig. 1, b, c.
Characteristic feature of microstructure for the melt-spun alloy is
the presence of grain boundary precipitates and very small particles
placed inside the a-Al grains, as can be seen in Fig. 3. The latter were
identified as those corresponded to metastable crystalline phases, i.e.
distorted multiphase 6-Al,,(Fe,Cr), , and/or Al;Fe [39, 50, 68].

3.2. Structural Characterization
of Bulk-Shaped Quasi-Crystalline Material

Figure 4 demonstrates SEM images for the microstructure of as-received
extruded rod and as-sprayed coatings, both performed by using feed-
stock quasi-crystalline powder.

It can be seen in Fig. 4 that severe plastic deformation indicative of
extrusion process and cold-spraying technique is quite enough to break
off the oxide film presented always on the surface of Al-based particles
and provided for their intimate metallurgical bonding.

However, morphology of powder particles observed in deformation-
induced structure of extruded rod and cold-sprayed coating is rather
different. Powder particle elongated in parallel to extrusion direction
are created in the cross-sectional microstructure of extruded rod where-
as flattened and heavily deformed particles are formed in the cross-
sectional microstructure of cold-sprayed coating. Thus, extrusion proc-
ess results in formation of elongated rod-shaped powder particles with
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aspect ratio the same as reduced coefficient £, = 9.8 while cold spraying
compels feedstock particles to get elongated lens-like shape with aspect
ratio k, ~ 4.7. Processing conditions are responsible for difference of
structural features observed in extruded rod and those indicative of cold-
sprayed coating. Deformation of feedstock powder at extrusion is con-
trolled by bar drawing being operated by two components of pressure such
as longitudinal, P,, and transversal one, P,. By adopting longitudinal
pressure P, (1.1 GPa) used in the experiments, and geometrical param-
eters (I, = 2 mm, d, = 8 mm) for working part of extrusion die, transversal
pressure can be estimated as great as P, = 2.2 GPa. Taking into conside-
ration the extrusion velocity used in experiments (V,=15-10° m/s) and
geometrical parameter of extrusion die (I, = 2 mm) it is easy to show
that two components of pressure operate the extruded sample as long as
t=1.3-101s.

As opposed to extrusion process, consolidation of feedstock powder
in coating is mainly controlled by forward pressure. The latter is de-
fined by air/particle jet and it can be assessed as great as P, ~ 1.9 GPa
at the conditions accepted in the present study. In practice, high value
of forward pressure results in severe plastic deformation of powder par-
ticles, suggesting flattening and mechanical interlocking the splats by
cold forging. However, adiabatic shear instability under high strain
rate resulted from high impact velocity is primary responsible for effec-
tive metallic bonding between the adjacent particles [81-86]. High value
of forward pressure and very short contact time of impact about 10% s
[85, 86], favours particle surface softening and shear localisation. This
bonding process is commonly considered as that comparable with explo-
sive welding or shock wave powder compaction [87]. Figure 4, b shows
the evidences of strong shear localisation including those indicative of
metallurgical bonding by impact fusion.

Despite of severe plastic deformation of material under extrusion
process and cold spraying, huge number of quasi-crystalline particles of
almost unchanged shape survives inside heavily deformed feedstock
powder particles, as can be seen in Fig. 4. The results of XRD analysis
confirm the presence of quasi-crystalline particles in a-Al matrix, as
can be seen in Fig. 2. However, there are few differences of XRD pat-
terns for the as-extruded sample and the as-sprayed coating compared

Fig. 4. Cross-sectional
microstructures of (a)
as-extruded rod arranged
parallel to extrusion di-
rection and (b) as-sprayed
coating
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Fig. 5. Bright-field TEM images showing the microstructure for as-extruded sample
of Al Fe,Cr,; alloy of different magnification (a, b, ¢): A — rounded quasi-crystal-
line particles; B — rosette-like quasi-crystalline particles; C — dislocation tangle;
D — crystalline particles of rectangular shape. In (a), SAED pattern corresponded
to a single quasi-crystalline particle (at the upper left-hand corner)

to those for the as-spun alloy and the as-received atomised powder.
Compared to feedstock atomized powder, intensity of icosahedral reflec-
tions presented in XRD pattern for the as-extruded samples is much
lesser, suggesting reduced fraction volume of quasi-crystalline phase, as
can be seen in Fig. 2, c¢. The above evidence allows us to assume that
quasi-crystalline particles would be partially decomposed under the com-
bined effect of high pressure and enhanced temperature during hot ex-
trusion process. Actually, weak XRD peak at 26 ~ 42.1° corresponding
to the metastable Al.;Fe phase is observed in the XRD pattern of the as-
extruded sample. Moreover, there are additional reflections of o-Al
overlapping with those from o-Al typical for the feedstock powder, in-
dicating the formation of two a-Al solid solutions with different ele-
mentary composition. As it is evidenced from data listed in Table 1, one
of the a-Al solid solutions has lattice parameter a,, which is almost the
same as that for the as-atomized feedstock powder. Another a-Al solid
solution demonstrates reduced lattice parameter a,, suggesting the en-
richment of a-Al by dissolved Fe and Cr, which atomic radii are smaller
by ~12% than the atomic radius of Al.

In addition, reflections of a-Al presented in XRD pattern for the
as-extruded rod are found to be broad, suggesting dislocation activity.
The results listed in Table 1 show that dislocation density recorded in a-Al

Table 1. Parameters of elements and o-Al solid solutions in Al,,Fe,Cr,
alloy performed via different processing routes

Melt- . Cold-
Parameters Al Fe Cr spun Atomized Extru(%ed sprayed
powder material
alloy alloy

Lattice parameter |0.4050|0.2866|0.2884| 0.4037 | 0,4042 | 0.4043 | 0.4045

a,, nm (0.4011)
Dislocation density — — — 1on 103 101 10%
p, m/m?
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Fig. 6. Bright-field TEM
images showing the mic-
rostructure of as-sp-
rayed alloy (a, b): A —
rounded quasi-crystal-
line particles; B — ro-
sette-like quasi-crystalline particles; C — dislocation tangle. In (a), SAED pattern
corresponded to a single quasi-crystalline particle (at the upper left-hand corner)

solid solution of extruded material achieves the value p = 10 m/m?,
which exceeds by 3-order magnitude that recorded for feedstock atom-
ized powder.

The data of TEM observation are in good agreement with the results
determined by XRD analysis. Quasi-crystalline particles, which have
rounded (A) and/or rosette-like (B) shape and size ranged from 50 to
300 nm, are visible in oa-Al matrix of as-extruded material, as can be
seen in Fig. 5, a, b. In addition, a few crystals (D) with rectangular
shape, which could be presumably corresponded to Al,Fe phase, and dis-
location tangles (C) are also visible in the microstructure of the as-ex-
truded material, as can be seen in Fig. 5, b, c.

No evidence referred to the presence of additional phases besides
those corresponding to quasi-crystalline i-phase and a-Al is found in the
XRD pattern of as-received cold-sprayed alloy, as can be seen in Fig-
ure 2, d. This result is in good agreement with the data published previ-
ously for cold-sprayed coatings although they were deposited at the
temperature smaller than that used in the present study [71]. It is no-
ticeable that the all reflections corresponding to a-Al shift towards
smaller 20 compared to those recorded in the XRD pattern of the as-
atomized powder. This fact indicates the increase of lattice parameter a,
of a-Al solid solution of the as-received cold-sprayed alloy and, thus, its
depletion by dissolved Fe and Cr. Actually, lattice parameter a, of a-Al
solid solution for the as-received cold-sprayed alloy shows the greatest
value compared to other products, as evidenced from the data listed in
Table 1. In addition, dislocation density recorded in a-Al solid solution
of the as-received cold-sprayed alloy much superior to that of semi-
products although it is smaller by order magnitude than that of the as-
extruded material, as can be seen in Table 1. Figure 6 shows bright-field
images of microstructure for as-received cold-sprayed alloy. It can be
seen that microstructure of the as-received cold-sprayed alloy is very
similar to that of the as-extruded material. The difference is that quasi-
crystalline particles visible in the microstructure of the as-received
cold-sprayed alloy have rather bigger size than those presented in the
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as-extruded material. In addition, no crystalline particles of rectangular
shape are found in the microstructure of the as-sprayed alloy. Moreo-
ver, compared to the as-extruded material, fraction volume of disloca-
tion tangles presented in a-Al matrix of the as-sprayed alloy is much
less, as can be seen by comparison Fig. 6, b and 5, b. This is because of
extremely short time of particle/particle interaction by impact.

3.3. The Effect of Processing Route on Thermal Stability
of Quasi-Crystalline Al-Fe—Cr Alloy

Figure 7 shows DSC runs for investigated samples originally published
in [72]. Several exothermic peaks detected by DSC measurements are
originated from basic processes ascribed to phase and structural trans-
formations, which occur in microstructure of quasi-crystalline material
at heating.

The main exothermic peak B is commonly associated with the proc-
ess, which involves gradual dissolution of the quasi-crystalline particles
together with simultaneous formation of more stable crystalline Al .Fe
particles and stable intermetallic compounds such as 6-Al,Fe, and
6-Al,.Cr, [36, 39, 50, 51, 68, 88]. Attention should be paid to an addi-
tional exothermic peak C at the 480 °C overlapping with exothermic
peak B, both observed in DSC run for the melt-spun alloy. Replacing of
the metastable precipitates by more stable and large crystalline particles
of the Al;Fe and multiphase Al ,(Fe,Cr), , phases is thought to be the
reason of exothermic reaction C. Figure 8 displays the microstructural
evolution of the melt-spun alloy after heat treatment with holding time
of 20 min at different temperatures, i.e. 350, 400, 450, and 500 °C.

It can be seen that the sample heat treated at 350 °C demonstrates
microstructure similar to that of as-spun alloy, see Fig. 8, a. The differ-

B
0.3 + DSC rate: 10 K/mincm)x
a A
0.2 [ 44.73 J
B /g
A
» 910 m
Bﬁ B 44.93 J/g
&) A
cé; or ¢ T
40.66 J/g
-0.1r Fig. 7. DSC runs for (a)
d @B the melt-spun alloy, (b)
-0.2 1 13.19 J/g atomized powder, (c)
L L L L L cold-sprayed alloy, and
200 300 400 500 600 (d) extruded material
Temperature, °C [72]
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ence is that some quasi-crystalline particles increase in size up to 500 nm
compared to the as-spun alloy. After heat treatment at 400 °C, addi-
tional large particles with angular shape are formed in between rounded
quasi-crystalline particles of reduced size, as can be seen in Fig. 8, b.

Fig. 8. Bright-field TEM images showing the micro-
structure of the melt-spun alloy heat treated during
20 min at the different temperature: 350 °C (a); 400 °C
(b), 450 °C (c); 500 °C (d). In (a); the SAED pattern
corresponded to a single particle (at the upper left-
hand corner)

i-phase 0-AlFe ¢-Al;;Cr, &-Al,;Fe,
(111) Al

(200) Al

Intensity, a.u.

(111) Al
(200) Al
0 0.0 _é/d)\/L_
0 /Q__\_O/O\/\\_c
o 00 Q b
! Jl\/;
a

36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48
20, degree

Fig. 9. XRD patterns of the (a—d) atomized powder and (e—£) melt-spun alloy, both
heat treated during 20 min at different temperatures: 400 °C (a) and (e); 450 °C (b)
and (f); 500 °C (c) and (g); 550 °C (d) and (k)
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Disappearance of previously existing precipitates and quasi-crystalline
particles with reduced size compared to that indicative of the as-spun
alloy is important. Besides continuous dissolution of the quasi-crystal-
line particles, formation of large multiphase particles due to the growth
of precipitates/small particles and their further transformation into
more stable crystalline phase dominates structural evolution of the melt-
spun alloy during annealing [68]. Course crystalline particles with an-
gular and rod-like shapes are formed in microstructure of the samples
heat-treated at 450 and 500 °C, as shown in Fig. 8, c, d.

The results of XRD analysis specify mention above. As evident in
Fig. 9, quasi-crystalline particles survive in the microstructure of the
melt-spun alloy at heating up to 400 °C despite of simultaneous forma-
tion of the metastable crystalline Al ,Fe-phase.

The latter remains in the modified microstructure of Al-based alloy
heat treated up to 550 °C and transformed at least into the stable
6-Al,,Fe, and 6-Al,,Cr, phases at higher temperature.

It is noticeable that reflections corresponding to the metastable
crystalline Al;Fe-phase appear in XRD pattern of the atomized powder
after heat treatment at the temperature higher by 50 °C than that of the
melt-spun alloy, as can be seen in Fig. 9. This fact indicates that the
presence of the ultrafine precipitates in the microstructure favours
crystallization process occurred at heating of the melt-spun alloy. In
addition, lattice parameter of a-Al solid solution for the melt-spun alloy
superior to that for the atomized powder over the all range of heat
treatment temperatures, suggesting the increased kinetic for the forma-
tion of crystalline phases. In addition, phase transformation of the
melt-spun alloy at heating is going rather different from that of the
atomized powder. Five meaningful stages of phase transformation could
be assigned for the melt-spun alloy whereas only four stages are thought
to be distinctive of the atomized powder, as shown in Fig. 10. In the
melt-spun alloy, lattice parameter of a-Al solid solution increases grad-
ually as the temperature of heat treatment increases up to 500 °C. This
fact indicates depletion of a-Al matrix by dissolved Cr and Fe, which
occurs due to the growth of some quasi-crystalline particles up to 500 nm
after heat treatment at the 350 °C whereupon the all quasi-crystal-
line particles commence to dissolve progressively and the particles of
more stable crystalline Al;Fe phase is formed as ever the heat treat-
ment temperature rises up to 450 °C. Further depletion of o-Al matrix
by dissolved Cr and Fe occurs owing to the formation of additional
particles of the stable 0-phases when the heat treatment temperature
increases up to 500 °C. In the melt-spun alloy heat treated at the
temperatures higher than 500 °C, lattice parameter of «-Al solid
solution tends to somewhat decrease when the metastable AlFe
particles are completely replaced by the particles of stable 0-phases
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Fig. 10. Lattice parameter of a-Al solid solution vs. temperature of heat treatment used
for the melt-spun alloy and atomized powder. Structural regions: Ia — a-Al + i-phase,
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+ AlgFe, IIT — o-Al + AlFe, IV — a-Al + Al;Fe + 0-phases, V — a-Al + 6-phases

and, particularly, preferably of the 0-Al,Cr, phase, as evidenced
from Fig. 9.

In the atomized powder, the increase of lattice parameter for o-Al
solid solution in response to heat treatment at the temperatures less
than 350 °C is insignificant, as can be seen in Fig. 10. However, lattice
parameter for a-Al solid solution increases sharply just as the heat
treatment temperature increases up to 400 °C, suggesting growth of the
quasi-crystalline particles. Variation of lattice parameter for a-Al solid
solution in response to heat treatment at the temperatures ranged from
400 to 500 °C is rather negligible. At this temperature conditions, the
quasi-crystalline particles of i-phase are completely replaced by the more
stable crystalline Al ;Fe phase, resulting in the modified microstructure.
The increase of lattice parameter for o-Al solid solution occurs at the
temperatures above 500 °C when particles of the stable 6-phases are
formed. Finally, lattice parameter for a-Al solid solution of the atom-
ized powder achieves the value almost the same as that of the melt-spun
alloy heat-treated at the temperature of 575 °C.

The origin of broad exothermic peak A is thought to be rather dif-
ferent compared to that of exothermic peak B. By considering common
knowledge, it is easy to show that the exothermic peak A arises from
dislocation activity within o-Al matrix the same as for many other met-
als and alloys [89, 90]. In the general case, reorganization and recrystal-
lization processes result in exothermic reactions. Actually, the value of

ISSN 1608-1021. Usp. Fiz. Met., 2020, Vol. 21, No. 4 513



0.V. Byakova, A.O. Vlasov, O.A. Scheretskiy, and O.I. Yurkova

exothermic peak A good correlates with dislocation reorganization and
recrystallization process. Excepting the extruded alloy, the value of
heat flow for the exothermic reaction A increases as dislocation density
in a-Al matrix increases, see Table 1. In particular, the greatest value
of heat flow for the exothermic reaction A is indicative of the cold-
sprayed alloy while the smallest value of heat flow for the same reaction
is observed for the melt-spun alloy. Heat flow for the exothermic reac-
tion A of the atomized powder is of intermediate value between those
for the melt-spun and cold-sprayed alloys. Moreover, the exothermic
reaction A attributed to the cold-sprayed alloy shifts toward lower tem-
perature compared to that of the feedstock-atomized powder, as can be
seen in Fig. 7. On the first glance, it is surprising that the exothermic
peak A in DSC run of the extruded sample with the highest value of
dislocation density within o-Al matrix is omitted. However, this phe-
nomenon becomes understanding by considering the fact that recrystal-
lization process would be realized during long-term pre-treatment at the
350 °C (see subsection 2.1).

A few aspects should be mentioned here as applied to structural
stability provided by one or another processing route used in experi-
ments for consolidation of the feedstock powder in bulk-shape material.
First of all, attention should be paid to a shift of the main exothermic
peak by about 50 °C toward lower temperature after the extrusion and
cold-spraying processes, indicating an increased kinetic of the quasi-
crystalline particles decomposition together with simultaneous forma-
tion of crystalline phases. Dislocation activity in a-Al matrix can large-
ly facilitates dissolution of alloying elements released from decomposed
metastable quasi-crystalline particles. The next aspect concerns the fact
that consolidation of the feedstock powder in bulk-shaped material re-
sults in a reduction of the main exothermic peak B. However, diminu-
tion of the exothermic peak B for the cold-sprayed material is insig-
nificant whereas that for the extruded alloy was found to be great. In
cold-spraying process, particle/particle interaction is adiabatic due to
ultra-short time of impact when heat conduction can be neglected [86].
As a result, adiabatic regime can lead to considerable overheating par-
ticle boundary and dissolution of some quasi-crystals located at the par-
ticle/particle interface while the other quasi-crystals placed inside pow-
der particles remain intact.

The latter is thought to be in good agreement with the results of
XRD analysis which show increased lattice parameter, a,, and, so, de-
pletion of a-Al matrix by dissolved Fe and Cr. Another one was believed
to be true for the extruded alloy. Long-term pre-treatment at elevated
temperature, which is followed by hot extrusion, favours partial decom-
position of the quasi-crystalline particles and even creation of some
amount of the crystalline metastable Al;Fe-phase.

514 ISSN 1608-1021. Prog. Phys. Met., 2020, Vol. 21, No. 4



The Role of Technological Process in Structural Performances of Al-Fe—Cr

3.4. Correlation of Mechanical Properties
and Structure of Al-Fe—Cr-Based Alloy

Mechanical characteristics including microhardness, HV, yield stress,
c,, and plasticity characteristic 6,/3,, of the melt-spun alloy, extruded
material, and cold-spray coating, all performed vs. the heat treatment
temperature, T, are shown in Figs. 11 and 12.

A few aspects could be mentioned here to clarify the role of process-
ing route in term of its effect on structural stability and, hence, me-
chanical properties for Al,,Fe,Cr;-alloy. First of all, it can be seen that
shape of ‘c,—T" curves determined for all materials are very similar to
those of ‘HV—T" ones [72], indicating the accuracy of measurement re-
sults. The fact is important that microhardness, HV, and yield stress,
O, decrease as heat treatment temperature, T, increases whereas plas-
ticity characteristic 6,,/0, get higher values, as can be seen in Figs. 11, 12.

Several structural regions, which are similar to those used in Fig.
10, could be marked out in the above curves, as shown in Fig. 11, 12.
In the initial regions I and II, the microhardness, HV, and the yield
stress, ,, for the melt-spun alloy and the cold-spray coating decrease
slightly whereas those for the extruded material keep almost stable val-
ues. In the region III, the increase of heat treatment temperature caus-
es the values of microhardness, HV, and yield stress, c,, to reduce down
stronger. In the last regions IV and V, the values of the above mechani-
cal parameters decrease dramatically as the heat treatment temperature
tends to increase up to 600 °C. It is worthy of note that microhardness,
HYV, and yield stress, o, of the cold-sprayed coating superior to those of
the melt-spun alloy and, especially, to that of the extruded material, all
performed after heat treatment over the all range of temperatures.

Several aspects could be mentioned here to clarify the role of the
microstructure and, in turn, processing route in mechanical properties
of different kinds of Al,,Fe,Cr, alloy, all performed before and after
heat treatment. Combination of classical strengthening mechanisms is
primary responsible for variation of strength properties. As applied to
the subject matter, strength properties of the Aly,Fe,Cr, alloy are main-
ly controlled by strengthening mechanisms such as follow: (i) content of
alloying elements in a-Al matrix; (ii) strain hardening; (iii) the size and
fraction volume of quasi-crystalline particles.

There are distinctive examples illustrating the effect of strengthen-
ing mechanisms on mechanical response of the Aly,Fe,Cr;-alloy. In par-
ticular, strength properties take the values as high as possible if and
only if a-Al matrix is reinforced by quasi-crystalline particles. Strength
properties are reduced with dissolution of quasi-crystals together with
simultaneous formation of the metastable Al ,Fe particles and, especial-
ly, the particles of stable 6-phases, as can be seen in Fig. 11. Degrada-
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Fig. 11. The (a) microhardness, HV, and (b) yield stress, c,, vs. temperature used
for heat treatment of melt-spun alloy, extruded material, and cold-spray coating.
Structural regions: Ia — «-Al + i-phase, Ib — a-Al + i-phase + nanosize precipitates
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those in Ref. [72]

tion of strength properties becomes stronger with depletion of o-Al
matrix by solute Fe and Cr, as shown in Fig. 10.

In addition, strength characteristics are so much higher as fraction
volume of the quasi-crystalline particles is greater. It becomes clear, at
the most, by comparison of the microstructural characteristics and me-
chanical properties for the cold-sprayed alloy and the extruded material,
as it is evidenced from the data presented in Figs. 7, 11.
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Moreover, extremely high dislocation density about 10' m/m? re-
sulted from strain hardening contributes directly in microhardness, HV,
and yield stress, c,, of the cold-sprayed alloy, making its strength high-
er than that of the melt-spun alloy. Softening of the cold-sprayed alloy
with increasing of the heat treatment temperature from 300 to 400 °C
could be attributed to dislocation reorganization and recrystallization
process resulted usually from annealing. Besides this, softening of the
melt-spun alloy is rather related to depletion of a-Al matrix by solute
Fe and Cr. This occurs either owing to quasi-crystals coarsening after
heat treatment at 350 °C or due to quasi-crystals dissolution together
with the formation of coarse crystalline particles of the more stable
Al;Fe phase after heat treatment at the temperature of 400 °C, as can
be seen in Figs. 7-9. Stable values of microhardness, HV, and yield
stress, c,, for the extruded material heat treated up to 400 °C is ex-
plained by the absence of recrystallization process that was realized
during high temperature pre-treatment prior extrusion.

The next aspect concerns ductility of the Al,,Fe,Cr, alloy. It is com-
monly supposed that material ductility increases as microhardness de-
creases. Actually, plasticity characteristic 6,,/6, for the melt-spun alloy
get higher values compared to the cold-sprayed alloy whose microhard-
ness, HV, is larger. From the above viewpoint it is surprising for the

Table 2. Young’s modulus for different kinds of the as-received
materials; all performed with Al Fe,Cr, alloy

As-received material Melt-spun alloy Extruded material | Cold-sprayed alloy

Young’s modulus, GPa 85.0 + 2.2 72.0 £ 2.3 87.7+ 2.5
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first glance that, plasticity characteristic §,/5, of extruded material
takes the smallest values despite of the most reduced microhardness,
HV. Explanation of this is the fact that plasticity is also controlled by
Young’s modulus besides microhardness, as evidenced from Equation (1)
used for calculation of the characteristic d; (see section 2). The results
of mechanical testing show that Young’s modulus for as-extruded mate-
rial is the smallest compared to both as-spun alloy and as-received cold-
sprayed alloy, as can be seen in Table 2.

Of importance is the fact that Young’s modulus decreases sharply
down to E = 66 + 2.3 GPa as heat treatment temperature tends to in-
crease up to the temperature of 600 °C when all kinds of the Al,,Fe,Cr,
alloy demonstrate the same microstructure composed of crystalline par-
ticles of the stable 0-phases embedded in a-Al matrix.

It is essential that plasticity characteristic 6,,/6, of the quasi-crys-
talline Al,,Fe,Cr, alloy fabricated by different technique including melt-
spinning, hot-extrusion, and cold-spraying is just below critical value,
8y 2 0.9, which is presently considered as criterion of ductile behaviour
of metals and alloys in conventional tests by tensile and bending [77]. It
was published earlier that ductile behaviour is indicative of atomized
powder, which gives plasticity characteristic about ,/5, ~ 0.92, ensur-
ing its good deformability under consolidation and, hence, making bulk-
shaped material [71]. Thus, all of the processing routes are thought to
be potentially suitable for performance of the quasi-crystalline struc-
ture for the AlyFe,Cr, alloy, which demonstrates high strength and
rather high ductility sufficient with respect to damage tolerance. How-
ever, powder atomization technique is thought to be preferable com-
pared to rapid solidification by melt spinning not only from the stand-
point of mass production but also for making of bulk-shaped material.
In addition, as applied to structural performance of the ternary Al-Fe—
Cr alloy cold spraying offers essential advantages as compared to cur-
rently employed hot extrusion. The main benefit concerns the fact that
fraction volume of quasi-crystalline particles indicative of the feedstock
atomized powder remains at the most in the microstructure of the as-
sprayed alloy, providing superior combination of high strength and suf-
ficient ductility of material. Of importance remark is that the as-re-
ceived cold-sprayed material based on Al,,Fe,Cr, alloy exhibit the value
of hardness higher by roughly 20% than that for commercial 2618 alu-
minium alloy (Al-Cu—Mg-Fe—Ni). The value of Vickers hardness nor-
mally obtained for cast 2618 alloy after ageing at the peak T6 condition
is about 1.45 GPa [91] while that for the cold-sprayed alloy aged at the
same condition was found to be even slightly higher [86]. Apart from,
the cold-sprayed Aly,Fe,Cr, alloy demonstrates thermal stability of the
structure and, hence, mechanical properties at least up to the tempera-
ture of 350 °C, suggesting its competitiveness to 2618 Al alloy recom-
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mended for application under intermediate temperatures (=230 °C) and
successfully used in aircraft industry [92].

4. Conclusions

Crucial role of processing route in term of its effect on structural per-
formance, heat treatment response, and mechanical properties of the
nano-quasi-crystalline Al,,Fe,Cr, alloy was justified. Several processes
including melt spinning, water atomized technique were used to perform
the quasi-crystalline Aly,Fe,Cr, alloy in form of semi-products such as
rapidly solidified ribbons and atomized powder while hot extrusion and
cold spraying were employed to fabricate bulk-shaped materials includ-
ing extruded rods and thick coatings respectively. Essential differences
in microstructure and mechanical behaviour for the different kinds of
the nano-quasi-crystalline Aly,Fe,Cr, alloy were found and specified.

As applied to semi-products, the main difference is that a number
of nanosize quasi-crystals of icosahedral phase (i-phase) embedded in
a-Al matrix are found in the microstructure of the as-atomized powder,
whereas the grain boundary precipitates and very small particles of the
metastable crystalline Al,,(Fe,Cr), ,/Al;Fe phases inside the a-Al grains
are formed additionally in the microstructure of the as-spun alloy. In
addition, dislocation density recorded in o-Al solid solution of the as-
atomized powder achieves the value about p = 10 m/m? while that of
the as-spun alloy was found to be less by 2 order magnitude the same as
for many other cast metals and alloys.

Consolidation of the atomized powder in bulk-shaped materials
brings essential differences in microstructure of the quasi-crystalline
Aly,Fe,Cr, alloy. Powder compact degassing at the elevated temperature
of 350 °C for 1 hour, which is implemented prior hot extrusion, favours
partial dissolution of nanosize quasi-crystalline particles together with
creation of more stable crystalline particles of the Al Fe-phase. Cold-
spraying offers essential advantages in retaining quasi-crystalline par-
ticles presented in the feedstock powder since adiabatic increase of tem-
perature resulted from strong impact during ultrashort time results in
dissolution of the quasi-crystals located only at the particle/particle
interface while the other quasi-crystals placed inside powder particles
remain intact. In addition, dislocation density in heavily deformed
structure of the as-sprayed alloy increases up to 10 m/m? while that
observed in deformation-induced structure of the extruded material
achieves the value of 10'® m/m?.

Evolution of the nanocrystalline Al,,Fe,Cr, alloy in response to heat
treatment was found to be strictly dependent on structural features of
the as-received material and, in turn, on processing strategy. The pres-
ence of the ultrafine crystalline precipitates promotes formation of big
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in size crystalline particles of the metastable Al ,Fe phase in the micro-
structure of the as-spun alloy at the heat temperature lower by 50 °C
than that observed for the Aly,Fe,Cr; alloy produced by the other proces-
sing routes. Dislocation activity in heavily deformed structure of the
as-extruded material and the as-sprayed alloy offers increased kinetic of
the quasi-crystalline particles decomposition and simultaneous forma-
tion of crystalline phases due to facilitated dissolution of alloyed ele-
ments in o-Al matrix, resulting in shift of the above phase transforma-
tion peak by 50 °C toward smaller temperatures compared to the feed-
stock-atomized powder.

Mechanical properties for the all kinds of Al,,Fe,Cr, alloy fabricated
by different processing routes were examined and analysed. A set of
mechanical characteristics including microhardness, HV, yield stress,
c,, Young’s modulus, E, and plasticity characteristic 6,/5, was deter-
mined by using indentation technique. Mechanical behaviour for the all
kinds of the Aly,Fe,Cr; alloy in response of heat treatment was clarified
by considering classical strengthening mechanisms of structure. It was
justified that nanosize quasi-crystalline particles of i-phase play crucial
role in performance superior combination of high strength and suffi-
cient ductility. In line with this cold-spraying technique offers essential
advantage in structural performance of bulk-shaped material based on
the ternary Al-Fe—Cr alloy. Strength properties (HV, o, E) and plastic-
ity characteristic (5,,/5,) of the cold-sprayed Al,,Fe,Cr,-alloy have much
higher values than those provided by currently employed hot extrusion.
Despite of plasticity characteristic (5,,/5,) for the Al,,Fe,Cr, alloy is just
below critical value , > 0.9, which was indicated as criterion of mate-
rial ductile behaviour in conventional tensile and bending tests, it is
rather high and sufficient for workability with respect to damage toler-
ance. In any way, the cold-sprayed Aly,Fe,Cr, alloy kept almost stable
values of mechanical properties at least up to 350 °C. Because of this,
the cold-sprayed Aly,Fe,Cr, alloy could be considered as competitiveness
candidate to commercial Al alloys recommended for application in engi-
neering practice under intermediate temperature.

The results of this work bring a better understanding of the inter-
play between processing strategy, microstructure, heat treatment re-
sponse, and mechanical behaviour of the Al-Fe—Cr based alloy.
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POJIb TEXHOJIOTTYHOI'O ITPOIIECY B CTPYKTYPHUX
XAPAKTEPUCTUKAX KBASVMKPUCTAJIIYHOI'O CTOIIY Al-Fe-Cr

B poGori 30cepessxeHo yBary Ha BasKJIMBOCTI POJIi TeXHOJOTIYHOTO IMiAXOAY 3 TOUKU
30py #oro BILIMBY Ha (hOpMYBAHHS CTPYKTYPHU, peakIiii Ha TepMmiuHe O0OpPOOJEHHA Ta
MexaHiuHy IOBeAiHKY KBasukpucramiuaoro cromy Al-Fe—Cr dopMyabHOTO CKJIALy
Aly,Fe,Cr,. lexinpka BUAiB HAIiBIPOAYKTiB i MacuBHUX MarepiaiiB OyJi0 BUTOTOBIIE-
HO i3 3a3HAUEHOT0 CTOIY Yepe3 3aCTOCYBAHHS METOMIiB IMBUAKOI KpucTamisaiiii muis-
XOM CITiHiHI'YBaHHS PO3TOITYy Ta PO3MOPOIIIEHHS IMOPOIIKY ¥ KOHCOJiZaIlio ITOPOIIKY B
mpoIieci rapssuoi eKcTpysii Ta X0JIOAHOTO ra30AMHAMIiYHOTO HAIIOPOIIIEeHHA BiAIOBiAHO.
Bci Buam HanmiBOpoAyKTiB i MacMBHUX MaTepiajiiB MicTUJIM HAHOPO3MipHiI KBasUKpUC-
TajxiyHi yacTMHKM iKocaenpuuHoi ¢dasm (i-hasu), BTijeHI B aaoMiHieBy MaTpuIio,
XoYya KiJIbKiCTh KBAa3MKPUCTAJIB Ta iHIII CTPYKTYpPHI ImapaMeTpu BiApisHsagucA 3a-
JIe’KHO BiJl 3aCTOCOBAHOTO METOAY OJepP:KaHHA MaTepiaay, 30KpeMa ITOPiBHSHO 3 II0-
MIPEHUM HaTellep MEeTOAOM rapsudoi ekcTpysii. Bukopucranusa TeXHIKM XOJIOZHOTO
rasoAMHaMiUHOTO0 HAIIOPOIIIeHHs 3a0e3lleuyBaJio 3HAUHI IepeBaru B 30epeKeHHi KBa-
3UKPUCTATIYHUX YACTUHOK, AKi MiCTUINCH Y BUXIJHOMY IOPOIIIKY. BupimniaabHa poJb
HAHOPO3MIipHUX KBAa3sMKPUCTATIYHNUX YACTUHOK y HaJaHHI CTPYKTYPHUX IlepeBar Ma-
Tepiamy Ta KoMbiHamii BUHATKOBO BMCOKOI MIIIHOCTM Ta MJIACTUYHOCTH IIOTPiiiHOIO
crony Al-Fe—Cr 0yJio 10oBeeHO IILIAX0M HOCJiPKeHH eBOJIONil MeXaHiYHUX BJIACTU-
BOCTeH IIiJi BIINBOM HArpiBaHHs. 3 I[i€l0 METOIO BILJIMB HArpiBy HA €BOJIIOIII0 CTPYK-
TYypH Ta MeXaHIUHHX BJIACTHBOCTeIl KOMKHOro BuAy Marepiany si cromy Alg,Fe,Cr,
0yJIO JOCIifsKeHO I OOrOBOPEHO 3 ypaxXyBaHHAM KJACUYHUX MeXaHi3MiB 3MimHeHHS.
B 00roBOopeHHI BMKOPHUCTOBYBAJIU HU3KY MEXaHIUYHUX XapaKTEPUCTHUK, BKJIOUYAIOUN
mikporsepgicts HV, rpaHuiio mJINHHOCTH G,, MOAYJb IOnra E Ta XapaKTePUCTUKY
IUIACTUYHOCTH O,/0,, AKi BU3HAYAIN TEXHIKOIO iHZEHTYyBaHHA. 3a OEP)KAHUMU De-
sysibraTamu 6yJI0 OBEIeHO, 1o BaacTuBocTi minuoctu (HV, o, E) Ta XapaKTepucTu-
ka miaactuyHocTH (8,/3,) Marepiany, ofep:KaHOr0 MEeTOZOM XOJIOJHOTO rasofuHaMid-
HOTO HAIIOPOINIeHHsA, HabaraTo MepeBUINyBaJM IIi XapaKTepUCTUKHU AJsS Marepiaiy,
BUTOTOBJIEHOTO BiIOBIHO JO METOAY TrapAYoi eKCTPy3ii, AKMWU 3aCTOCOBYIOTH HaTe-
nep. Basxauso, mo cron Aly,Fe,Cr,, ogep:xaHuii 3a METOZOM XOJIOZHOTO ra30AuHAMIY-
HOTO HAIIOPOINIeHHSA, JeMOHCTPYBaB Maiiyke cTabiJbHI BeIMUMHU MeXaHIUYHUX Xapak-
TepucTukK IoHanmenmre no 350 °C, sacBiguyouy MOMKJIHBICTHL HOro IOTEHI[IHHOIO
3aCTOCYBAHHS B iH)KEHEPHiM mpakTUIll B yMOBaxX cepeAHix poboumx TeMmieparyp.

KarouoBi croBa: KBasUKpuUCTAIN, ATIOMiHi€BUII CTOI, CHiHIHI'YBaHHA PO3TOILY, PO3IO-
pOIITYBaHHSA IIOPOUIKY, XOJIOJHE Ia3oANHaMiuHe HAIOPOIIIEeHHA, MiKPOCTPYKTypa, Me-
XaHiuHi BJIACTUBOCTI.

526 ISSN 1608-1021. Prog. Phys. Met., 2020, Vol. 21, No. 4



