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Abstract: Extensive experiments have shown that gradient nano-grained metals have outstanding
synergy of strength and ductility. However, the deformation mechanisms of gradient metals are still
not fully understood due to their complicated gradient microstructure. One of the difficulties is the
accurate description of the deformation of the nanocrystalline surface layer of the gradient metals.
Recent experiments with a closer inspection into the surface morphology of the gradient metals
reported that shear bands (strain localization) occur at the surface of the materials even under a very
small, applied strain, which is in contrast to previously suggested uniform deformation. Here, a
dislocation density-based computational model is developed to investigate the shear band evolution
in gradient Cu to overcome the above difficulty and to clarify the above debate. The Voronoi polygon
is used to establish the irregular grain structure, which has a gradual increase in grain size from the
material surface to the interior. It was found that the shear band occurs at a small applied strain in
the surface region of the gradient structure, and multiple shear bands are gradually formed with
increasing applied load. The early appearance of shear banding and the formation of abundant shear
bands resulted from the constraint of the coarse-grained interior. The number of shear bands and the
uniform elongation of the gradient material were positively related, both of which increased with
decreasing grain size distribution index and gradient layer thickness or increasing surface grain size.
The findings are in good agreement with recent experimental observations in terms of stress-strain
responses and shear band evolution. We conclude that the enhanced ductility of gradient metals
originated from the gradient deformation-induced stable shear band evolution during tension.

Keywords: gradient nano-grained metal; shear band; ductility; strain delocalization

1. Introduction

The strength-ductility trade-off is a longstanding problem with metals, which means
that the achievement of high strength in the materials is usually accompanied by low
ductility, and vice versa [1–4]. In the last decade, inspired by biological materials such as
bamboo and shell [5], extensive experiments have demonstrated that this dilemma can be
solved by introducing gradient nanostructures into the materials [6–11]. A typical example
is a gradient nano-grained metal, which is characterized by a gradual change in grain size
from tens of nanometers in the material surface to tens of micrometers in the center. In
the pioneering work of Fang et al. [6], gradient nano-grained Cu produced by a surface
mechanical grinding treatment achieved a yield strength of 129 MPa, which doubled the
yield strength of the coarse-grained (CG) Cu. Meanwhile, the gradient Cu preserved a
ductility comparable to that of the CG Cu. This excellent strength–ductility synergy of
gradient nano-grained metals is believed to be attributed to unique gradient nanostructures,
which not only combines the high strength of the nanograins and the high ductility of
the coarse grains, but also confers on the gradient metals extra strain hardening through
hetero-deformation induced strengthening [12,13]. Moreover, the gradient structure can
also provide metals, including stainless steels [14–16] and alloys [17], with other superior
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mechanical properties, such as enhanced fatigue resistance [15,16,18] and lower coefficients
of friction [17,19].

Although the deformation mechanisms of the gradient metals have been studied
extensively [20–24], it is still not fully understood how the nano-grained (NG) layer at
the surface of the gradient materials deforms during tension, especially considering that
homogeneous NG metals usually have very limited ductility [25,26] and often fail through
the formation of shear bands [27–29] that are initiated at a very small plastic strain, e.g.,
0.3% [30], similar to the failure mechanism of brittle metallic glasses [31–33]. Recently,
experiments showed that the NG layer in the gradient metals does not deform uniformly
under tension as suggested in the previous studies [6,34]. Instead, strain localizations,
such as shear bands, are formed at the surface of the gradient metals [35–38]. For example,
Yuan et al. [35] found that two shear bands were formed at the surface NG region of
gradient nanostructured interstitial-free (IF) steel under a very small applied strain, i.e., 1%.
However, rather than quickly evolving across the whole material and inducing fracture,
the shear bands in the gradient IF steel became stabilized during tension. The gradient IF
steel finally attained a uniform elongation of 20.6%, comparable to its coarse-grained (CG)
counterpart [35]. Similarly, Wang et al. [37] observed dense dispersed shear bands on the
surface of gradient structured Ni under tension, while the gradient Ni still maintained a
high uniform elongation of 30.6% [37].

In the present study, in order to further study shear band evolution and how the
shear band patterns are affected by microstructures in the gradient metals, we built a
computational model to simulate the shear band formation process in gradient nano-
grained Cu. A dislocation density-based constitutive law was employed to model the
gradient Cu, in which strain softening was introduced in the surface NG region. Voronoi
tessellation was used to generate the grain size gradient microstructure of the material. Our
simulation results show that, contrary to the few shear bands formed in the homogeneous
NG Cu, up to 50 shear bands were formed in the gradient Cu. A detailed analysis of
the shear band evolution proved that the shear bands were stabilized in the gradient
metal. Moreover, the effect of microstructures of the gradient metals on the shear band
morphologies was studied. The number of shear bands decreased with the increase of
grain size distribution index, increase of grain size gradient region thickness, and decrease
of the surface grain size. Our simulation results are in good agreement with experimental
data in terms of both the stress-strain curve and shear band patterns.

2. Model Description
2.1. Constitutive Model for Gradient Cu

Figure 1 shows a schematic of a computational model of the gradient nano-grained Cu.
The dislocation-based constitutive relation developed by Li et al. [39–42] was employed
to model the gradient metal. In the model, the gradient metal is treated as a composite
composed of a coarse-grained (CG) core and a grain size gradient surface layer (GSL),
inside which the grain size variation occurs. The GSL is further divided into multiple homo-
geneous layers, each with a uniform grain size distribution but different grain sizes [39–41].
The essential constitutive equations in the rate form for each layer, including the CG core,
are summarized as follows. The total strain rate

.
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.
ε

e
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where E, ν,
.
σij and δij are the elastic modulus, Poisson’s ratio, stress rate, and Kronecker’s

delta, respectively. The plastic part of the strain rate
.
ε

p
ij is assumed to obey the J2 flow

theory:
.
ε

p
ij = ησ′ij, (3)

where σ′ij = σij − σkk/3 is the deviatoric stress. η = 3
.
ε

p/2σ is a material parameter that can

be extracted from uniaxial tensile test. Here
.
ε

p
=
√

2
.
ε

p
ij :

.
ε

p
ij/3 and σ =

√
3

.
σ
′
ij :

.
σ
′
ij/2 are

the von Mises equivalent plastic strain rate and the von Mises equivalent stress, respectively.
By employing the modified KME model [39], the von Mises equivalent stress σ in each
homogeneous layer can be expressed as:

σ = σ0 + Mαµb
√

ρs + kHP/d, (4)

where σ0, M, α, µ, b, ρs, kHP, and d are the lattice friction stress, Taylor factor, Taylor constant,
magnitude of Burgers vector, shear modulus, statistically stored dislocation density, Hall-
Petch constant, and grain size, respectively. Compared with the original KME model [43,44],
two additional terms, i.e., the first and the third terms on the right-hand side of Equation (4),
are introduced in this modified version. The first term σ0 accounts for the lattice friction.
The last term kHP/d, i.e., Hall-Petch strengthening, is introduced due to the presence of
the grain boundaries that serve as obstacles for dislocation movement [45]. Generally,
when metals are deformed, dislocations pile up at the grain boundaries, generating stress
concentration in the neighboring grains to active dislocation sources. In small grains,
fewer dislocations pile up at the grain boundaries, leading to weaker stress concentration.
Therefore, greater applied stress is required to further deform the material when the
grain size is small, resulting in the grain size-dependent yield strength. The evolution of
statistically stored dislocation with plastic strain εp is assumed to follow:

dρs

dεp = M(k + k1
√

ρs − k2ρs − keρs), (5)

where k = k3/(bd), k1 = ψ/b, k2 = k20

( .
ε

p/
.
ε0

)−1/n0
and ke = (de/d)2. Here k3 is a

geometric factor, ψ is a proportionality factor, k20 and
.
ε0 are material constants, n0 is

inversely proportional to temperature, and de is the reference grain size. The last term on
the right-hand side of Equation (5) is an additional term, as compared with the original
KME equation, to account for the extra dislocation dynamic recovery in nanograined or
ultrafine-grained Cu. This term was first introduced by Li et al. [39].
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Figure 1. Schematic of a computational model for gradient nano-grained Cu.

According to Li et al.’s model [39–41], two sets of material parameter values are used,
which separately describe the nanocrystalline region with grain sizes ranging from tens to
hundreds of nanometers, and the microcrystalline region with grain sizes ranging from
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hundreds of nanometers to tens of micrometers. The values of the material parameters are
summarized in Table 1. The references for determining these values are as follows. For the
gradient nano-grained Cu, existing experimental measurements show that the Young’s
modulus remains almost the same as the grain size changes [46]. Therefore, identical values
of Young’s modulus were used for both the nanocrystalline and microcrystalline models.
For FCC metals such as the copper used here, the value of the Taylor factor M was adopted
as 3.06, according to Kocks [47]. The value for the dynamic recovery constant 2 n0 was
adopted from Kim et al.’s work on the modelling of fine-grained Cu [48]. The values for
the Hall-Petch slope kHP and the lattice frictional stress σ0 of the microcrystalline Cu were
adopted from experimental data [49]. A previous experimental study [26] showed that kHP
decreases and σ0 increases as grain size decreases into the nanocrystalline region for copper.
Thus, a smaller kHP and a higher σ0 were used for the nanocrystalline Cu. The values for
the remaining parameters, where discrepancies existed between the nanocrystalline model
and the microcrystalline model, were determined by fitting the experimental stress-strain
curves of Cu with different grain sizes, i.e., 30 nm [50], 200 nm [2], 500 nm [51], and
36 µm [36]. These parameters include the Taylor factor α, proportionality factor ψ, dynamic
recovery factor k2, dynamic recovery constant 1 k20, geometric factor k3, reference grain size
de, and initial dislocation density ρ0. Note that according to the experimental data [52–54],
in the gradient metals produced by surface severe plastic deformation, such as surface
mechanical attrition treatment, the nanocrystallized surface region has a much higher
dislocation density, usually two orders higher than that of the untreated coarse-grained
matrix. Therefore, considering the huge difference in dislocation density between the
nanocrystalline and microcrystalline regions, zero initial dislocation density was adopted
for the microcrystalline Cu in our simulations.

Table 1. Material parameters for the gradient Cu.

Parameter Symbol Nanocrystalline Microcrystalline

Young’s modulus (GPa) E 121.1 121.1
Shear modulus (GPa) µ 42.1 42.1
Poisson’s ratio ν 0.36 0.36
Magnitude of the burgers vector (nm) b 0.256 0.256
Taylor factor M 3.06 3.06
Taylor constant α 0.26 0.37
Hall-Petch slope

(
MPa ·m1/2 ) kHP 0.12 0.14

Lattice frictional stress (MPa) σ0 48 20
Proportionality factor ψ 0.0385 0.0166
Dynamic recovery factor k2 17 2.2
Dynamic recovery constant 1 k20 12.28 1.6
Dynamic recovery constant 2 n0 21.25 21.25
Geometric factor k3 0.45 0.27
Reference grain size (µm) de 0.82 2.05
Initial dislocation density

(
m−2 ) ρ0 7× 1013 0

Grain size (µm) d <0.5 0.5–36

Figure 2 compares the model predictions and experimental results for true stress-strain
curves of the NC Cu and MC Cu. The results show that the model is capable of accurately
reproducing the mechanical responses of Cu with various grain sizes. Note that in order to
capture the deformation-induced strain softening in the surface of the gradient metal [34,36],
linear softening was adopted for the NC Cu after the uniform elongation was reached, as
illustrated in the inset of Figure 2. This simple form of linear softening was successfully
employed to study the shear band formation in Al/SiC nanolayers [55]. Here, the softening
slope was adopted as 0.1 GPa based on the experimental measurements [34,56,57], where
the softening slope of the nanocrystalline Cu under tension or compression was between
0.1 GPa and 1 GPa.
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2.2. Generation of the Gradient Microstructure

During deformation, shear bands preferentially form at sites where stress concen-
tration occurs [37,58]. Usually, stress concentration appears at the interfaces between
materials with contrasting mechanical properties, as shown in molecular dynamics simu-
lations [59,60]. Hence in gradient nano-grained metals, the stress concentration locations
pertain primarily to grain boundaries between grains with different grain sizes, which
can also be observed from the stress distribution maps obtained from molecular dynamics
simulations [61,62]. Therefore, in the current finite element model, the grain size gradient
microstructure of the gradient nano-grained Cu was explicitly generated using the Voronoi
tessellation method. Figure 3 summarizes the generation process, where the blue dots
correspond to the seeds, namely the control points, of each grain. First, the seeds are put at
the center of the ideally arranged grains (Figure 3a). Then, perturbations are applied to the
initial seed positions (Figure 3b), so that random grain boundaries can be developed, as
shown in Figure 3c. As indicated in Figure 3a, the grain size of the ith layer and the CG
core are denoted by di and dc, respectively. According to the experimental data [9,63], the
grain size distribution along the thickness direction in the gradient Cu follows the relation:

lg(d) = aghn + bg, (6)

where h and n are the distance from the surface of the material and the grain size distribution
index, respectively, and ag and bg are two constants. Once d1, dc, n, and the number of
layers in the GSL (k) are specified, ag and bg, as well as the grain sizes of the other layers (dk)
in the GSL, can be determined by solving the following equations, obtained by considering
the geometrical constraints between layers with different grain sizes:

lg(d1) = ag(d1/2)n + bg
lg(d2) = ag(d1 + d2/2)n + bg

...
lg(dk) = ag(d1 + d2 + · · ·+ dk/2)n + bg
lg(dc) = ag(d1 + d2 + · · ·+ dk + dc/2)n + bg

, (7)

Equation (7) can be solved numerically using MATLAB. Here the grain size of the kth

layer (dk) is the value calculated from Equation (6) at the center of the kth layer, i.e., at the
positions marked by the dashed lines in Figure 3a.
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(a) initial seed positions, (b) perturbed seed positions, and (c) schematic of the generated gradient grains.

2.3. The Finite Element Model for the Gradient Cu

Commercial finite element software, ABAQUS, was used here to conduct simulations.
Both 2D and 3D models were established for calculations. Figure 4 shows a typical 2D
finite element model with 28 homogeneous layers, where grain boundaries between layers
with different grain sizes are modeled. For the sake of computational efficiency, the
grain boundaries within each layer were eliminated. Our simulations show that this
simplification did not affect the final results because it is the grain boundaries between
the layers that induce strain localization and then the shear bands. In the 2D model, the
length of the model L (in the x-direction; refer to Figure 1 for the coordinate system) was
200 µm and the total thickness of the model H (in the y-direction) was 150 µm. Symmetrical
boundary conditions were used at the left and bottom boundaries, and a displacement
boundary condition was applied at the right boundary. Four-node plane strain elements
(CPE4; n = 568,916) and 1308 three-node plane strain elements (CPE3) were used in the
2D simulations. Detailed geometrical parameters for the 2D model are summarized in
Table 2. For the 3D model, considering the computational limitation, the length L (in the
x-direction), thickness H (in the y-direction), and width W (in the z-direction) of the model
were reduced to 4 µm, 50 µm and 1 µm, respectively. Because of the limited dimensions
of the 3D model, the periodic boundary condition was applied at the x and z directions.
The symmetric boundary condition was applied at the bottom plane. Eight-node reduced
integration linear brick elements (C3D8R; n = 376,050) were used in the 3D simulation. Due
to the huge computation cost, the 3D simulation was only conducted for verification of the
model.
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Table 2. Geometrical parameters of the 2D computational model.

Parameter Symbol Value

Length of the model (µm) L 200
Total thickness of the model (µm) H 150
Thickness of the GSL (µm) hg 25–100
Grain size of the topmost layer (nm) d1 100–300
Grain size of the CG core (µm) dc 36
Grain size distribution index n 0.1–2

3. Results and Discussions
3.1. Shear Band Multiplication in Gradient Nano-Grained Cu

Figure 5a shows the engineering stress-strain curves of the NG, gradient and CG Cu.
The points where the uniform elongation εu is reached are denoted by the symbol ‘×’. The
grain size of the NG and the CG Cu are 100 nm and 36 µm, respectively. For the gradient
structure, the surface grain size d1, core grain size dc, GSL thickness hg, and the grain
size distribution index n were adopted as 100 nm, 36 µm, 50 µm and 1, respectively. The
deformation behaviors of the three structures are compared in Figure 5b–g. Regions with
the equivalent plastic strain larger than 1 are enclosed by black dashed lines to highlight the
strain localization zone. Note that in this section, in order to induce nonlinear deformation
in the homogeneous structures, a notch with 0.5 µm in depth and 5 µm in width was
introduced at the top left corner of the three structures. As illustrated in Figure 5a, the
homogeneous NG and CG structures have the problem of strength-ductility trade-off.
That is, the NG Cu has a high yield strength (σY = 606.88 MPa) but very limited ductility
(εu = 1.2%), while the CG Cu has a low yield strength (σY = 61.81 MPa) but high ductility
(εu = 44.28%). This conundrum was solved in the gradient structure, which possesses a
high yield strength of 131.68 MPa and a uniform elongation (εu = 31.69%) comparable to
that of the CG structure.
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In order to explain the enhanced strength-ductility of the gradient structure, especially
how the large plastic strain was accommodated in the NG layers of the gradient structure,
the deformation behavior of the NG, gradient, and CG Cu were analyzed. As shown
in Figure 5b–g, the three structures exhibited distinct deformation behaviors. For the
NG structure, only two shear bands (indicated by the white arrows) were formed in the
material. Even at a very small, applied strain, e.g., ε = 4.8% (Figure 5c), the shear bands had
fully formed and extended across nearly the whole structure, resulting in the low ductility
of the NG Cu. This phenomenon is similar to those observed in molecular dynamics
simulations [64] and crystal plasticity simulations [65] for nanocrystalline metals, where a
major shear band was formed in the samples during deformation. For the CG structure,
due to the excellent strain hardening capability of the material, it could deform with a large
strain (i.e., εu = 44.28%) without the presence of apparent strain localization, as shown in
Figure 5f, and finally failed as the result of the formation of a neck (Figure 5g).

For the gradient structure, since the grain size in the surface region of the material was
in the nanoscale, shear bands were formed, as indicated by the white arrows in Figure 5d,e.
A more detailed illustration of the evolution of shear bands in the gradient Cu is presented
in Figure 6, where the applied strain ε varies from 4.5% to 31.69%. The dividing lines
between the CG core and the GSL are represented by the yellow lines. From Figure 6, it
is clear that the shear band in the gradient Cu started to form at a very small, applied
strain, e.g., ε = 4.5%, which is similar to the NG structure. This result is consistent with the
experiments by Yuan et al. [35], in which the shear band at the surface of the gradient IF steel
appeared at a very small applied strain of ~1%. However, because of the unique gradient
variation of grain size along the thickness direction of the material, the evolution of the
shear band in the surface nanocrystalline region was impeded by the coarse grains in the
core, and the shear bands were stopped inside the GSL. This phenomenon of coarse grains
blocking shear bands has also been observed in heterogeneous nanostructured metals [66].
As ε increased, the number of shear bands Ns gradually increased, e.g., from Ns = 1 at
ε = 4.5% to Ns = 6 at ε = 9%. The number of shear bands in the gradient Cu saturated
after ε = 14%, where a total number of nine shear bands were formed. This phenomenon is
in good agreement with experimental observations [37] where the density of shear bands
in the gradient nanostructured Ni showed a trend of first increasing then remaining almost
constant during tension. Therefore, the nanograins in the surface of the gradient structure
were stabilized by strain delocalization, i.e., shear band multiplication, rather than failing
rapidly as in the homogeneous NG structure. Through this mechanism, the gradient
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structure can achieve a high ductility while taking advantage of the high strength of the
NG layers on the surface, resulting in the excellent strength-ductility synergy.
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In order to further explore the strain delocalization effect in the gradient structure, the
plastic strain inside the shear bands of the different structures was analyzed. Figure 7 shows
the evolution of the equivalent plastic strain εp at the sites indicated by the red crosses in
Figure 5c,e, which are inside the shear bands in the NG and the gradient structures. The
results prove that the evolution of shear bands was restrained in the gradient structure.
First, compared to the NG structure, the formation of the shear band started later in the
gradient structure. That is, as indicated by the black arrow in the inset of Figure 7, the
rapid increase of εp in the NG structure started at around ε = 0.012, while in the gradient
structure the starting point was about ε = 0.028. Once εp began to escalate in the NG
Cu, it quickly reached a very high value, with just a tiny increase in the applied strain,
e.g., from εp = 1 to εp = 4 with an increase in ε of only 0.02. By contrast, the shear band
evolved slowly in the gradient structure. For example, to achieve the same increase in εp

as mentioned above, the applied strain ε had to be increased by 0.19, which is 9.5 times
that of the ε increase in the NG structure. This means that the evolution of shear bands was
suppressed in the gradient structure.
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3.2. Effects of Grain Size Distribution on Shear Band Formation

Figure 8a shows the engineering stress-strain curves of the gradient Cu with different
grain size distribution indexes n from 0.1 to 2. Uniform elongation is denoted by the
symbol ‘×’. The corresponding deformation behaviors of the gradient structures at uniform
elongation are depicted in Figure 8b–f. Regions with equivalent plastic strains εp larger
than 1 are enclosed by black dashed lines. Here the GSL thickness hg, surface grain size d1,
and core grain size dc were fixed at 75 µm, 100 nm, and 36 µm, respectively. The grain size
distributions along the thickness direction of the material for different n are shown in the
inset of Figure 8a, in which each dot on the curves represents one homogeneous layer in the
GSL of the gradient material. Different from the simulations in the last section, no notch was
introduced into the model in the current and subsequent sections since the non-uniform
deformation can be induced by the heterogeneous structure in the gradient Cu. The results
show that as n increases, the yield strength of the gradient material increases, while the
ductility decreases. For example, at n = 0.1, the yield strength σY of the gradient Cu was
79.9 MPa, which is nearly one-third of that of the material with n = 2, i.e., σY = 222.06 MPa.
However, the ductility of the former (εu = 40.58%) was more than twice that of the latter
(εu = 17.63%). An important contribution to the high ductility of the gradient Cu with low
n is the strain delocalization in the surface nanocrystalline region. As shown in the inset
of Figure 8b, a large number of shear bands were formed on the surface of the gradient
structure when n = 0.1. By contrast, only three shear bands were formed at n = 2, inducing
the low ductility of the material.
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3.3. Effect of Thickness of the Gradient Surface Layer on Shear Band Formation

Figure 9a compares the engineering stress-strain curves of the gradient Cu with dif-
ferent GSL thicknesses hg ranging from 25 µm to 100 µm. The uniform elongation is
represented by the symbol ‘×’. The corresponding deformation behaviors of the gradi-
ent structures at the uniform elongation εu are shown in Figure 9b–e. Regions with an
equivalent plastic strain εp larger than 1 are enclosed by black dashed lines. Here the
grain size distribution index n, surface grain size d1, and core grain size dc were adopted
as 1, 100 nm and 36 µm, respectively. The grain size distributions along the thickness
direction of the material for different hg are shown in the inset of Figure 9a. The results
show that the ductility of the gradient Cu declined as hg increased, while its yield strength
exhibited the opposite trend of increasing. For instance, from hg = 25 µm to hg = 100 µm,
the uniform elongation εu of the material decreased from 35.24% to 22.31%, but the yield
strength σY increased from 106.56 MPa to 187.81 MPa. As can be seen from Figure 9b,c, the
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difference in the shear band pattern of the gradient Cu with different hg is a major cause
of the discrepancy in ductility. When hg was small, a large number of shear bands were
formed at the surface of the material, e.g., Ns = 24 for the case of hg = 25 µm, delocalizing
plastic strain in the NG layers. By contrast, only 10 shear bands (Figure 9e) were induced
in the gradient structure with a large hg of 100 µm, which reduced the ductility of the
material.
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3.4. Effect of Grain Size of the Topmost Layer in GSL on Shear Band Formation

The engineering stress-strain curves of the gradient Cu with three distinct surface
grain sizes d1, i.e., 100 nm, 200 nm and 300 nm, are plotted in Figure 10a. On the curves, the
symbol ‘×’ denotes the uniform elongation. The core grain size dc, the GSL thickness hg,
and the grain size distribution index n were set to be 36 µm, 50 µm, and 1.5, respectively.
Figure 10b–d presents the corresponding deformation behavior of the gradient Cu with
different d1. It can be seen in Figure 10a that the ductility of the gradient material increased
as d1 increased, while its strength diminished. That is, for the case of d1 = 100 nm, the
uniform elongation εu and the yield strength σY of the material were 26.98% and 155.65 MPa,
respectively. When d1 increased to 300 nm, εu and σY of the material were 31.68% and
128.2 MPa, which are 117% and 82% of those of the values for the case of d1 = 100 nm,
respectively. The enhanced ductility of the gradient Cu with large d1 was attributed to the
strain delocalization effect at the surface of the material. From Figure 10b–d, we can see
that only five shear bands were formed in the case of d1 = 100 nm. By contrast, there were
13 shear bands in the gradient Cu when d1 was 300 nm, which is nearly three times the
number of shear bands in the gradient Cu with d1 = 100 nm. The large number of shear
bands delocalized the plastic strain in the NG layers of the material, and therefore elevated
the ductility.
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Figure 10. (a) Engineering stress-strain curves of the gradient Cu with surface grain size d1 ranging from 100 nm to
300 nm. Variations of the grain size d along the thickness direction of the material under different d1 are shown in the inset.
(b–d) Comparison of the shear band patterns of the gradient Cu with different d1 at the uniform elongation εu. Regions
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Figure 11 summarizes the relation between the uniform elongation εu and the number
of shear bands Ns of the gradient Cu. Four cases of grain size distribution indexes, i.e.,
n = 0.5, 1, 1.5, and 2, are considered here. For each curve in Figure 11, the GSL thickness
hg varied from 25 µm to 100 µm. The surface grain size d1 and the core grain size dc were
fixed at 100 nm and 36 µm, respectively. The results show that the uniform elongation,
i.e., ductility, of the gradient Cu was positively correlated with the number of shear bands
formed in the material. The highest ductility i.e., a uniform elongation of εp = 38.58%, was
achieved in the case with n = 0.5 and hg = 25 µm, where 50 shear bands were formed in the
material.
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3.5. Verification of the Computational Model

Figure 12 shows the comparison of the true stress-strain curves between the 3D
simulation and the experimental data [36]. In the simulation, the surface grain size d1,
the core grain size dc, and the volume fraction of the GSL were adopted from previous
experiments [36,67], and were 120 nm, 36 µm and 25%, respectively. The grain size
distribution index n was set to be 1.13. Figure 12 shows that the simulated stress-strain
curve of the gradient Cu was in good agreement with the experimental results. Moreover,
the yield strength σY and the uniform elongation εu of the gradient Cu from the simulation
were 127.24 MPa and 28.73%, respectively, which are close to those of the experimental
data, i.e., 150.48 MPa and 29.51%. Note that the constitutive model used in our simulations
was only solid before the uniform elongation was reached, since fracture mechanisms such
as the evolution of microcracks [68] were not considered in the model. Therefore, the drop
in the experimental stress-strain curve, which appears after the uniform elongation point
and is associated with the failure of the material, was not reflected in the model prediction.
The inset of Figure 12 shows the shear band pattern at the top surface (in the xz-plane; refer
to Figure 1 for the coordinate system) of the gradient Cu under the applied strain of ~12.5%
from both the simulation and the experiment [36]. It is clear that our model was able to
reproduce the shear band morphologies observed in the experiments.
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experimental data [36]. The strain distribution at the top surface (in the xz-plane) of the sample under
the applied strain of ~12.5% in both the simulation and the experiment are presented in the inset.
The experimental strain map was reprinted from [36] with permission from Elsevier.

4. Conclusions

In the present study, a computational model was established to study shear band
formation in gradient nano-grained Cu with a grain size variation from tens of nanometers
at the surface to tens of micrometers at the core. Our simulations revealed that the evolution
of a single shear band was suppressed in the gradient material, and strain delocalization
through shear band multiplication was achieved in the surface NG region of the material.
The gradient material, therefore, possesses a good strength-ductility synergy. We also
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showed that the number of shear bands in the gradient material was positively related with
uniform elongation, and the number of shear bands could be increased by decreasing the
grain size distribution index, decreasing the thickness of the grain size gradient region, or
increasing the grain size at the material surface. Our model was able to reproduce the stress-
strain curve and the shear band patterns of the gradient Cu obtained from experiments. It is
worth noting that strain rate may also affect shear band formation in gradient metals, since
previous experimental studies have shown that the mechanical behavior of the gradient
metals is rate-dependent [34,69]. We will investigate the influence of strain rate on shear
banding behavior of gradient metals in a future study.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, J.L.; methodology, T.C.; software, T.C.; formal analy-
sis, T.C.; investigation, T.C. and J.L.; resources, J.L.; data curation, T.C.; writing—original draft
preparation, T.C.; writing—review and editing, J.L. and T.C.; supervision, J.L.; project administra-
tion, J.L.; funding acquisition, J.L. Both authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This work was funded by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC)
(Grant No. 11872380), the Natural Science Foundation of Hunan Province (Grant Nos. 2019JJ50750,
2020JJ3043), and the start-up funding from Central South University, China.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Valiev, R. Nanostructuring of metals by severe plastic deformation for advanced properties. Nat. Mater. 2004, 3, 511–516.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Wang, Y.; Chen, M.; Zhou, F.; Ma, E. High tensile ductility in a nanostructured metal. Nature 2002, 419, 912–915. [CrossRef]
3. Ritchie, R.O. The conflicts between strength and toughness. Nat. Mater. 2011, 10, 817–822. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Sun, X.; Zhang, H.; Li, W.; Ding, X.; Wang, Y.; Vitos, L. Generalized Stacking Fault Energy of Al-Doped CrMnFeCoNi High-Entropy

Alloy. Nanomaterials 2019, 10, 59. [CrossRef]
5. Liu, Z.; Zhu, Y.; Jiao, D.; Weng, Z.; Zhang, Z.; Ritchie, R.O. Enhanced protective role in materials with gradient structural

orientations: Lessons from Nature. Acta Biomater. 2016, 44, 31–40. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
6. Fang, T.H.; Li, W.L.; Tao, N.R.; Lu, K. Revealing extraordinary intrinsic tensile plasticity in gradient nano-grained copper. Science

2011, 331, 1587–1590. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
7. Lu, K. Making strong nanomaterials ductile with gradients. Science 2014, 345, 1455–1456. [CrossRef]
8. Wei, Y.; Li, Y.; Zhu, L.; Liu, Y.; Lei, X.; Wang, G.; Wu, Y.; Mi, Z.; Liu, J.; Wang, H.; et al. Evading the strength-ductility trade-off

dilemma in steel through gradient hierarchical nanotwins. Nat. Commun. 2014, 5, 3580. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
9. Wu, X.; Jiang, P.; Chen, L.; Yuan, F.; Zhu, Y.T. Extraordinary strain hardening by gradient structure. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA

2014, 111, 7197–7201. [CrossRef]
10. Wu, X.L.; Yang, M.X.; Yuan, F.P.; Chen, L.; Zhu, Y.T. Combining gradient structure and TRIP effect to produce austenite stainless

steel with high strength and ductility. Acta Mater. 2016, 112, 337–346. [CrossRef]
11. Shao, C.W.; Zhang, P.; Zhu, Y.K.; Zhang, Z.J.; Tian, Y.Z.; Zhang, Z.F. Simultaneous improvement of strength and plasticity:

Additional work-hardening from gradient microstructure. Acta Mater. 2018, 145, 413–428. [CrossRef]
12. Zhu, Y.; Wu, X. Perspective on hetero-deformation induced (HDI) hardening and back stress. Mater. Res. Lett. 2019, 7, 393–398.

[CrossRef]
13. Zhu, Y.; Ameyama, K.; Anderson, P.M.; Beyerlein, I.J.; Gao, H.; Kim, H.S.; Lavernia, E.; Mathaudhu, S.; Mughrabi, H.; Ritchie, R.O.;

et al. Heterostructured materials: Superior properties from hetero-zone interaction. Mater. Res. Lett. 2020, 9, 1–31. [CrossRef]
14. Di Schino, A. Manufacturing and Applications of Stainless Steels. Metals 2020, 10, 327. [CrossRef]
15. Järvenpää, A.; Jaskari, M.; Kisko, A.; Karjalainen, P. Processing and Properties of Reversion-Treated Austenitic Stainless Steels.

Metals 2020, 10, 281. [CrossRef]
16. Huang, H.W.; Wang, Z.B.; Lu, J.; Lu, K. Fatigue behaviors of AISI 316L stainless steel with a gradient nanostructured surface layer.

Acta Mater. 2015, 87, 150–160. [CrossRef]
17. Chen, X.; Han, Z.; Li, X.; Lu, K. Lowering coefficient of friction in Cu alloys with stable gradient nanostructures. Sci. Adv. 2016, 2,

e1601942. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
18. Uusitalo, J.; Karjalainen, L.P.; Retraint, D.; Palosaari, M. Fatigue Properties of Steels with Ultrasonic Attrition Treated Surface

Layers. Mater. Sci. Forum 2008, 604-605, 239–248. [CrossRef]
19. Li, J.; Chen, T.; Chen, T.; Lu, W. Enhanced frictional performance in gradient nanostructures by strain delocalization. Int. J. Mech.

Sci. 2021, 201, 106458. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1038/nmat1180
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15286754
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature01133
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmat3115
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22020005
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano10010059
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2016.08.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27503833
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1200177
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21330487
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1255940
http://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4580
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24686581
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1324069111
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2016.04.045
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2017.12.028
http://doi.org/10.1080/21663831.2019.1616331
http://doi.org/10.1080/21663831.2020.1796836
http://doi.org/10.3390/met10030327
http://doi.org/10.3390/met10020281
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2014.12.057
http://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1601942
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27957545
http://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.604-605.239
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmecsci.2021.106458


Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 2468 15 of 16

20. Wang, Y.F.; Huang, C.X.; Wang, M.S.; Li, Y.S.; Zhu, Y.T. Quantifying the synergetic strengthening in gradient material. Scripta
Mater. 2018, 150, 22–25. [CrossRef]

21. Cao, R.; Yu, Q.; Pan, J.; Lin, Y.; Sweet, A.; Li, Y.; Ritchie, R.O. On the exceptional damage-tolerance of gradient metallic materials.
Mater. Today 2020, 32, 94–107. [CrossRef]

22. Zhang, Y.; Cheng, Z.; Lu, L.; Zhu, T. Strain gradient plasticity in gradient structured metals. J. Mech. Phys. Solids 2020, 140, 103946.
[CrossRef]

23. Wu, X.; Yang, M.; Li, R.; Jiang, P.; Yuan, F.; Wang, Y.; Zhu, Y.; Wei, Y. Plastic accommodation during tensile deformation of gradient
structure. Sci. China Mater. 2021, 64, 1534–1544. [CrossRef]

24. Wang, X.; Li, T.; Gao, Y. What really governs the upper bound of uniform ductility in gradient or layered materials? Extrem. Mech.
Lett. 2021, 48, 101413. [CrossRef]

25. Gleiter, H. Nanocrystalline materials. Prog. Mater. Sci. 1989, 33, 223–315. [CrossRef]
26. Meyers, M.A.; Mishra, A.; Benson, D.J. Mechanical properties of nanocrystalline materials. Prog. Mater. Sci. 2006, 51, 427–556.

[CrossRef]
27. Bordignon, N.; Piccolroaz, A.; Dal Corso, F.; Bigoni, D. Strain Localization and Shear Band Propagation in Ductile Materials.

Front. Mater. 2015, 2, 22. [CrossRef]
28. Rice, J.R. Localization of plastic deformation. In Proceedings of the 14th International Congress of Theoretical and Applied

Mechanics, Delft, The Netherlands, 30 August 1976.
29. Wei, Q.; Kecskes, L.; Jiao, T.; Hartwig, K.T.; Ramesh, K.T.; Ma, E. Adiabatic shear banding in ultrafine-grained Fe processed by

severe plastic deformation. Acta Mater. 2004, 52, 1859–1869. [CrossRef]
30. Jia, D.; Ramesh, K.T.; Ma, E. Effects of nanocrystalline and ultrafine grain sizes on constitutive behavior and shear bands in iron.

Acta Mater. 2003, 51, 3495–3509. [CrossRef]
31. Gunti, A.; Jana, P.P.; Lee, M.H.; Das, J. Effect of Cold Rolling on the Evolution of Shear Bands and Nanoindentation Hardness in

Zr41.2Ti13.8Cu12.5Ni10Be22.5 Bulk Metallic Glass. Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 1670. [CrossRef]
32. Greer, A.L.; Cheng, Y.Q.; Ma, E. Shear bands in metallic glasses. Mater. Sci. Eng. R Rep. 2013, 74, 71–132. [CrossRef]
33. Chen, M. A brief overview of bulk metallic glasses. NPG Asia Mater. 2011, 3, 82–90. [CrossRef]
34. Chen, W.; You, Z.S.; Tao, N.R.; Jin, Z.H.; Lu, L. Mechanically-induced grain coarsening in gradient nano-grained copper. Acta

Mater. 2017, 125, 255–264. [CrossRef]
35. Yuan, F.; Yan, D.; Sun, J.; Zhou, L.; Zhu, Y.; Wu, X. Ductility by shear band delocalization in the nano-layer of gradient structure.

Mater. Res. Lett. 2018, 7, 12–17. [CrossRef]
36. Wang, Y.; Guo, F.; He, Q.; Song, L.; Wang, M.; Huang, A.; Li, Y.; Huang, C. Synergetic deformation-induced extraordinary

softening and hardening in gradient copper. Mater. Sci. Eng. A 2019, 752, 217–222. [CrossRef]
37. Wang, Y.; Huang, C.; Li, Y.; Guo, F.; He, Q.; Wang, M.; Wu, X.; Scattergood, R.O.; Zhu, Y. Dense dispersed shear bands in

gradient-structured Ni. Int. J. Plast. 2020, 124, 186–198. [CrossRef]
38. Wang, Y.; Huang, C.; Li, Z.; Fang, X.; Wang, M.; He, Q.; Guo, F.; Zhu, Y. Shear band stability and uniform elongation of gradient

structured material: Role of lateral constraint. Extrem. Mech. Lett. 2020, 37, 100686. [CrossRef]
39. Li, J.J.; Soh, A.K. Modeling of the plastic deformation of nanostructured materials with grain size gradient. Int. J. Plast. 2012, 39,

88–102. [CrossRef]
40. Li, J.; Weng, G.J.; Chen, S.; Wu, X. On strain hardening mechanism in gradient nanostructures. Int. J. Plast. 2017, 88, 89–107.

[CrossRef]
41. Li, J.; Lu, W.; Chen, S.; Liu, C. Revealing extra strengthening and strain hardening in heterogeneous two-phase nanostructures.

Int. J. Plast. 2020, 126, 102626. [CrossRef]
42. Li, J.; Chen, S.; Weng, G.J.; Lu, W. A micromechanical model for heterogeneous nanograined metals with shape effect of inclusions

and geometrically necessary dislocation pileups at the domain boundary. Int. J. Plast. 2021, 144, 103024. [CrossRef]
43. Mecking, H.; Kocks, U.F. Kinetics of flow and strain-hardening. Acta Metall. 1981, 29, 1865–1875. [CrossRef]
44. Estrin, Y. Dislocation-Density-Related Constitutive Modeling. In Unified Constitutive Laws of Plastic Deformation; Krausz, A.S.,

Krausz, K., Eds.; Academic Press: San Diego, CA, USA, 1996; pp. 69–106.
45. Hall, E.O. The Deformation and Ageing of Mild Steel: III Discussion of Results. Proc. Phys. Soc. Sect. B 1951, 64, 747. [CrossRef]
46. Li, W.L.; Tao, N.R.; Lu, K. Fabrication of a gradient nano-micro-structured surface layer on bulk copper by means of a surface

mechanical grinding treatment. Scripta Mater. 2008, 59, 546–549. [CrossRef]
47. Kocks, U.F. The relation between polycrystal deformation and single-crystal deformation. Metall. Mater. Trans. B 1970, 1,

1121–1143. [CrossRef]
48. Kim, H.S.; Estrin, Y.; Bush, M.B. Plastic deformation behaviour of fine-grained materials. Acta Mater. 2000, 48, 493–504. [CrossRef]
49. Hansen, N. Hall–Petch relation and boundary strengthening. Scripta Mater. 2004, 51, 801–806. [CrossRef]
50. Wang, Y.M.; Wang, K.; Pan, D.; Lu, K.; Hemker, K.J.; Ma, E. Microsample tensile testing of nanocrystalline copper. Scripta Mater.

2003, 48, 1581–1586. [CrossRef]
51. Lu, L.; Chen, X.; Huang, X.; Lu, K. Revealing the maximum strength in nanotwinned copper. Science 2009, 323, 607–610. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
52. Li, W.; Xu, W.; Wang, X.; Rong, Y. Measurement of microstructural parameters of nanocrystalline Fe–30wt.%Ni alloy produced by

surface mechanical attrition treatment. J. Alloys Compd. 2009, 474, 546–550. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scriptamat.2018.02.039
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.mattod.2019.09.023
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmps.2020.103946
http://doi.org/10.1007/s40843-020-1545-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eml.2021.101413
http://doi.org/10.1016/0079-6425(89)90001-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2005.08.003
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmats.2015.00022
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2003.12.025
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-6454(03)00169-1
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano11071670
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.mser.2013.04.001
http://doi.org/10.1038/asiamat.2011.30
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2016.12.006
http://doi.org/10.1080/21663831.2018.1546238
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2019.03.020
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2019.08.012
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eml.2020.100686
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2012.06.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2016.10.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2019.11.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2021.103024
http://doi.org/10.1016/0001-6160(81)90112-7
http://doi.org/10.1088/0370-1301/64/9/303
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scriptamat.2008.05.003
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF02900224
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-6454(99)00353-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scriptamat.2004.06.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-6462(03)00159-3
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1167641
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19179523
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2008.06.136


Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 2468 16 of 16

53. Li, W.; Liu, P.; Ma, F.; Rong, Y. Microstructural characterization of nanocrystalline nickel produced by surface mechanical attrition
treatment. J. Mater. Sci. 2009, 44, 2925–2930. [CrossRef]

54. Bahl, S.; Suwas, S.; Ungàr, T.; Chatterjee, K. Elucidating microstructural evolution and strengthening mechanisms in nanocrys-
talline surface induced by surface mechanical attrition treatment of stainless steel. Acta Mater. 2017, 122, 138–151. [CrossRef]

55. Bigelow, S.; Shen, Y.-L. Indentation-Induced Shear Band Formation in Thin-Film Multilayers. Front. Mater. 2017, 4, 25. [CrossRef]
56. Champion, Y.; Langlois, C.; Guerin-Mailly, S.; Langlois, P.; Bonnentien, J.L.; Hytch, M.J. Near-perfect elastoplasticity in pure

nanocrystalline copper. Science 2003, 300, 310–311. [CrossRef]
57. Li, Y.J.; Blum, W.; Breutinger, F. Does nanocrystalline Cu deform by Coble creep near room temperature? Mater. Sci. Eng. A 2004,

387–389, 585–589. [CrossRef]
58. Jia, N.; Roters, F.; Eisenlohr, P.; Raabe, D.; Zhao, X. Simulation of shear banding in heterophase co-deformation: Example of plane

strain compressed Cu–Ag and Cu–Nb metal matrix composites. Acta Mater. 2013, 61, 4591–4606. [CrossRef]
59. Ward, D.K.; Curtin, W.A.; Qi, Y. Aluminum–silicon interfaces and nanocomposites: A molecular dynamics study. Compos. Sci.

Technol. 2006, 66, 1151–1161. [CrossRef]
60. Zhou, Y.; Hu, M. Mechanical behaviors of nanocrystalline Cu/SiC composites: An atomistic investigation. Comput. Mater. Sci.

2017, 129, 129–136. [CrossRef]
61. Cao, P. The Strongest Size in Gradient Nanograined Metals. Nano Lett. 2020, 20, 1440–1446. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
62. Li, L.; Fang, Q.; Li, J.; Wu, H. Origin of strengthening-softening trade-off in gradient nanostructured body-centred cubic alloys. J.

Alloys Compd. 2019, 775, 270–280. [CrossRef]
63. Lu, K.; Lu, J. Nanostructured surface layer on metallic materials induced by surface mechanical attrition treatment. Mater. Sci.

Eng. A 2004, 375–377, 38–45. [CrossRef]
64. Rupert, T.J. Strain localization in a nanocrystalline metal: Atomic mechanisms and the effect of testing conditions. J. Appl. Phys.

2013, 114, 033527. [CrossRef]
65. Li, S.; Zhou, J.; Ma, L.; Xu, N.; Zhu, R.; He, X. Continuum level simulation on the deformation behavior of nanocrystalline nickel.

Comput. Mater. Sci. 2009, 45, 390–397. [CrossRef]
66. Wang, Y.F.; Huang, C.X.; He, Q.; Guo, F.J.; Wang, M.S.; Song, L.Y.; Zhu, Y.T. Heterostructure induced dispersive shear bands in

heterostructured Cu. Scripta Mater. 2019, 170, 76–80. [CrossRef]
67. Wang, X.; Li, Y.S.; Zhang, Q.; Zhao, Y.H.; Zhu, Y.T. Gradient Structured Copper by Rotationally Accelerated Shot Peening. J. Mater.

Sci. Technol. 2017, 33, 758–761. [CrossRef]
68. Yuan, C.; Fu, R.; Sang, D.; Yao, Y.; Zhang, X. The tensile properties and fracture behavior of gradient nano-grained/coarse-grained

zirconium. Mater. Lett. 2013, 107, 134–137. [CrossRef]
69. Yin, F.; Hu, S.; Xu, R.; Han, X.; Qian, D.; Wei, W.; Hua, L.; Zhao, K. Strain rate sensitivity of the ultrastrong gradient nanocrystalline

316L stainless steel and its rate-dependent modeling at nanoscale. Int. J. Plast. 2020, 129, 102696. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s10853-009-3386-y
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2016.09.041
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmats.2017.00025
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1081042
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2003.11.086
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2013.04.029
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2005.10.024
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2016.12.014
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.9b05202
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31944115
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2018.10.137
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2003.10.261
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.4815965
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2008.10.017
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scriptamat.2019.05.036
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmst.2016.11.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matlet.2013.05.142
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijplas.2020.102696

	Introduction 
	Model Description 
	Constitutive Model for Gradient Cu 
	Generation of the Gradient Microstructure 
	The Finite Element Model for the Gradient Cu 

	Results and Discussions 
	Shear Band Multiplication in Gradient Nano-Grained Cu 
	Effects of Grain Size Distribution on Shear Band Formation 
	Effect of Thickness of the Gradient Surface Layer on Shear Band Formation 
	Effect of Grain Size of the Topmost Layer in GSL on Shear Band Formation 
	Verification of the Computational Model 

	Conclusions 
	References

