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progress of the particle reinforced composites coatings

1 -
Mori-Tanaka mean-field homogenization scheme, a ductile fracture model is established, which can describe damage
composite coatings are carried out

Abstract Combining a microscopic damage model based on the Gologanu-Leblond-Devaux constitutive behavior with
compared with experimental results of laser-cladding H13-TiC composite coatings
maximum fracture strain is in certain range
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