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Abstract

A special set of constitutive equations is formulated to predict elastic-plastic strain hardening

responses of porous metals. Including the effect of the material’s strain hardening in the yield

function, the constitutive equations are capable of showing no dip phenomena in uniaxial strain

compression and predicting work-hardening response for plastically precyled porous metal.
The proposed constitutive equations are compared with experimental data for porous tungsten.
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