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Quasi-Circular Mapping Ultrasonic Evaluation Method for GH4169 Grain Size
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Abstract: The structure of GH4169 is so complex that it is difficult to be evaluated accurately with a single
ultrasonic parameter. However, the multi-parameter ultrasonic evaluation (MUE) method has a problem in
selecting a reasonable parameter set. Therefore, a new full-parameter ultrasonic evaluation method is
proposed to introduce quasi-circular mapping into evaluation. All ultrasonic parameters are projected into the
space of a two-dimensional circle. A projection polygon is constructed, and the second-order features with
global ultrasonic information are extracted. Then the high-order polynomial fitting is carried out with the
grain size, and the evaluation problem is transformed into an optimization problem with minimum fitting
error and quasi-circular mapping parameters as design variables. Finally, the grey wolf optimization is used
to solve and obtain the final all-parameter ultrasonic evaluation model. The experimental results show that
compared with other ultrasonic evaluation methods, the new method has the characteristics of high accuracy
and good robustness.

Key words: GH4169; grain size; quasi-circular mapping; ultrasonic evaluation

EL2TB:HE A KRB 4 (61961030, 61866025, 61866026) ¥¢ W 15 H 5 Jo it K I 4% A 2 7 &6 & 45 52 8 5 JF ik % 4
(EW201708505)%¢ Bh I [ ; 117545 A SRRl 2% 3 4 (20181BAB202025) % B3 [ 5 V1.5 45 1 4B £ A1 387 F1 BA 31 %1 (2018BCB24008)¥¢
B A ;g S K2R AR AT L R 42 (Y C2019023) % B30 A

s HHE:2019-12-13; 18T H#8:2020-03-14



240 F.GHA169 M4 R oy £ H ek g4 M5 % 211

\

51

[l

PR RS A GHA169 HoA R AT 9 & I 5 B8 R0 SUA0 8 vk g, 93z 1 F T =S R s L s e
Ak AL I A EE A R R T T T R AR Ak R v N AT o b R B % 57 S S0 A O AU
B0, PR FCAILA P BB 32 R RO ST 08 52 i i 2 SORT A 2 R AT it R RO A ) A o A B L
GH4169 2H 45 by 52 2% , 33 X R ) J7 2 488 118 7 B iy ok o it RS 0 T 2 il 28 0 ISR 38 R B AR T
ANE R EEE Z2 A 875 RRE S 800 A2 0 A [ R2 B2 04 52 B 75 A 0 vk B VE B DE A GHA4169 &k R
RE:OR IS

FE IR B AL G S BN O 1k © BOIE W JE A A RO B TR S A I AL A R A SR
3 Ao B IBOHT Y 7 R S BOR BRI 15 22 o AR S5 155 S HIUR AR 5 v 0 W 75 X TE AN A P 1 5
M), 51 A 8 B0 A28 43 M U 8 RIS 5 vh B M 7S M5 3RS S B AR IR AR 5, DIl S R RS Y
VRN REAY . LiSEPDe— U RO I 3 ) B A A0 43 A, B30 %t A RO~ 748 b 5088 1 R o o U R B
B IR LS SVR 5 G 0 dihn ROSF 47T RAE o 75 7 S5 ok RO 5 8 75 75 SR il R B R
XF 2219 B G 4 B BE 1Y b RL RO BEAT T O RIE Al

A RHZH ZUA5 48 ) 728 Ak 25 5 B0 2 b R R IR S 8000 [ B ek TG AS B2 DA A 7SRRI 2 800
B RS FEAT UR RV A B8 B S i 1 o 2 i S ST Bl — YR ORI IR X T R T D 10 R DR, A
BT R R D FR RO T R R A e R O R T OB G R ORN R R AN HE AT IEE . R R
S Y B A R R M A BT R L S R S R IR A RO AR TP R R I SR . B
G A O AR A O V)X P S B0 AT O 0 A A R AT B 0 B4R R AE S80S SRR AT R A
H VA B Y 22 2808 AT (Mlulti-parameter ultrasonic evaluation, MUE)BE Y

X R RS #E 17 2 Z 4007 U B 2 808 0 3 1R 02 DG B BR 15 22— R R DG i U 7 3 BB 2 5 o B
JIT 3 R AR AR OC B B R A IR, ik i AL R A8 R T A AR AR AR B I LA T MR A R R T
VR i o S (B i S5 i UOBE A5 A 00 Ak T R 2 SRR A0 25 ) 1 55 i B A v 2 s ] e S 2 G 4 [
23 (], FL A 38 5 AR A2 ) 2 AR L A R AR AN [ B BB T 483X Ol R A AR S H00HR OB Y
T RRAE R R AR TR I BOR T

AR SC LA T 4 M P R R S 508 W GHAL69 ffokr R A A B AE R M S B e v o B AR, R 2
(5] e 55 7 oK 4 S 2 TR 2 ) M R A 2 008 OT SR IR 4 )R 7S 15 L 00 B R AIE 5 T
5 SR R 3047 85 By 2 500 A5 B A ()8 Ak DAL 18 25 e/ H AR 2 [ B 5 2 880 0048 o
9G4l ) R 5 i J ) AR R ORG AL B 12 R A AR A B 4 1 42 S 80R 75 PE M R 8
1 BHRTREEFESHIRR

Xof 32 4 £ ak AN [R) B i UL R AR R Ak B AY GHA169 HEAT 4 AR I, 78 4 A1 S 30 F WLEE 21 A 4 41
TESANE 1 F7R o TES Rl 8B iR BE AR T & N iR iy diobr AR 28 & A T A8 4k - 78 1020 "CLAR i), i Fifi
A U E T T e, O AH B MV A L dORL LR T AR B O (RS B B AR A RO B0 5 7 1 020 "CLL L, SR A2 I
L AR 114 3G R 23 B A I R O T

{ff I Tmaged FCPE X GHA169 AL HEAT i SR ORI BB AL S, i A5 D = 27/ S/ 3 50F 4
B D, ¥ R RERIER LRI Y =(Y,, Y, -, Yy), i NERIR R S

HEFAE 5 1R S Olympus5077PR MR ik vp it & 5 A1 10 MHz i A112S 10/0.25 5 i 42 fih =8 &
TR AL A, BB A DS S 0 R4l (1 /2 Picoscope3027 R4 K B 15 3k I 4% 2 53 kE (4 55 3 &, 4
TR RE 1] 22 U IV ol 2 558 05 00 A 75 AR S B S B o AR W 0 4 I 7 P 398 0 AR v 22 0 A 22 D)



212 B HRE B L Jowrnal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 35, No. 2, 2020

BEU R B CF 2 8 o AR E 2 @ i 22 @) K ARk R CR I E B AR E 2 B 22 ) . — VRIS T [ 39 4 2%
W LT WG B[] 3 B R W fEL (P, Pro) R B PR ET LI B M R R A X =
(X19X29"'9XN)7 /E\: I:F' Nj‘jﬁ:t*i/l\ﬁ ,X[:(;}i,;i,“',P[):(I},I?,"',Ii‘w), :/H\: I:P M:].Z jﬂﬁ)::gq%:‘ffﬁ
g&%[o

() 990 °C+40%E T & (b) 1 000 °C+25%Z & (c) 1 010 °C+40%35 T &
(a) 990 °C+40% deformation (b) 1 000 °C+25% deformation (c) 1010 °C+40% deformation

(d) 1 020 °C+40%ETE & (e) 1030 °C+H40%AETL & (f) 1 060 °C+40%2 T &
(d) 1 020 °C+40% deformation (e) 1 030 °C+40% deformation (f) 1 060 °C+40% deformation

El 1 GH4169 @il A 4 A [ e i R s 28 o T 19 4 A4 U 3

Fig.1 Microstructure of GH4169 superalloy under different forging temperature and forging deformation

2 tHX#THR

2.1 BESHBEEMRMUEFE

WSRO TRV 7, 1 SR X IR BEAT AR RS R TR R AR SRR I, SR 5 R AR OGP T UM
FERRAE S 8 b 1 £ 5 R R T B A OG Y B — EAE B 5 R B A SR Y = f (o) X B0 A R A R R
SPHEATRAE o ANTE 2 T Sk VA AR R (1 LA R s AR R S D0 R B — B R IE o, € X KF
M I 1 FURE FRAEFE 43 AR SR R SE, T8 12 e B Fe AR OS5 44 2 24 19 R IR A & iR R

MUE J7 & 76 B0 2 B0 75 DF 7 25 0 3 il 1, 0 95 A4~ B DA b 8 75 R AiE 2 880 i b R 1647 B
[ PPHr o AR AL 2 BT 7% kg TP A0 4SS 280 1 LA g el o R, A O e T U 36 B 75 R AT oo, © X, 4R I ) S5 v 5
' =L (2 ) B LB RFAE o 1% T 6 R A 1 B R B B R e, 2 R G 1 o G  EUA OA
AIE (1 0] R, AT 5 B8OPF- 1 D 0 2R A8, 56 i it B RS 1 R AR 25 2R
2.2 EEMHEFE

5 [ W S5y T LK i 2 AR e S A B P A D) S i A AR HE R B — A B R
JE J& Fy AUH B o Ak R A RS U IR B R RS 15 (B N A TR DR AR UG R M R 2 A
W ok TR 2 AR B TR A R BRI A SRR S AR A

HBW1 BARTAEE X 45 Q AT — (R AR FE A5 Q = (q1.q0++ qur o q0)s qu N QTS



240 F.GH4169 M ER T LA mHR ZF:N 7 ik 213

A PE LR T
Y=Y, Y, -+, ¥
] WE. BEERETROVR 0 l ______
: r 7
WL e XH 7] |
REAEEE SN Ly ] :
X=X, X, X [T iﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁmﬁ%i
X=(x, 22, ++, x) [ DE X : Y= ) [T (D i
i |
2 SR

B2 B HOE T i & MUE 5 i BB 280 ) 1

Fig.2 Model construction of single-parameter ultrasonic evaluation and MUE methods
dHEMEIE . d=1,2,---,D
HT2 KREEHE 75 2 1A AR R PR OB FE— BB =5 [, 48] 3 577 .
He QB £ B A KRB 2) 3 A AR RO C b, HC 2k il A A B 7R
Ed:(Edz-,Edy):(Cosaw sina,) (1)

K Ey,, E o W AERL S 5 E  BIRE AR AR TR 0, = % (d — 1) 4 e 5 i 55 AR AR AR R Kl i e
SBT3 BELAME f QIKKEHE BRI ML W DA EE A, A 3 PR . R ALY

TEZE B 25 [|] (5.0 O 5 4k BE 5l i E, WL b 808 R 1 BB O Wi ey D (1), ot B AT

D(I))=qur, 2)
s, Ry g EX R L | R B B AL 0< r, < 1. i
BB FARIUTHL KA A1, ) — A ST Tl
RFAR R R Z I L LI, M3 PR . Wit NG 7(1"
5 QUM ——X KR UL O E R A R s E g [ AN
ilmﬁ,ﬁzs@@zmﬁ,ﬁﬁsﬁ%/\tﬁ 1 PNA N L
'- VO T A
P=(P ZD Jcosa;, ED )sina; (3) '\\ % l," \\ ",:' I,'
K P AP, U L PR AR \\ o A \‘x”,
5 [ e 42— ol 7 106 24 2 ] 6 3 1 48 8008 0 3 7 1 , B NV .-,
4 125 240 WA WS 2 6 IR 2 I, e 2 0O L MG W S 0 0 Eon

B IR R R AR & R B AR R Ry 8 R C R P

"y L - Fig.3 Quasi-circular space C, projection
SEAEL 4 R AE AT R SR O AR R o : y Pt JP

. J— point I, and geometric center
g S 1

3 KEMHEBEITMTIE

e P 288 [T e S5 5[] e 4 0SB 7 R AR S B B AR I N S R R B 2 001 SR ICA SRy
R S B R AR B 2 O A AR R IR ks RO AT 2 I s AL iR 22 /b o i F
b, % T RRAE i R SRR I e S R AR AT A SRR DG L DR MR B AR A 28 T e S 2 8
(B &), MT R B AL T LS e B A BTH S B U5 280, fe 20 7 28 B W SRR 75 3T (Quasi-



214 B HRE B L Jowrnal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 35, No. 2, 2020

circular mapping ultrasonic evaluation, QCMUE i #Y
3.1 ETEREMSN_HEBFFMERRGE

T8 26 189 25 i) v S [ 8 P RRAE 2 B 5% 52 A0 8 AR BT (), HG v P AR AR S H R T AR e Rk
PR B AR A RN . S IR X = (X, X, e X ) R R S I 5 [ i MR B R AR B
wmr

L1 REBRFSERE X, =(x,xf, - 2 F LB 2 17 ex LT HeT 8 HEy AT

MBS AT L= (1,2, ,j, -, M ); SR R BRHEIT | 189K L 76 AH N7 48 32 Al e 218100 1) 3% 2k 1 3% Xt
I 85 o5 AE Y BB AN /H ﬁiﬂ’]ﬂi ERICAERER, = (1,7, ), [ B 52 5 e A T3
XL S I fAIE AT A, = (01,05, ,0u)-

B2 BWHLHE X = ()., 2)RIBIT LR R X, = (2} 2], 2], 2, % X, 317

H— A B2 X, = (61,04, brr)o
A3 KEAEEME A 4T A LAR R T LR A OB ME2E A2 ) 0 57 25 ), dn ] 4
B o B X AL B A RO A AR B OIR C b, 2 2 5l i i AR AR R s
E,=(E, E,)=/(r,;cosa;,r;sina;) (4)
0 j=1

AP E, YR S E R AR AR L E T 5 R E AL B, @, = 2]»710 o i< M
- VA

Y P R

LA AR R ZR Kl B R A
B4 BRRAME  IRIESEBBG 7k O X HOREB 2 2 0 2s ME B 1, 305 5 1 36
L O W) D (1), BRI 22 0 F
D(I)=b;r, (5)
K. 0<r, <R,j=1,2, .M.
L AR R R N
I' =(I,,1,)=(D(I)cosa;,D(I)sina;) (6)
LA B R I RS T O B8 kL A B
HHS ZBr@F MR KRGE R S Z e
'Ly, 2 R 5@ AR IESBOE M —— X R E R . 2P
N K TR T 4 Rl S (R B I AR R . i 4 TR, 2B
i@ﬂ?%ﬂlﬂ‘],%Elﬁj‘%ﬂiiﬂ%giﬁ%%%ﬂviﬁl%AII*OIZ*,---,AL\}OH,
X MA = AMIE R AR N Z 08 1L - Ly B RS, 10038 2o 7 55 A0
ABBERY K2 16 (4 B2 AR ISR AR Sy 22 30 ﬂ/Jl—]kL,ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ/z}ﬁﬁ

E Z, G+ + = E \/ J+1 jj‘ ZJF(I(*;'H))’_IJ;)Z =+

K4 21
Fig.4 Projected polygon I} I, ---I;

V(L — L)Y+ (I, — L) (7)

1

Z AL 01 M\)m[ (8)

X LA ZHIEW K S AL =1, M.
3.2 ﬁl’lﬂaa*ﬁﬁﬂ'ﬁ‘]%ﬁﬁ%lﬁiﬁwéﬁﬂ
A 22 0 5 [ U5 3 A0 e DG A 19 REV AR A T on e B 2 I B LS AR R L, S 5 L



249 F:GHA169 &b R+ a9 % B w2 5 3 7 % 215

RoF Y ZRIBEHR . s BT

n k
Y = foemue (L,S)=2c+ 3] 34, LS’ (9)

A YO AUA 1 B0 SORL RS 5 20, A R 157 B9 4805 B8 R 2005 0 g UL 55 Y 114 e i B K
3.3 £ UBFINKAEGESH KRBT E

TR 8 i A AR D SRR R LTRSS AR R D UL B R Y O T AR AE Y R B
B S LA BRI SR, 5 SCER(9, L2 IR A SCLL Y 5 YT Z I i AR 22 Ak B . A4k B AR R
NGUE T PN RS I, R EOU A AR s/ ME, BT ATEfE A S ES 8. a iR 22 M5 208

2y =y
err — MT (10)
R cerr XL XFR 25, N g H875 HRAE S 80T A B RE B, Y O SRR I A R R ST Y R R R )
A AR R
XA HAREAT 4 )5 S0, 82 2 e fE S50 Ak B AR =
Find A=(A0,4,s¢=(L, R, A,) 1D

min err
AL Eo3 A LA AR S ORI 2K B O S

TF 22 S BOR AR 0 B AR L 3R

$BA1 FE B RX RRR T Y BB L, AR R, Jef A, KR L 35 X, X X iF
FAA—fL b BEAS 5 X,

FB2 KX HBEELONRL CERR RS2 ) RS R, A, T E RS B IR
WERAGY SR R Z NI R BRI L, S, FIHO) L,S 5 YT 200G 15 24004 A
IR, IR FH R (L0 B LA R 2% err.

HIS I Y AT err 2 75454 BOR 2, W H S B e S S8 LA B B8 7 L IR R R 1
3.4 QCMUE F%iki2

S5 R AT AL AT DL A [ W S O ik ke A R PR R IR S B AT R AR S R R A R .
Xt B R AR d R RS ST A R A o AR v, DLRLA R 25 g/ S H R O Ak 1], )R IR RO Ak 5
E R A

ARFE DR A RV D2 AR 0 DR 0 1 A Ao AR 1 o BRI — o A o B AR I R B B, SO
FIRAR K A3 7 o R BAR O AT w IR o TR AF L Ak 55 1 A 500 2 2 v B AL A1) A AR i B (0 S i), o AR LB
TR O ARXSAE Wy AT A2 R4 R Ll i 2 kARS8 RS 00 B (A R R AR ) AR DA O B b E I AR
Wy or B R A L B AR

QCMUE Jy & H BARF B m AT

WA XA RRE SR X AT HER 45 A AT L5 40 18 HE P 7 20 13 4 ot 3200 15000 19 B B 1 o M
NP B AR, 25 RAE A AR R B JE AT IR A3 AR R B Je 1 IB A M AL

W2 IRML FH X, 6 X AT — b B AR X, AE A A AR AR R P DUELR O S B
AR R AL A B 23 [, 4 X LUAH N A e £ Ok 3 52 28 28 18 4 () T i 4 B85 ki 1 E RN A5 T

W3 RKEED A8 A i WOW A 20850 4 s 5 BT 19 2 3008, 3 B R AE = A K
L ERS.



216 B HRE B L Jowrnal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 35, No. 2, 2020

TB,A K L,SHYHESIFMER, 5IAE B foenos(()VBEFT 20 H A0 BR, 75 24815 J5 19 i okE
Rty

SB5 W — Ak B RRGER10)), 888 — A8 Ak B BR ]8R (1)), A TTRS T4 455 250 f g 2 55y
SR A AT Ak 1R R

HEE6 RO AL 5 1 %0 A 25 ) EAT 000, T4 0 9 25 T e 5 S B SR B SR
fif DA T AT, BT 52 002 A fponnieo

4 = Ly

AR IR 50 A Rt FH AR R 5 TR B A GHA169, B I X 1Z MR AT T 4 AR AR B 75 A, - e T
32X I AR A, b 30 4IR30 A A FY TR AR 42 P iy S 52 30, 0 2y 2 A a0 R A P T R A 4 A0 i T
SHy L MR AR AR S2 B SR R SF SR T,=12.809 um, T,=35.276 pm. L4940 %15 25 (X (10)7E S #E
A N R R P i 40 AT A A 5 LA S B ) i {55 55 18 005 1 152 2 RARTN 15 25 A Sl AR 4 A1 B R Y g
DA A o 0 38 22 (8 B A % i 22 (8 3 3 = an R

err=Y — Y’ (12)
Y Y
Y
A Y R BRI A SRR YT R SR A Y SR RS err SINRR 2508, R, ARG R 25 0H

Kot 3 56 A4 Rk 43 S A6 FH B2 B IR i \MUE J7 3 FUAS SCHR 1 7 35 4 AR T A5 280 1) 2k E 43
B 5 000, X5 b 4 D PEAN D7 VR B PR RE o RE AR SCHR B D v R 2 T S 2 HIORI S R A0 2 R0 o o i R
A Sl T GWO L 3% (Grey wolf optimization, GWO)!M  MFO 4k 5 ¥ (Moth flame optimiza-
tion, MFO)!" WOA 1 fb % 7 (Whale optimization algorithm , WOA )M SSA i fb 5 75 (Salp swarm al-
gorithm, SSA)WEFT SHPE T, % b 4 Fp 8k g HERE .

4.1 BSHBFITFNAENER ST ST

PR — 8 7 REAE S 06T R RS B SRR B AN — | 38 38 FH e 7 5 B K YRR 7R REAIE S 805 R R
PEAT LG, IO A O A R PR PP AN BEAY L A Ty R A SRV 45 R 5 2 E R TU AR BE /NI R IR
G, TGOV 45 40 52 2 i BR R o IR A 2 5 o th BB AU R B 1 1

T 36 B A A R P A I B 4 BT 120 P R A S 8, AR SR (9], B IO 0 C L BE R R B
I AE a KT e RO A B 5 R R S 2 (4 S R AT A SRR A A P S R i 4 BT 5 R
ARSI RSP RE I 3 o J3 O 22 3SR R R R AR AR P R R 5 A AR IE S B O Rt 2L anfEl 5
7R A A I 8 158 25 FNAR R 22 22 N 1 7 o

MATEL S W] UL, Sy B A B2 P 486 A5 70 fi 11 (00 R 7 AR AR 2 008 S B e U0 T A5 14 7 REE S 80 AR R
PSR S . 3R I A HLA 1A 5 I A D S 0L R R B 2%t B 2 WY I 0 O A% AT, L rp AR X
LN RBOEAXS T H AR 2MH 5 IF OB TEAE AL N BB RE b dw 22 o 7 B 7R 7 2 di ok R 5~
15 e 38 Bl Y #0065 (1 D 225 552 B 80 R 658/ o

NFE 1AL UL, o A G0 8 75 I AR AR A AR A B R I T L o 3P T IR AR R 25 AE R 25 1 A K A
Byt oz  Jorp AR AT AR et RECGE I MERB B 22 . MNBEKAEAS T 76 75 30 R I AN 15 2258 2.39 pm R X 12 22
9 18.66%0 B T H AR 280 ik o MK FEA T, 76 58 R HOE T 09 3F M 12 22y 3.15 pum AR X 1R 25
8.92% M T H A 28 Iy vk o TE IR GO 25 44 52 2% (1) GHAL69 , 1% 48 8 75 125 T 1k [ B 2 4> DU A A F
W25 AT o D, B 208 75 YA vk JC TR HE A B it R R RV

R, = X 100% (13)




249 F:GHA169 &b R+ a9 % B w2 5 3 7 % 217

= o o
= i =
K K K
s 5 L L L ) 2 5 L L L ) it 5 L L ! y
01 03 05 07 09 0.1 03 05 07 09 01 03 05 07 09
HEFEE/(mes') TR AKAB / mm AR RS R B
(2) FEIE5 dp b RS T S4B R (b) FEBALS Wk R T HE R (c) HRELNE RES AR R SF
Fthz Flliz RRZIEGES
(a) Relationship curves between the (b) Relationship curves between the (c) Relationship curves between the
sound velocity and average attenuation coefficient and relative non-linear coefficient
grain size average grain size and average grain size

PS5 3FER S HOR S I DL TEAE A5 A BB BY 1R B8 3 A7 X L
Fig.5 Model performance analysis and comparison of three single-parameter ultrasonic evaluation methods in sample

sets

F1 3MBSHEF TN EREEAREIIREERE NI L
Table 1 Comparison of three single-parameter ultrasonic evaluation methods for model performance tests

outside the sample sets

AR BNV R EN SR LEROE (2 67 S

G5 D/pm E/% D/pm E/% D/pm E/%
T, 15.196 & 2.39 18.66 6.472 £ 6.34 —49.47 20.820 £ 8.01 62.53
T, 45.337 = 10.06 28.52 38.424 + 3.15 8.92 26.215 £ 9.06 —25.69

4.2 QCMUE 7% 5 MUE £ Ry M REXT EE

MRS 3795 A A Ty vk it A5 2 790 4 R a0 R P R D0 A 3] 9 R e L i i QCMIUE B AL, I
XA A P A TR B A S 40 BT R A B A B A TR i A 0 T 3K, G vl T A A R AR 1 8 TR I S B
T2 AR SN 3 R .

®2 QCMUERE 2 EmMH S
Table 2 Quasi-circular mapping parameters of QCMUE model
HfH

L, 7 4 9 5 6 2 10 1 3 11 8 12

R, 5.669  1.080  7.327 1.308 2.145 9.104 12.289 52.331 1.410 21.961 1.341 56.848
A, 0218 1.326 1.135 0.317 0.352 1.102 0.646  0.056  0.219 0.760  0.066 0.085

W
-

®3 QCMUEREMBISSH
Table 3 Fitting parameters of QCMUE model

é%ﬁ A() /110 ;{ll /120 AZI /122
e 1451 —67.790 104.500 0.934 1 —1.908 —0.434 3
28 Ao As Ao Ass Ag An
FoH —0.004 802 0.009 377 0.009 715 —0.001 875 8.10E—06 —1.13E—05
BH A A Ay

B —3.77TE—05 2.75E—06 4.24E—06




218 B HRE B L Jowrnal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 35, No. 2, 2020

X Eb S 56 16 DL 22 O B AR i MUE 52 8O0 DL S AR 9 58 F B8 M 19 MUE (Multiparame-
ter ultrasonic evaluation based on monotonicity, MUEBM ) &P MUE 4 %1 5 MUEBM #5 B #4) & i 72
WO R T AR AR A SR X LA AR IR AT O A TR ERE R X 2 A AR AU IE AT AR AR B Y B A AR BE o BT RN R
ARSI BAIPERE I L . AFE QCMUE BEABUTE R AR I R RO 5 Z B e A 2 19 OC & it i, MUE #58 AY
I MUEBM 15 B 754 A< £ P4 ik RS 5 4 RRAE 2 19 ¢ &R i 2k, an &1 6 i 5 33 QCMUE 8 MUE
BRI MUEBM #5851 75 R A £ P 45 31 9 i b RO B BL U5 55 552 B ) 17 48 4 X e 22, Horboxd QC-
MUE £ BUAE By 8O [W] 9 X5 L, W3R 4 BT 7R AR AS 4 A i 55 78 0 305 2 SRR % i 22, AN 3R 5 o [AI s, AR
QCMUE #5221 [ FOA [a] s ] 32 A 1) 4 B8 I % LE L B3 6 F 7 o

MNIEL 6(a), (b) AT UL, Ay A A £ D 400G A5 TR 1 174) B 24 A 1T 2 00 % S5 o 8 4 9T 745 R AiE 2 5005 ok R
R ML . MUE B MUEBM B R 7E A A8 Y 4 ) 19 005 B3 48 (815 5 s e e 1 ith 26 i 4005 7R 3
By i 2% - B doRn RS A 25~40 pm I 79 455 88 1) 4805 6 ith 26 35 B 508 s 25 52 s 00 5 8 it 46, T 78 10~
20 pm i MUE 8 8 1405 28O0 2 A8 T MUEBM B, B4R F R/ MUEBM A5 B 7R AE A4 A 19 1 fE 2
AL T MUE RS, & 6(c)h QCMUE 5 #L 4 1 (%9 — B 4Rp Ak -5 b b RO % 5C 28 i, ey 181 AT DL S5z B il
GRS S B S SN TR SR i 7 e D = o )

45 o SEERIIEAE 45 o SRR Y SRR
§_ 40 — R AE g 401 — B EE = é%ﬂ%{% 34-0] SRR R
o 3 35F ° 52 535 “BIBAK
5

gkt R FH{E / pm

20 20+
E s Ist
= 1<5) or 200
0.10.203040.5060708091.0  0.102030405060.70.8091.0 ﬁ%%)@
BREMSH BHEHSH
(a) MUE- L 4E4FE B 5 b R~ (b) MUEBM- B 4FHERE S FHIRT (o) QCMUE-:WI\%{EEE SRR ESER)
SEEMERIR R SERMERIR R LR ZhTH

(a) MUE-relationship curves between
the single dimension characteristic
and the average grain size

(b) MUEBM -relationship curves
between the single dimension
characteristic and the average
grain size

(c) QCMUE-relationship surface between
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Fig.6 Model performance analyses and comparison of QCMUE, MUE and MUEBM in the sample sets
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Table 4 Mean absolute value errors of QCMUE, MUE and MUEBM grain sizes in the sample sets
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Table 5 Comparison of model performance tests for QCMUE, MUE and MUEBM outside the sample sets
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Table 6 Comparison of model performance tests outside the sample sets of different orders of QCMUE
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Table 7 Performance comparison of four algo- Table 8 Performance comparison of four algo-
rithms for QCMUE model rithms for MUE model
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HLAY P32 R iR 2 B a2 iR iR
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SSA Bk 0.548 1.323 —1.304 SSA Bk 3.400 2.536 —8.859
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