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Table 1. The parameters to describe the anisotropic properties of the AA6016-T4 aluminum alloy [5]
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Table 2. The coefficients of the Gotoh yield function for AA6016-T4 alloy
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Fig. 1. The comparsion between experimental results and predicted r-value, normalized yield stress and yield
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Table 3. The constant parameters of different hardening models for AA6016-T4 alloy [5]
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Fig. 2. Comparison between the behavior of various hardening models and experimental data for AA6016-T4
aluminum alloy
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Fig. 3. Comparison between experimental results and predicted forming limit diagrams based on the different
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Fig. 5. Comparison between predicted forming limit stress diagrams based on the different hardening models
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