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(a) Annealed specimen before ECAP

(b). After 4 ECAP passes
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(c) After 12 ECAP passes

Fig. 1. Inverse pole figure map by EBSD .
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. Relation between average grain diameter and
number of ECAP pass.
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Fig. 3. Relation between average transgranular misorientation
and number of ECAP pass.
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Fig. 4. Relation between misorientation change and plastic strain.
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5. Relation between change of misorientation and grain size.
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Fig. 6. Relation between change of GOS between 0 and 16%
plastic strain and grain size.
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