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Haynes international is looking for a more effective homogenization treatment for a 22" diameter ingot of Haynes® 242® that is triple melted by This work Is sponsored by Haynes
Electric Arc Furnace (EAF) and Argon Oxygen Decarburization (AOD), Electroslag Remelting (ESR), and Vacuum Arc Remelting (VAR). Since International. Kokomo. IN

the inner radius is the last portion of the rod that would homogenize, a focus was placed on minimizing microsegregation there. Using the ’ ’
standard ramp up time for the Haynes furnace and hold times of 5 hours, 8 hours, 10 hours,15 hours, and 20 hours homogenization treatments
were performed to observe the percent composition difference of the primary elements. A homogenized sample was received from Haynes

International using their standard practice and one was performed based on the ThermoCalc model that had a hold time of 31 hours.

ThermoCalc was used throughout to provide predictions of how heat treatments would perform, to determine an incipient melting temperature, o

and to minimize the microsegregation. It was observed that with greater hold times, the microsegregation of the sample decreased. Internatlonal
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Goal: To create a homogenizing heat treatment for a triple melted 22” ingot of the Below is the methodology behind the modeling of the heat treatment Below are plots summarizing the microsegregation (utilizing the
Haynes® 242® alloy that minimizes microsegregation and time. through mathematical and simulation means. T, Tx Flemings-Gungor approach [5]) within different samples: As Cast,
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Experimental Procedure
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Figure 6. Plot of results
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the mid-radius and center of the alloy respectively. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-005-0338-2
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