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Multi-laser powder bed fusion (MLPBF) has become the most promising technology for rapid
manufacturing of large metal parts. As a branch of MLPBF, multi-laser array powder bed
fusion (MLA-PBF) has gradually attracted the attention of the industry, because of its
advantages such as significantly speeding up production efficiency and low technical imple-
mentation difficulty. However, there is currently a lack of simulation studies based on the
mesoscopic scale to describe the dynamic behavior of the MLA-PBF molten pool. The
MLA-PBF spreading powder process was calculated herein based on the open source DEM
framework Yade, the MLA-PBF molten pool dynamics was described based on the open source
CFD framework OpenFOAM, and a multi-laser heat source model for real-time tracking of
changes in the metal-phase and gas-phase interface was proposed. Aiming at the single-line
mode of MLA-PBF, it was found that the dual-laser forming with low-front and high-rear could
be used to preheat and pre-sinter the metal particles that were about to enter the molten pool,
which was beneficial to reduce the pore defect in the solidified track, and a moderate laser beam
space should be used. Aiming at the multi-line mode of MLA-PBF, it could form a molten pool
with a significantly larger width and length than in the case of a single-laser beam, which was
beneficial to eliminate pore defect in the formed zone, obtain a flat solidified track surface, and
improve forming efficiency. When the laser power was low or the laser beam space was large, a
large number of pores were prone to appear in the formed zone. As the laser power increased or
the laser beam space decreased, when the laser energy was sufficient to melt the metal particles
located in the lower part of the powder bed, a smooth surface of the solidified track and fewer
pore defect would be obtained. This paper is expected to provide theoretical support for
deepening the application of MLA-PBF in metal additive manufacturing.
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I. INTRODUCTION

LASER powder bed fusion (LPBF) is one of the most
rapidly developing metal additive manufacturing tech-
nologies since the 21st century,[1] and has been directly
used in the production of key parts in small batches in
aerospace, biomedical and other fields.[2] However,
because LPBF equipment generally uses a single-beam
laser forming the powder bed, the so-called single-laser
powder bed fusion (SLPBF), the forming efficiency and
forming size are greatly restricted.[3,4] In view of this,
multi-laser powder bed fusion (MLPBF) has gradually
gained attention in recent years, and it has become one
of the most promising technologies for rapid manufac-
turing of large metal parts.[5,6]

MLPBF technology is mainly divided into two
categories: multi-laser forming area powder bed fusion[7]

(MLFA-PBF) and multi-laser array powder bed
fusion[8] (MLA-PBF). Among them, MLFA-PBF tech-
nology divides the powder bed into multiple forming
zones, and then uses multiple laser beams to act on their
respective forming zones simultaneously. Compared
with the SLPBF process (Figure 1(a)), MLFA-PBF is
equivalent to reducing the area of the forming zone for a
single-laser beam (Figure 1(b)). MLFA-PBF generally
uses two or four laser beams and uses fiber lasers.[9]

MLA-PBF technology puts multiple laser beams side by
side, and then acts on the powder bed at the same
scanning speed. Compared with the SLPBF process,
MLA-PBF is equivalent to widening the width of the
laser action area (Figure 1(c)), or increasing the number
of laser beams acting on a single solidified track
(Figure 1(d)). MLA-PBF does not limit the number of
laser beams (the number of laser beams in Reference [10]
has reached sixteen), and the laser can be a diode
laser[10] or a fiber laser.[11] The current MLPBF exper-
imental researches mainly focus on the surface
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roughness, porosity and microhardness of the
parts.[12–14] Tsai et al. 11 used galvanometric scanner
technology and a diffractive optical element to build an
experimental MLA-PBF system, and the system has
three-laser beams and the laser beam space could be
adjusted. The experimental results showed that the
three-laser beam method could reduce the surface
roughness Ra to 3.2 lm and the scanning time to
38.1 pct of the SLPBF process. Existing experimental
research results[7–14] have provided great help for
in-depth understanding of the MLPBF process.

The MLPBF process involves the synchronization
between multiple laser beams and the powder bed,
which is in a high temperature and rapidly changing
environment. Numerical simulation technology can
provide means to obtain three-dimensional and accurate
LPBF process information,[15] such as the formation
and elimination of pore defect.[16] At present, numerical
simulation researches mainly focus on the SLPBF
process, and the research factors mainly include spread-
ing powder parameters (spreading powder method,[17]

spreading powder speed,[18] particle size distribution,[19]

spreading powder thickness,[20] etc.), laser parameters
(laser power,[21] exposure time,[22] etc.) and scanning
parameters (scanning speed,[23] hatch space,[24] etc.), and
the purpose is to predict defects[25] such as pore and ball,
and establish a reasonable SLPBF process map.[26] The
current numerical simulation research for the MLPBF
process is still in its infancy, mainly predicting the
temperature[27] and stress[28] fields of the MLPBF

process based on the macroscopic scale, to obtain
information such as the size of the molten pool and
the distribution of internal stress.[29–31] Heeling et al. 32
predicted the size of the molten pool under different
laser beam synchronization strategies for the dual-laser
beam powder bed fusion process, and analyzed the
porosity and dimensional deviation data obtained from
the experiment. He found that compared to the SLPBF
process, the use of dual-laser beams acting on a single
solidified track could obtain more dense parts under
certain conditions. Existing MLPBF simulation stud-
ies[27–32] do not directly describe the interaction of laser
and metal particles on the mesoscopic scale, so it is
impossible to accurately predict the molten pool dynam-
ics in the MLPBF process. Especially for the MLA-PBF
process, the molten pool dynamics when multiple laser
beams act side by side on the powder bed has an
important influence on the optimization of the
MLA-PBF process, which is also the focus of this paper.
In this paper, the MLA-PBF spreading powder

process was calculated based on the open source DEM
framework Yade, and the dynamic behavior of the
MLA-PBF molten pool was described based on the
open source CFD framework OpenFOAM. For the
single-line mode of MLA-PBF (multiple laser beams
forming the same solidified track, Figure 1(d)) and the
multi-line mode of MLA-PBF (multiple laser beams
simultaneously forming multiple solidified tracks,
Figure 1(c), the influences of laser power and laser
beam space on the forming process were simulated and

Fig. 1—Schematic diagram of LPBF process: (a) SLPBF; (b) MLFA-PBF; (c) MLA-PBF (the laser beam arrangement direction is perpendicular
to the scanning direction); (d) MLA-PBF (the laser beam arrangement direction is parallel to the scanning direction).
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verified by comparison with experimental results. This
paper is expected to provide theoretical support for
deepening the application of MLA-PBF in metal addi-
tive manufacturing.

II. MATHEMATICAL MODEL
AND NUMERICAL SOLUTION

A. Particle Dynamics Model

The premise of describing the molten pool dynamics
in the MLA-PBF process based on the mesoscopic scale
is to obtain the particle distribution of the powder bed.
In the spreading powder process, the metal particles are
pushed and squeezed by the roller, so a corresponding
particle dynamic model needs to be established to
describe the mechanical action between the roller and
the particles, as well as the particles and the particles.
The MLA-PBF spreading powder process was calcu-
lated herein based on the open source discrete element
method (DEM) framework Yade,[17] which used DEM
to describe the dynamic behavior of particles. Figure 2
shows the calculation flow of the spreading powder
process, the main steps are: (a) a particle size distribu-
tion was artificially set, and an initial particle cluster
satisfying the particle size distribution was generated in
a certain space above the substrate; (b) the particle
cluster was loosely spread on the substrate under the
action of gravity; (c) the roller moved to spread powder;
(d) after spreading powder, the sphere center coordi-
nates and radius values of the particles above the
substrate were derived, and the data were imported into
the 3D modeling software to obtain the geometric model
of the powder bed. The material parameters used
include density (7270 kg/m3), contact friction angle
(0.1), Young’s modulus (1.9591011 Pa) and Poisson’s
ratio (0.3).

B. Molten Pool Dynamics Model

Equations [1] through [18] are the MLA-PBF molten
pool dynamics model established herein, among which
Eqs. [1] and [2] is the VOF model,[33] used to record the
distribution of metal-phase and gas-phase; Eq. [3] is the
momentum conservation equation, which considers the
influences of pressure (Equation [6]), viscous force
(Eq. [7]), gravity (Eq. [8]), drag force of the mushy zone
(Eq. [9]), surface tension (Eq. [10]), Marangoni effect
(Eq. [11]), and gasification recoil force (Eq. [12]) on the
flow behavior of the molten pool; Eq. [4] is the energy
conservation equation, which considers the influences of
convection heat dissipation (Eq. [13]), radiation heat
dissipation (Eq. [14]) and gasification heat dissipation
(Eq. [15]) on the temperature of the molten pool; Eq. [5]
is the mass conservation equation. In order to ensure the
efficiency of numerical calculations, the following two
assumptions were made: the flow behaviors of liquid
metal and gas were regarded as laminar flow of
incompressible Newtonian fluid, and the mass loss
caused by metal gasification was not considered.
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Fig. 2—Calculation flow of the spreading powder process: (a) generating particle cluster; (b) particle cluster falling; (c) roller spreading powder;
(d) geometric model of powder bed.
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Fig. 3—Finding the laser action elements: (a) the elements directly
acted by the laser (red area); (b) the laser action elements (red area)
(Color figure online).

Fig. 4—MLA-PBF simulation process: (a) particle size distribution curve; (b) simulation of spreading powder; (c) geometric model of powder
bed; (d) prediction of molten pool dynamic behavior.
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where a1; a2 are the volume fractions of the metal-phase
and the gas-phase in the element, respectively; t is the

time; u
*

is the velocity; �q; q1; q2 are the mixed,
metal-phase, and gas-phase densities, respectively; T is
the temperature; �ce; c1; c2 are the equivalent,[20] metal-
phase, and gas-phase specific heat capacities, respec-
tively; �k is the mixed thermal conductivity; Qlaser is the
laser energy density; p is the pressure; �l is the mixed

dynamic viscosity; I is the unit matrix; g
*

is the
gravitational acceleration; KC is the drag coefficient of
mushy zone[34]; fliquid is the liquid-phase fraction; CK is a
custom small value, such as 1e�6; r is the surface

tension coefficient; j is the interface curvature; n
*
is the

unit normal vector on the interface; dr
dT is the rate of

change of r with temperature; P0 is the standard
atmospheric pressure; Lv is the gasification latent heat
of the metal; m is the molecular mass of the metal; kB is
the Boltzmann constant; Tv is the gasification temper-
ature of the metal; hcon is the convective heat transfer
coefficient on the interface; Tcon is the external convec-
tion temperature; rs is the Stefan–Boltzmann constant; e
is the emissivity; Trad is the external radiation
temperature.

C. Multi-laser Heat Source Model

Equations [19] and [20] is the multi-laser heat source
model used in this paper. The steps of applying
multi-laser energy are: (a) based on the horizontal
coordinate x0; y0ð Þ of the spot center, the spot radius R
and the distribution of a1, the metal-phase elements
directly acting on multi-laser beams were found
(Figure 3(a)); (b) taking the elements obtained in Step
(a) as starting points, the elements within a certain
distance along the direction of gravity were marked, and
these elements were the laser action elements
(Figure 3(b)); (c) according to the coordinates of the
center point of the laser action element (such as the body
center of a cube), the laser action elements whose
horizontal coordinates were close to overlap were

regarded as a group, and the laser energy in this area
was considered to be absorbed by this group of
elements; (d) the laser energy percentage fDz occupied
by each laser action element was determined by the
metal-phase volume fraction of the element, for exam-
ple, the a1 value of a certain laser action element m is
0.5, a certain element group M searched in Step (c)
contains element m, and the sum of the a1 values of
group M is 10, then the fDz value of element m is 5 pct.
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where fDz is the laser energy percentage; Dz is the
element equivalent size, such as the side length of the
cube; qlaser is the surface energy density of the laser; g is
the laser absorption rate of the metal; Plaser is the laser
power; R is the radius of the laser spot; x; y are the
horizontal coordinates of the center point of the
element; x0; y0 are the horizontal coordinates of the
center point of the laser spot; v is the scanning speed of
the laser.

D. Simulation Process for MLA-PBF

Figure 4 shows the MLA-PBF simulation process,
which mainly includes four steps: (a) with the aid of
experimental means (such as particle size analyzer) or
literature data, the particle size distribution curve was
obtained; (b) regarding the morphology of metal parti-
cles as an ideal sphere, the spreading powder process
was predicted based on the open source DEM frame-
work Yade, and the sphere center coordinates and
radius values of the particles were derived; (c) with the
aid of 3D modeling software, the geometric model of the
powder bed was obtained; and (d) based on the open
source computational fluid dynamics (CFD) framework
OpenFOAM,[20,21,24,25] the dynamic behavior of
MLA-PBF molten pool was described.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Calculation Parameters

The alloy material used herein is 316L stainless steel,
and its chemical composition (mass percentage) is: Fe
65.395 pct-Cr 17.0 pct-Ni 12.0 pct-Mo 2.5 pct-Mn
2.0 pct-Si 1.0 pct-P 0.045 pct-C 0.03 pct-S 0.03 pct.
The particle size distribution used in the spreading
powder process satisfied the Gaussian distribution, with
a center value of 25 lm and a variance of 7.5 lm, and
the particle diameter was artificially controlled within
the range of 10 to 40 lm. Figure 5 shows the cumulative
probability curve of the particle size herein.

Fig. 5—Cumulative probability curve of particle size.
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The physical property parameters of 316L stainless
steel required to predict the MLA-PBF process based on
OpenFOAM are shown in Table I. The computing
resource configuration used was Intel Xeon Gold 5120
CPU (dual CPU, 56 threads, and 96 GB memory).

B. Simulation Studies of Single-Line Mode

The single-line mode was first focused, that is,
considering the situation where multiple laser beams
form the same solidified track (Figure 1(d)). Figure 6
shows the particle distribution of the powder bed in the

Table I. Physical Property Parameters of 316L Stainless Steel

Parameter Value Unit

Density of Metal 7270 kg/m3

Specific Heat of Metal 790 J/(kgÆK)
Thermal Conductivity of Metal 24.55 W/(mÆK)
Solidus Temperature 1658 K
Liquidus Temperature 1723 K
Evaporation Temperature 3090 K
Latent Heat of Melting 2.7 9 105 J/kg
Latent Heat of Gasification 7.45 9 106 J/kg
Viscosity of Liquid Metal 0.00345 PaÆs
Surface Tension 1.6 N/m
Temperature of Surface Tension � 8 9 10�4 N/(mÆK)
Molecular Mass 9.3 9 10�26 kg
Ambient Pressure 101325 Pa
Boltzmann Constant 1.380649 9 10�23 J/K
Emissivity 0.26
Stefan–Boltzmann constant 5.67 9 10�8 W/(m2ÆK4)
Density of Air 1 kg/m3

Specific Heat of Air 718 J/(kgÆK)
Thermal Conductivity of Air 0.02346 W/(mÆK)
Viscosity of Air 1.48 9 10�5 PaÆs

Fig. 6—Particle distribution in single-line mode: (a) top view; (b) side view.

Table II. Calculation Schemes in Single-Line Mode

Calculation
Scheme

Number of Laser
Beam

Laser Power
(W)

Scanning Speed
(m/s)

Laser beam Space
(lm) Initial Phase Distribution

s1 1 200 1.5 none particle distribution shown in Figure 6
s2 1 50 1.5 none particle distribution shown in Figure 6
s3 1 200 1.5 none final phase distribution of scheme s2
s4 2 200/50 1.5 52.5 particle distribution shown in Figure 6
s5 2 50/200 1.5 17.5 particle distribution shown in Figure 6
s6 2 50/200 1.5 35 particle distribution shown in Figure 6
s7 2 50/200 1.5 52.5 particle distribution shown in Figure 6
s8 2 50/200 1.5 70 particle distribution shown in Figure 6
s9 2 50/200 1.5 87.5 particle distribution shown in Figure 6

(In the table, the laser beam space is the space between the centers of adjacent laser beams in the X-direction.).
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single-line mode, where the geometric dimensions of the
substrate are: X-direction (1000 lm), Y-direction (200
lm), and Z-direction (50 lm), and the thickness of the
powder bed is 45 lm. The geometric dimensions of the
mesh model are: X-direction (1000 lm), Y-direction (200
lm) and Z-direction (145 lm), and the mesh size is 2.5
lm. Table II shows the calculation schemes in the
single-line mode, where the laser beam moved from the
horizontal coordinate (50, 100 lm) to the horizontal
coordinate (950, 100 lm). When the number of laser
beams is 2, the laser power ‘‘200 W/50 W’’ means that
the power of the front-laser beam is 200 W and the
power of the rear-laser beam is 50 W when viewed along
the scanning direction. In addition, the laser spot radius

was 35 lm, the initial temperature of all calculation
schemes was 300 K, and the time step used in the
calculation was 2.5e�7 s.
To illustrate the difference between dual-laser forming

and single-laser forming, here is a comparative analysis
of calculation schemes s1, s3, and s7. Among them,
schemes s1 and s3 used a single-laser beam, and
scheme s7 used dual-laser beams. The difference between
schemes s1 and s3 is that the initial phase distribution of
scheme s1 was the particle distribution shown in
Figure 6, while the initial phase distribution of
scheme s3 is the final phase distribution of scheme s2.
Figure 7 is the simulation result of calculation
scheme s7. The metal particles were gradually melted

Fig. 7—Simulation result of calculation scheme s7: (a1 to a3) temperature distribution at different times; (b1 to b3) molten pool morphology at
different times (red indicates liquid-phase, blue indicates solid-phase) (Color figure online).
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by laser heating to form a molten pool, and then cool
down and solidify into a solidified track. Figure 8 shows
the temperature distribution at different times under
calculation schemes s1 to s3. Comparing the yellow box
area in Figures 7a2, 8(a1) and (c1), it can be found that
the temperature of the particles in front of the molten
pool in calculation scheme s7 was significantly higher
than that of schemes s1 and s3, and the same phe-
nomenon can also be found by comparing
Figures 7(a3), 8(a2), and (c2). The reason is obvious.
In calculation scheme s7, the power of the front-laser
beam was 50 W and the power of the rear-laser beam
was 200 W. Most of the metal particles were heated by
the higher-energy rear-laser beam to form a molten
pool, and the front-laser beam with lower energy could

only increase the temperature of the metal particles or
partially melt them. Figure 9 shows the laser action
areas at a certain time under calculation schemes s1, s3
and s7. The comparison result better proves that the
front-laser beam in calculation scheme s7 mainly acted
in front of the molten pool. Comparing calculation
schemes s1 and s7, it can be found that the front-laser
beam in scheme s7 preheated the metal particles that
were about to enter the molten pool on the one hand,
and played a role of pre-sintering on the other hand.
Comparing calculation schemes s3 and s7, it can be
found that the front-laser beam in scheme s7 mainly
played a preheating role.
Figure 10 shows the final pore defect distribution of

calculation schemes s1, s3 and s7, and the non-red spots

Fig. 8—Temperature distribution under different calculation schemes: (a1, a2) scheme s1; (b1, b2) scheme s2; (c1, c2) scheme s3.
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contained in the red metal-phase in the figure were the
locations of the pores (the volume fraction of the
metal-phase was not 100 pct). It can be seen from the
comparison result that the pore defect of scheme s3 was
less than that of scheme s1. The reason is that scheme s3
was pre-sintered before forming, which was equivalent
to reducing the thermal resistance between metal par-
ticles in advance, so that the powder bed could better
absorb the laser energy during the forming process.
Scheme s7 has fewer pore defect than scheme s3. The
reason is that the front-laser beam in scheme s7 played a
preheating function, that is, increased the overall tem-
perature of the molten pool, which was beneficial to
exhaust the gas involved in the molten pool. It can be
seen that compared with the single-laser forming, the
dual-laser forming (low-power front-laser beam and

high-power rear-laser beam) can preheat and pre-sinter
the metal particles that are about to enter the molten
pool, which is beneficial to reduce pore defect in the
solidified track.
To illustrate the difference between the front-laser

power and the rear-laser power being high or low,
calculation schemes s4 and s7 were compared and
analyzed, among which scheme s4 was front-high and
rear-low, and scheme s7 was front-low and rear-high.
Figure 11 shows the temperature and pore distribution
of calculation schemes s4 and s7. Comparing the yellow
box areas in Figure 11(a) and (b), it can be seen that
because the front-laser beam of scheme s4 had higher
power, the molten pool in scheme s4 was more forward
than that in scheme s7 at the same time (along the
positive X-direction). Since the rear-laser beam with

Fig. 9—Laser action area at 290 ls under different calculation schemes (red indicates the laser action area, yellow indicates the molten pool
boundary): (a) scheme s1; (b) scheme s3; (c) scheme s7 (Color figure online).

Fig. 10—Final pore distribution in Y-direction middle section under different calculation schemes (red indicates metal-phase, blue indicates
gas-phase): (a) scheme s1; (b) scheme s3; (c) scheme s7 (Color figure online).
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lower power in scheme s4 directly acted on the molten
pool, the metal particles in front of the molten pool in
scheme s4 could not be preheated and pre-sintered.
From the pore distribution in Figure 11(c), it can be
found that the pore defect of scheme s7 was significantly
less than that of scheme s4. The reason is that the
dual-laser forming with high-front and low-rear could
not be used to preheat and pre-sinter the metal particles
that were about to enter the molten pool. It can be seen
that from the perspective of reducing pore defect, the
dual-laser forming with low-front and high-rear is better
than the dual-laser forming with high-front and
low-rear.

In order to study the influence of the laser beam space
on the dual-laser forming process with low-front and
high-rear, calculation schemes s5 to s9 were compared
and analyzed. Figure 12 shows the pore distribution of
calculation schemes s5 to s9. From the comparison

results, it can be found that as the space between the
laser beams gradually increased, the pore defect in the
solidified track first decreased and then increased, and
the same conclusion could be drawn from the experi-
mental data in Reference.[32] The reason is that when the
laser beam space was too small, the action areas of the
front-laser beam and the rear-laser beam mostly over-
lapped, so that the laser energy applied to the particles
in front of the molten pool was limited, and it was
difficult to perform effective preheating and pre-sinter-
ing. When the laser beam space was too large, the metal
particles in a certain position were preheated and
pre-sintered under the action of the front-laser beam;
however, because the time required for the rear-laser
beam to reach this position was too long, the
metal-phase temperature in front of the molten pool
was not high, causing the front-laser beam to lose its
preheating function. It can be seen that a moderate laser

Fig. 11—Simulation results of calculation scheme s4 and s7: (a1, a2) temperature distribution at 100 ls; (b1, b2) temperature distribution at 290
ls; (c1, c2) pore distribution.
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beam space should be used for the dual-laser forming of
low-front and high-rear. The optimal laser beam space
obtained herein is the value of the spot diameter.

C. Simulation Studies of Multi-line Mode

The multi-line mode was then focused, that is,
considering the situation where multiple laser beams
simultaneously form multiple solidified tracks
(Figure 1(c)). Figure 13 shows the particle distribution

of the powder bed in the multi-line mode, where the
geometric dimensions of the substrate are as follows:
X-direction (1000 lm), Y-direction (400 lm), and
Z-direction (50 lm), and the thickness of the powder
bed is 45 lm. The geometric dimensions of the mesh
model are as follows: X-direction (1000 lm), Y-direction
(400 lm), and Z-direction (145 lm), and the mesh size is
2.5 lm. Table III shows the calculation schemes in the
multi-line mode, where the laser beams all moved from
the X-coordinate of 50 lm to the X-coordinate of 950

Fig. 12—Pore distribution under different calculation schemes: (a) scheme s5; (b) scheme s6; (c) scheme s7; (d) scheme s8; (e) scheme s9.

Fig. 13—Particle distribution in multi-line mode: (a) top view; (b) side view.
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lm. In addition, the laser spot radius was 35 lm, the
initial temperature of all calculation schemes was 300 K,
and the time step used in the calculation was 2.5e�7 s. It
should be noted that in addition to the different initial
phase distributions, the Y-axis coordinates of the laser
beam center in calculation schemes m1 to m3 were also
different, which were 140 lm, 200 lm, and 260 lm,
respectively.

Figure 14 shows the simulation results of calculation
scheme m6. In this scheme, three side-by-side laser
beams were used. Compared with the forming process in
the single-line mode (Figure 7), the width and length of
the molten pool were significantly larger at this time,
thereby obtaining a wider solidified track. To illustrate
the difference between multi-line mode and single-laser
forming, calculation schemes m1 to m3 were divided

Table III. Calculation Schemes in Multi-line Mode

Calculation
Scheme

Number of Laser
Beam

Laser Power
(W)

Scanning Speed
(m/s)

Laser Beam
Space (lm) Initial Phase Distribution

m1 1 200 1 none particle distribution shown in Figure 13
m2 1 200 1 none final phase distribution of scheme m1
m3 1 200 1 none final phase distribution of scheme m2
m4 3 160 1 60 particle distribution shown in Figure 13
m5 3 180 1 60 particle distribution shown in Figure 13
m6 3 200 1 60 particle distribution shown in Figure 13
m7 3 220 1 60 particle distribution shown in Figure 13
m8 3 200 1 70 particle distribution shown in Figure 13
m9 3 200 1 80 particle distribution shown in Figure 13

In the table, the laser power represents the power of a single-laser beam, and the laser beam space is the space between the centers of adjacent laser
beams in the Y-direction.

Fig. 14—Simulation results of calculation scheme m6 (parts 1 to 4 represent different times): (a) temperature distribution at different times
(yellow curve represents the boundary of the molten pool); (b) solidified track morphology at different times (Color figure online).
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into three single-laser forming to obtain the same laser
action area as scheme m6. Figure 15 shows the simula-
tion results of schemes m1 to m3. Since the initial
temperatures of the solidified track and the powder bed
in calculation schemes m2 and m3 were both 300 K,
under the influence of Marangoni effect, there were
obvious bumps between the solidified tracks in
scheme m3 (the red dashed frame area in
Figure 15(c2)), and the solidified track surface in
scheme m6 was flat. On the other hand, because the
energy of a single-laser beam presents a typical two-di-
mensional Gaussian distribution in the horizontal plane,
the laser energy absorbed by the region between the
solidified tracks in calculation schemes m1 to m3 was
less, and it was easy to form pore defect between the
solidified tracks. By extracting the metal-phase and
gas-phase interface of the final simulation results,
Figure 16 shows the pore distribution in the formed
zone under calculation schemes m3 and m6. From the
bottom view (Figure 16(a1)) and side view
(Figure 16(b1)) of the pore distribution under calcula-
tion scheme m3, it can be seen that a large number of
pore appeared between the solidified tracks and near the
substrate (the red dashed frame area in Figure 16(a1)
and (b1)), while the inside of the formed zone under
scheme m6 contained only a small amount of pore
(Figure 16(a2) and (b2)). In summary, compared with
single-laser forming, the width and length of the molten
pool in the multi-line mode are significantly larger,
which is beneficial to eliminate pore defect, obtain a
smooth surface of the solidified track, and improve
forming efficiency.

In order to analyze the influence of laser power on the
multi-line mode, different laser powers were set in
calculation schemes m4 to m7. Figure 17 shows the
simulation results of the solidified track morphology
and pore defect in schemes m4 to m7. It can be seen
from the comparison results that with the increase of
laser power, the solidified track surface has been kept
flat (Figure 17(a1) to (a4)), while the pore defect inside
the formed zone gradually reduced (Figure 17(b1) to
(b4) and (c1) to (c4)), and the relatively suitable laser
power was 200 W. The reason is that the metal particles
located in the upper part of the powder bed absorbed
significantly more laser energy than the lower particles,
so that even at lower laser power, the upper particles
could be completely melted, thus obtaining a flat
solidified track surface. For the particles in the lower
part, when the laser power was low, the particles were
difficult to melt completely, and the gas between the
particles could not escape effectively, so a large number
of pore were formed. In summary, when the laser power
is low, a large number of pore are prone to appear in the
formed zone. As the laser power increases, when the
laser energy is sufficient to melt the metal particles
located in the lower part of the powder bed, a smooth
surface of the solidified track and fewer pore defect will
be obtained.
In order to analyze the influence of laser beam space

on the multi-line mode, different laser beam spaces were
set in calculation schemes m6, m8, and m9. Figure 18
shows the simulation results of the solidified track
morphology and pore defect in schemes m6, m8, and
m9. It can be seen from the comparison results that with
the increase of laser beam space, the solidified track

Fig. 15—Temperature distribution at intermediate time (yellow curve represents the boundary of the molten pool, a1 to c1) and final solidified
track morphology (a2, b2, and c2) under calculation schemes m1 to m3: (a) scheme m1; (b) scheme m2; (c) scheme m3 (Color figure online).
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surface has been kept flat (Figure 18(a1) to (a3)), while
the pore defect inside the formed zone gradually
increased (Figure 18(b1) to (b3) and (c1) to (c3)), and
the relatively suitable laser beam space was 60 lm. The
reason is that the metal particles located in the upper
part of the powder bed absorbed significantly more laser
energy than the lower particles, so that even at larger
laser beam space, the upper particles could be com-
pletely melted, thus obtaining a flat solidified track
surface. For the particles in the lower part, when the
laser beam space was large, the particles were difficult to
melt completely, and the gas between the particles could
not escape effectively, so a large number of pore were
formed. The same conclusion could be drawn from the
experimental results in Reference.[11] In summary, when
the laser beam space is large, a large number of pore are
prone to appear in the formed zone. As the laser beam
space reduces, when the laser energy is sufficient to melt
the metal particles located in the lower part of the
powder bed, a smooth surface of the solidified track and
fewer pore defect will be obtained.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

(1) The spreading powder process of multi-laser array
powder bed fusion (MLA-PBF) was calculated
based on the open source DEM framework Yade,
the MLA-PBF molten pool dynamics was
described based on the open source CFD frame-
work OpenFOAM, and a multi-laser heat source
model for real-time tracking of changes in the
metal-phase and gas-phase interface was
proposed.

(2) Aiming at the single-line mode of MLA-PBF, it
was found that the dual-laser forming with
low-front and high-rear could be used to preheat
and pre-sinter the metal particles that were about
to enter the molten pool, which was beneficial to
reduce the pore defect in the solidified track, and
a moderate laser beam space should be used. The
optimal laser beam space obtained herein was the
value of the laser spot diameter.

Fig. 16—Pore distribution in the formed zone under calculation scheme m3 and m6: (a1, b1) scheme m3; (a2, b2) scheme m6.
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(3) Aiming at the multi-line mode of MLA-PBF, it
could form a molten pool with a significantly
larger width and length than in the case of a
single-laser beam, which was beneficial to elimi-
nate pore defect in the formed zone, obtain a flat
solidified track surface, and improve forming
efficiency. When the laser power was low or the
laser beam space was large, a large number of
pores were prone to appear in the formed zone.
As the laser power increased or the laser beam
space decreased, when the laser energy was

sufficient to melt the metal particles located in
the lower part of the powder bed, a smooth
surface of the solidified track and fewer pore
defect would be obtained. The optimal laser
power and laser beam space obtained herein were
200 W and 60 lm, respectively.

(4) The main focus of this paper is the pore defect
during MLA-PBF process, and studies[35,36] have
shown that the spatter evolution behavior is also
one of the influencing factors that cannot be

Fig. 17—Simulation results of solidified track morphology (a) and pore defect (b, c) in schemes m4 to m7: (a1 to c1) scheme m4; (a2 to c2)
scheme m5; (a3 to c3) scheme m6; (a4 to c4) scheme m7.
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ignored in LPBF process, which is an important
direction for subsequent research.
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