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Abstract: Due to the high degree of design freedom and rapid prototyping, laser powder bed
fusion (L-PBF) presents a great advantage in the super-hard cemented carbide compared with
conventional methods. However, optimizing processing parameters to improve the relative density
and surface roughness is still a challenge for cemented carbide fabricated by L-PBF. For this, the
effect of the remelting strategy on the forming quality of the L-PBF processed cemented carbide was
studied in this article, aiming to explore a suitable process window. The surface quality, relative
density, microstructure, and microhardness of the cemented carbide parts fabricated under a single
melting and remelting strategy were compared. The results showed that the remelting strategy could
efficiently improve the specimens’ surface quality and relative density. Besides, the cracks were not
obviously aggravated, and the WC grains could distribute more homogeneously on the binder matrix
under the remelting strategy. Therefore, the microhardness showed an improvement compared to
the single melting strategy.

Keywords: laser powder bed fusion; remelting strategy; surface quality; relative density

1. Introduction

Laser powder bed fusion (L-PBF), as an extremely promising embranchment of addi-
tive manufacturing (AM) techniques, utilizes a powder bed system to supply the metallic
powder and laser beam to selectively melt metallic powder in a layer-wise mode, so it can
rapidly build complex-shaped metallic parts according to the CAD model [1,2]. The high
amount of design freedom and manufacturing flexibility of L-PBF present the advantage
of low cost and high efficiency over traditional methods in manufacturing non-standard
and personalized parts. To date, L-PBF has been applied in multiple industries, including
aerospace, biomedical, tooling, and automotive industries [3,4]. Meanwhile, dozens of
materials have been successfully fabricated by L-PBF [5].

Although L-PBF technology presents significant advantages in fabricating complex
geometric parts compared to conventional technologies, it still has many drawbacks that
need to be overcome, including the low surface quality and pore formation [6,7]. Previous
studies revealed that processing parameters such as laser power, scanning speed, and
scanning strategy directly affect these qualities of the L-PBF. Optimizing these process
parameters to obtain parts that satisfy the engineering application is critical to L-PBF pro-
cessing [8,9]. In the work of Read et al. [10], the effect of scanning speed and laser power on
the densification of an L-PBF AlSi10Mg alloy was studied. The work revealed that decreas-
ing the laser power or increasing the scanning speed would reduce the laser energy input
on the metal powders, thus leading to an incomplete melt of materials and the formation of
pores on the parts. Similar phenomena were also demonstrated by Koutiri et al. [11] and
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Moussaoui et al. [12]. In addition, the insufficient energy input caused by a high scanning
speed and low lase power resulted in irregular single tracks with various defects such as
balling and discontinuity, which tended to be distorted and loosen the bonding between
adjacent laser tracks, thus producing a coarser surface [13–15]. The remelting strategy
could also significantly influence the pore formation and surface morphology. Liu et al. [16]
adopted a laser remelting strategy in the L-PBF fabrication of AlSi10Mg, and it revealed
that the laser remelting strategy extends the building time, which was conducive to good
metallurgical bonding between the molten pools, thus improving the surface quality and
relative density. Yu et al. [17] found that the additional remelting of processed layers
helped to obtain the highest relative density and lowest surface roughness for the L-PBF-W
materials. Yasa et al. [18] and Qiu et al. [19] proved that the bonding between the layers
could be significantly improved by the remelting strategy, thus decreasing the porosity in
the specimens. Wei et al. [20] found that the remelting strategy could improve the surface
quality and density and enhance the mechanical properties, including the microhardness
and tensile strength.

Due to their excellent wear-resistance and ultra-high hardness, cemented carbide
materials have covered a wide range of applications in many industries where they face
extremely harsh working conditions, such as geological drilling, machining, tunneling, and
molding [21,22]. However, the traditional sintering method can only fabricate the cemented
carbide parts with symmetrical and simple geometry. Besides, the ultra-high hardness
makes the post-machining of cemented carbide parts costly and time-consuming [23].
Therefore, to achieve rapid fabrication of the cemented carbide parts with a complex
shape to satisfy the requirements of the advanced industry, researchers are attempting to
employ L-PBF technology for manufacturing cemented carbide parts [24,25]. However,
the existing research found many severe defects during the L-PBF processing of cemented
carbide, such as the low relative density, cracks, and high surface roughness [26,27]. On
the one hand, these defects were primarily induced by the low flowability and brittleness
of materials [28,29]. Khmyrov et al. [30] proved that brittle-phase W3Co3C was formed
during the L-PBF process, which was responsible for cracking. On the other hand, studies
on the processing optimization of L-PBF cemented carbide are fewer than that of other
materials. Gu et al. [31] fabricated the cemented carbide by L-PBF with different scanning
speeds. Domashenkov et al. [32] studied the effect of the laser power and scanning speed
on the microstructural evolution of L-PBF cemented carbide. Uhlmann et al. [23] and
Chen et al. [25] changed the hatching space in the L-PBF fabrication of cemented carbide.
However, more kinds of processing parameters should be considered, particularly the
remelting scanning strategy, which is highly effective to improve the forming quality of
parts fabricated by L-PBF.

Therefore, in this study, the remelting strategy was applied in the L-PBF processing of
cemented carbide, aiming to improve the parts’ relative density and surface roughness. To
find the suitable process parameters to match the remelting strategy, the effect of different
laser powers and scanning speeds on the forming quality of cemented carbide were studied.

2. Experimental Details
2.1. Powder Characteristics

This study employed commercial spherical WC-17Co (WC: 83, Co: 17) powders
supplied from the Shenyang Institute of Nonferrous Metals. The morphology of the
powders was characterized by the Phenom Prox scanning electron microscope (SEM,
Eindhoven, The Netherlands), and the particle size distribution of powders was measured
by the laser particle size analyzer (Bettersize 3000 Plus, Dandong, China). As shown in
Figure 1, the WC-17Co powders present a spherical shape with a D50 value of 34.72 µm. In
addition, the flowability of the WC-17Co powders was determined using the static Angle
of Repose (AOR), as shown in Table 1. The AOR of the WC-17Co powders, determined
based on a flow tester powder comprehensive characteristic tester (Bettersize 100, Dandong,
China), was 26.3◦, proving good flowability for the powders.



Materials 2022, 15, 2380 3 of 15

Materials 2022, 15, x FOR PEER REVIEW 3 of 16 
 

 

(AOR), as shown in Table 1. The AOR of the WC-17Co powders, determined based on a 
flow tester powder comprehensive characteristic tester (Bettersize 100, Dandong, China), 
was 26.3°, proving good flowability for the powders. 

 
Figure 1. The WC-17Co powders: (a) The morphology, (b) the particle size distribution. 

Table 1. Classification of flowability by the AOR. 

AOR Flowability 
20° < α < 30° Very free-flowing 
30° < α < 38° Free-flowing 
38° < α < 45° Fair to passable flow 
45° < α < 55° Cohesive 
55° < α < 70° Very cohesive 

2.2. L-PBF Process 
All specimens were fabricated by the L-PBF system (EOSINT M280, Munich, Ger-

many), which has a fiber laser with a maximum power of 400 W and a spot size of 100 
μm. A pure nickel substrate was used in this fabrication because our previous study had 
proven that the nickel substrate presented excellent adhesive bonding to the WC-17Co 
materials for a wide range of laser energy inputs [27]. Moreover, the substrate was pre-
heated to 80 °C before the fabrication. The manufacturing process was controlled by the 
PSW software and operated in an Argon (Ar) protection environment, which was used to 
ensure an oxygen content of less than 0.1% during the process. 

A single melting strategy (Figure 2a) and a remelting strategy (Figure 2b), with a 
rotation angle of 67° between layers, were used. The processing parameters of the speci-
mens are shown in Table 2. 

 
Figure 2. The scanning strategy of the specimens: (a) Single melting strategy, (b) remelting strategy. 
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Table 1. Classification of flowability by the AOR.

AOR Flowability

20◦ < α < 30◦ Very free-flowing

30◦ < α < 38◦ Free-flowing

38◦ < α < 45◦ Fair to passable flow

45◦ < α < 55◦ Cohesive

55◦ < α < 70◦ Very cohesive

2.2. L-PBF Process

All specimens were fabricated by the L-PBF system (EOSINT M280, Munich, Germany),
which has a fiber laser with a maximum power of 400 W and a spot size of 100 µm. A pure
nickel substrate was used in this fabrication because our previous study had proven that
the nickel substrate presented excellent adhesive bonding to the WC-17Co materials for a
wide range of laser energy inputs [27]. Moreover, the substrate was pre-heated to 80 ◦C
before the fabrication. The manufacturing process was controlled by the PSW software and
operated in an Argon (Ar) protection environment, which was used to ensure an oxygen
content of less than 0.1% during the process.

A single melting strategy (Figure 2a) and a remelting strategy (Figure 2b), with a rota-
tion angle of 67◦ between layers, were used. The processing parameters of the specimens
are shown in Table 2.
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Table 2. L-PBF processing parameters of the cemented carbide specimens.

Sample Laser Power (W) Scanning Speed (mm/s) Hatching Space (µm) Layer Thickness (µm) Scanning Strategy

I 95, 125, 155, 185, 215 240, 370, 500 90 40 Scan I

II 95, 125, 155, 185, 215 370 90 40 Scan II

2.3. Characterization

The densities of the specimens for densification characterization were obtained by the
Archimedes principle for three measurements and are presented as a relative density to the
WC-17Co (13.85 g/mm3). The surface morphologies of the specimens were characterized by
SEM. The surface roughness (Ra) was measured by the laser scanning confocal microscope
(Olympus 4000, Tokyo, Japan) from the three-dimensional morphologies of specimens
according to the ISO 25178 standard. The phase composition of the polished surface of the
specimens was determined employing X-ray diffraction (XRD, Smartlab, Tokyo, Japan).
The Vickers hardness of the samples was determined using a hardness tester (VTD512,
Shenzhen, China) at a load of 500 gf applied for 15 s. An average of at least 10 readings
was reported.

3. Results
3.1. Surface Morphology

Figure 3 shows the surface morphologies of the blocks formed at different processing
parameters in the Scan I strategy. It revealed that the surface morphologies were highly
dependent on the laser powers and scanning speeds. At the scanning speed of 500 mm/s,
the blocks had considerably coarse morphologies, which were occupied by severe humps
and larger quantities of holes. Besides, no regular scanning tracks were found on these
surfaces because the serious defects disrupted the formation of the regular scanning tracks.
It could also be found that increasing the laser power could improve the surface quality;
the surface morphology of the block formed at 215 W was better than that of the block
formed at 95 W, although this surface was still rough. When the scanning speed decreased
to 370 mm/s, the surface quality had an effective improvement. When the laser power was
185 and 215 W, the surface consisted of regular scanning tracks that had less severe humps
and holes, thus forming a relatively flat surface compared to the surface at a scanning
speed of 500 mm/s. As the scanning speed continued to decrease to 240 mm/s, the surface
quality was still improved. However, the surface quality was not effectively improved at
laser powers of 185 and 215 W compared to that at a scanning speed of 370 mm/s, meaning
that the continuous increase in laser power or decrease in scanning speed could no longer
optimize the surface quality.

The high-magnification SEM pictures of the surface morphology at 240 mm/s and
370 mm/s are shown in Figure 4. These high-magnification pictures helped to find the tiny
cracks on the blocks. It revealed that the cracks were inevitably generated on all specimens,
similar to the previous studies [23,27]. The formation of cracks was mainly attributed to
the brittleness of the cemented carbide. In addition, the cracks on the blocks formed at the
low scanning speed of 240 mm/s were more serious compared to that of the blocks formed
at 370 mm/s, particularly at a laser power from 185 to 215 W (Figure 4i–k). These cracks
were wider and more continuous, in accordance with Equation (1):

D =
P

νht
(1)

where D is the laser energy density, P is the laser power, ν is the scanning speed, h is the
hatching space, and t is the layer thickness [33]. The low scanning speed and high laser
power produced a high laser energy input. Therefore, the result demonstrated that the
overly high laser energy input not only had little effect on improving the surface quality
but would also cause more severe cracks.
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The surface morphology of the samples formed at the scanning speed of 370 mm/s
and the Scan II strategy are shown in Figure 5. It exhibited that the defects of humps, holes,
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and irregular scanning tracks on the surface decreased sharply compared to that of the
specimens formed at both 370 mm/s and 240 mm/s without the remelting strategy. The
surface morphology approached a common smooth plane especially when the specimens
were formed at 185 and 215 W under the Scan II strategy, meaning the remelting strategy
could effectively improve the surface quality. According to Yu et al. [17], adopting laser
source remelting on the deposited layers meant applying an additional laser energy input,
equal to the original laser energy input, on the specimens, meaning the remelting strategy
was another method to improve the laser energy input. However, Figure 5c–e showed that
the cracks on the surface of these specimens were merely slightly aggravated in comparison
with the samples fabricated at 370 mm/s under the Scan I strategy (Figure 4c–e). However,
it was still much better than the samples formed under the high laser energy density
(Figure 4i–k). The result demonstrated that the remelting strategy might provide a more
suitable process window than increasing the laser energy density.
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The front surface morphology of the specimens was also observed by SEM, as shown
in Figure 6. It revealed that a large quantity of the powders adhered to all of the blocks’
surfaces. This phenomenon, similar to the previous studies [34], was inevitable because
the liquid phase would sinter adjacent powders to form the molten pools. Although the
existence of these powders led to difficulty in observing the actual surface morphology of
these blocks, it was still found that apparent delamination appeared at the surface when
the samples formed at 95 W, 500 mm/s, and severe cracks on the surface when the samples
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formed at 185–215 W, 240 mm/s. In contrast, other blocks had an intact surface without
apparent defects.
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3.2. Surface Roughness

The surface roughness of the blocks formed under different process parameters is
shown in Figure 7, where the standard deviation is plotted as error bars. It directly proved
that the remelting strategy provided a great improvement in the surface quality of the
cemented carbide parts. When under the Scan I strategy, the surface roughness of the
blocks presented a decreasing tendency with the increase in laser power or the decrease
in scanning speed. With the scanning speed decreasing from 500 to 370 mm/s and laser
power increasing from 95 to 215 W, the surface roughness decreased from 35.57 to 18.43 µm.
When the scanning speed decreased to 240 mm/s, the best surface roughness was still
obtained at the high laser power of 185 and 215 W, but the Ra value was not efficiently
decreased compared to that of the blocks formed at 370 mm/s. Meanwhile, the surface
roughness of the blocks was significantly decreased when the Scan II strategy was applied
at 370 mm/s. Moreover, the best surface roughness of 14.10 µm was obtained. In addition,
it could also be found that the small error bars were obtained when the surface roughness
was good due to low fluctuation of the average roughness value, also proving the excellent
surface quality.
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Figure 8 shows the three-dimensional surface morphology of the blocks under different
process parameters, and the corresponding surface profile of these blocks is shown in
Figure 9. The results revealed that the rugged surface formed under low laser energy input
(Figure 8a,b) induced a highly fluctuating surface profile. According to the roughness
calculation formula (2)

Ra =
1
L

∫ L

0
| f (x)|dx (2)

L is the measured length and f (x) is the surface height from the average height of the
surface (0 µm in Figure 9) [35]. Therefore, the strong fluctuant surface profile with a large
height led to the high surface roughness, while the smooth surface profile with a small
height (Figure 9c,d) corresponds to the low surface roughness. As shown in Figure 3,
defects such as humps and holes that formed on the blocks directly caused this coarse
surface morphology, which was not conducive to achieving low surface roughness.
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3.3. Densification Behaviors

The relative density of the samples formed under different laser processing parameters
and laser energy densities are shown in Figure 10. From Figure 10a, it was found that the
relative density of the sample was closely related to the process parameters. At the scanning
speed of 500 mm/s, the relative density increased from 74.89% to 94.11%, with the laser
power increasing from 95 W to 215 W. When the scanning speed decreased to 370 mm/s,
the relative density showed an obvious increment. The relative density still presented an
increasing trend when the laser power increased from 95 W to 185 W, corresponding to
the relative density increase from 78.55% to 96.44%. However, it decreased to 93.64% at
the laser power of 215 W. Instead, the relative density did not increase when the scanning
speed decreased to 240 mm/s, particularly at the high laser powers of 185 W and 215 W,
whereby the relative density was 95.87% and 94.61%, lower than that at the scanning speed
of 370 mm/s. The variation of the laser energy density caused this phenomenon. As shown
in Figure 10b, a poor relative density was achieved at the low energy density, and increasing
the laser energy density improved the relative density. However, the overly high laser
energy density worsened the densification behavior. For comparison, it was found that
the remelting strategy applied at the scanning speed of 370 mm/s could present better
densification behavior for the specimens. Under the Scan II strategy, the relative density
showed a similar increasing tendency from 95 to 185 W to the Scan I strategy, and the
values were higher than that of Scan I, and the best relative density of 97.50% was achieved
at 185 W. Besides, there is also a decrease in the laser power of 215 W, similar to the samples
formed under the Scan I strategy.

Materials 2022, 15, x FOR PEER REVIEW 10 of 16 
 

 

Figure 9. The surface profiles were obtained along the x-direction on the surface in Figure 8: (a) 95 
W, 500 mm/s, scan I; (b) 125 W, 370 mm/s, scan I; (c) 215 W, 370 mm/s scan I; (d) 215 W, 370 mm/s, 
scan II. 

3.3. Densification Behaviors 
The relative density of the samples formed under different laser processing parame-

ters and laser energy densities are shown in Figure 10. From Figure 10a, it was found that 
the relative density of the sample was closely related to the process parameters. At the 
scanning speed of 500 mm/s, the relative density increased from 74.89% to 94.11%, with 
the laser power increasing from 95 W to 215 W. When the scanning speed decreased to 
370 mm/s, the relative density showed an obvious increment. The relative density still 
presented an increasing trend when the laser power increased from 95 W to 185 W, corre-
sponding to the relative density increase from 78.55% to 96.44%. However, it decreased to 
93.64% at the laser power of 215 W. Instead, the relative density did not increase when the 
scanning speed decreased to 240 mm/s, particularly at the high laser powers of 185 W and 
215 W, whereby the relative density was 95.87% and 94.61%, lower than that at the scan-
ning speed of 370 mm/s. The variation of the laser energy density caused this phenome-
non. As shown in Figure 10b, a poor relative density was achieved at the low energy den-
sity, and increasing the laser energy density improved the relative density. However, the 
overly high laser energy density worsened the densification behavior. For comparison, it 
was found that the remelting strategy applied at the scanning speed of 370 mm/s could 
present better densification behavior for the specimens. Under the Scan II strategy, the 
relative density showed a similar increasing tendency from 95 to 185 W to the Scan I strat-
egy, and the values were higher than that of Scan I, and the best relative density of 97.50% 
was achieved at 185 W. Besides, there is also a decrease in the laser power of 215 W, similar 
to the samples formed under the Scan I strategy. 

 
Figure 10. The relative densities of the cemented carbide parts: (a) The relative density at different 
process parameters; (b) the relative density at different laser energy densities. 

Figure 11 shows the polished surface of the blocks, and it exhibited that the pores 
and cracks on blocks induced the low relative density. When the laser energy density was 
low, large amounts of irregular pores formed on the blocks, leading to a low density. With 
the increase in the laser energy density, the number and size of irregular pores decreased, 
improving the relative density. However, some almost circular pores with a size of ap-
proximately 30–50 μm appeared, as shown in Figure 11c,d, when the laser energy density 
was high. These circular pores were keyholes, which were caused by the collapse of the 
vapor cavity that formed by the evaporation of the materials under a high laser energy 
density [36]. In addition, the cracks became more evident, and as shown in Figure 11d, the 
cracks were long and wide. Both the keyholes and serious cracks could also induce the 
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Figure 11 shows the polished surface of the blocks, and it exhibited that the pores
and cracks on blocks induced the low relative density. When the laser energy density
was low, large amounts of irregular pores formed on the blocks, leading to a low density.
With the increase in the laser energy density, the number and size of irregular pores
decreased, improving the relative density. However, some almost circular pores with a
size of approximately 30–50 µm appeared, as shown in Figure 11c,d, when the laser energy
density was high. These circular pores were keyholes, which were caused by the collapse of
the vapor cavity that formed by the evaporation of the materials under a high laser energy
density [36]. In addition, the cracks became more evident, and as shown in Figure 11d, the
cracks were long and wide. Both the keyholes and serious cracks could also induce the low
density of the blocks. Besides, the remelting strategy was able to effectively restrain the
formation of pores at a low energy density, and the cracks merely became slightly worse
compared to that under the single melting strategy. Therefore, a better relative density
was achieved.
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Low energy density would lead to insufficient liquid materials in the molten pools.
Besides, according to Equation (3),

ην =
16
15

√
m
kT

σ (3)

where ην is the dynamic viscosity of the liquid phase in the molten pool, m is the atomic
mass, k is the Boltzmann constant, T is the molten pool temperature, and σ is the surface
tension, which is inversely proportional to T [37], the low temperature of the molten pools
caused by the low laser energy density would induce high viscosity of the liquid materials.
Therefore, the wettability and spreadability of the liquid phase worsened. The metal
liquid would not well spread and wet the metal powders, which limited the formation
of regular and continuous scanning tracks, as shown in Figure 3, and the scanning tracks
were irregular and discontinuous. Once these irregular scanning tracks form, the overlap
between the adjacent scanning tracks would be loose and irregular. The irregular pores
would form under these conditions. With the laser energy density increase, the molten pools
would have more liquid materials with good wettability, forming regular and continuous
laser tracks. The overlap between the adjacent scanning tracks was tight and regular. The
formation of pores would be restrained. However, the thermal stress would be increased
when the laser energy density increased, which aggravated the crack defects [23]. When the
blocks were formed under the Scan II strategy, the remelting of the molten pools lengthened
the solidification time of liquid materials [16]. The liquid phase had more time to spread
and wet more materials, which contributed to regular scanning tracks with a large width,
thereby achieving the tight overlap between adjacent laser tracks. The formation of pores
would be efficiently restrained. Moreover, compared with the increment in the laser energy
density by decreasing the scanning speed to 240 mm/s under the Scan I strategy, the



Materials 2022, 15, 2380 11 of 15

remelting strategy had lower energy density input, which would decrease the thermal
stress in the L-PBF processing and restrain the formation of serious cracks.

3.4. Microstructures

The microstructures of the blocks formed under different laser energy densities are
shown in Figure 12, and it shows that the polygon-structured WC grains are distributed
on the Co binder matrix, and characteristics such as the grain size and homogeneity of
WC grains are highly dependent on the laser energy density. At the low energy density of
116.37 J/mm3, many of the tiny WC grains clustered on the Co binder matrix presented
an inhomogeneous distribution. This result was caused by the low temperature of the
liquid phase. According to Pasquet et al. [38], low laser energy density might produce
a low temperature of molten pools that only exceeds the melting point of Co binder
materials (1457 ◦C) but is lower than the melting point of WC (2870 ◦C), which was not
conducive to grain nucleation. Thus, the microstructure presented inferior characteristics.
When the laser energy density increased to 161.41 J/mm3, sufficient energy density could
produce a sufficiently high temperature for the sintering and melting of all the materials.
Therefore, it was found that the WC grains with large sizes were distributed uniformly on
the binder matrix. Due to the overly high temperature of the liquid phase, the grain size
continued to increase at the energy density of 248.84 J/mm3, and an apparent coarsening
characteristic of WC grains was observed, which, in turn, was considered harmful for
the performance of the cemented carbide parts [25]. Besides, it was found that both the
grain size and distribution of WC grains could be improved by applying the remelting
strategy by comparing the results of Figure 10a,d. The remelting strategy allowed for a
long duration for the transformation from the liquid phase to the solid phase, which was
beneficial to grain nucleation. The XRD result of the phase composition of the blocks,
shown in Figure 13, also proved these phenomena. The results showed that, in addition to
the WC phase and the hexagonal ε-Co phase, there was a Co3W3C phase in the specimens,
which was similar to the results of Khmyrov et al. [30]. Furthermore, the Co3W3C phase
would promote cracking. Moreover, it was found that the peak intensity of all phases
increased when a high laser energy density was applied or the remelting strategy was
adopted, leading to good grain nucleation, which was caused by the high temperature and
long solidification time.
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Figure 12. The microstructure of cemented carbide blocks formed under different laser energy
densities and scanning strategies: (a) Scan I, 116.37 J/mm3; (b) Scan I, 161.41 J/mm3; (c) Scan I,
248.84 J/mm3; (d) Scan II, 116.37 J/mm3.
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3.5. Microhardness

Figure 14 shows the microhardness of the blocks formed under different laser energy
densities and scanning strategies. Under both the Scan I strategy and Scan II strategy,
the microhardness presented a variable tendency that increased first and then decreased.
Under the Scan I strategy, the lowest microhardness was around 1270–1300 HV when
the laser energy density was below 109 J/mm3. The high microhardness was around
1401.2–1458.2 HV when the laser energy density was 138.89 to 161.41 J/mm3. When the
laser energy density continued to increase, the microhardness decreased sharply. The
lowest value of 1136.8 HV was obtained at the laser energy density of 248.84 J/mm3.
Under the Scan II strategy, the high microhardness was around 1410.4–1484.4 HV at the
laser energy density of 116.37–161.41 J/mm3. This phenomenon closely depended on
the relative density and microstructure of the cemented carbide blocks. The high relative
density with the WC grains uniformly distributed on the Co binder matrix contributed to a
higher microhardness.
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4. Conclusions

This study applied the remelting strategy in the L-PBF processing of cemented carbide
parts, aiming to improve the formation quality. By combining different laser energy
densities and the remelting strategy, the specimens’ density, surface quality, microstructure,
and microhardness were characterized to find the optimal process window. The general
conclusions can be summarized as follows:

1. Irregular scanning tracks formed under a low laser energy density constituted a coarse
surface. Increasing the laser energy density and using the remelting strategy could
decrease the defects of scanning tracks, thus improving the surface quality. However,
the overly high laser energy input more easily aggravated the formation of cracks.

2. The surface roughness of the cemented carbide specimens widely varied from 35.57 to
18.38 µm at the single melting strategy. In contrast, the remelting strategy improved
the best surface roughness to 14.10 µm.

3. Under the single melting strategy, the large number of pores induced by the low
laser energy density and the serious cracks induced by the overly high laser energy
density led to a poor relative density for the specimens. However, under the remelting
strategy, the pores were decreased effectively on the specimens at a low energy density.
The cracks on the blocks did not worsen, in contrast to the single melting strategy,
thus obtaining the best relative density of 97.50%.

4. The size and homogeneity of WC grains could be effectively improved by increasing
the laser energy density or using the remelting strategy. However, an overly high
laser energy density would lead to coarse grains.

5. The best microhardness of the specimens formed at the single melting strategy was
approximately 1401.2–1458.2 HV. In contrast, the best microhardness of approximately
1410.4–1484.4 HV was obtained with the remelting strategy.

6. When the cemented carbide specimens formed under a laser energy density from
116.37 to 161.41 J/mm3 with the remelting strategy, good formation quality of the
specimens could be obtained.
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Funding: The authors gratefully acknowledge the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(grant number 52175196), the Pre-Research Program in the National 14th Five-Year Plan (grant
number 61409230614), and the Fundamental Research Funds for Central Universities (grant numbers
265QZ2021008, 2652019069).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The raw data required to reproduce these findings cannot be shared at
this time as the data also form part of an ongoing study.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Gokuldoss, P.K.; Kolla, S.; Eckert, J. Additive Manufacturing Processes: Selective Laser Melting, Electron Beam Melting and

Binder Jetting—Selection Guidelines. Materials 2017, 10, 672. [CrossRef]
2. Yap, C.Y.; Chua, C.K.; Dong, Z.L.; Liu, Z.H.; Zhang, D.Q.; Loh, L.E.; Sing, S.L. Review of selective laser melting: Materials and

applications. Appl. Phys. Rev. 2015, 2, 041101. [CrossRef]
3. Murr, L.E.; Quinones, S.A.; Gaytan, S.M.; Lopez, M.I.; Rodela, A.; Martinez, E.Y.; Hernandez, D.H.; Martinez, E.; Medina, F.;

Wicker, R.B. Microstructure and mechanical behavior of Ti–6Al–4V produced by rapid-layer manufacturing, for biomedical
applications. J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. 2009, 2, 20–32. [CrossRef]

4. Sing, S.L.; An, J.; Yeong, W.Y.; Wiria, F.E. Laser and electron-beam powder-bed additive manufacturing of metallic implants: A
review on processes, materials and designs. J. Orthop. Res. 2016, 34, 369–385. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.3390/ma10060672
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.4935926
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2008.05.004
http://doi.org/10.1002/jor.23075
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26488900


Materials 2022, 15, 2380 14 of 15

5. Gunasekaran, J.; Sevvel, P.; Solomon, I.J. Metallic materials fabrication by selective laser melting: A review. Mater. Today Proc.
2020, 37, 252–256. [CrossRef]

6. Hu, Z.; Qi, Y.; Nagarajan, B.; Nie, X.; Zhang, H.; Zhu, H.; Zeng, X. Top surface roughness evolution during selective laser melting
of AlCu5MnCdVA aluminum alloy. J. Manuf. Process. 2021, 64, 1180–1195. [CrossRef]

7. Wang, T.; Dai, S.; Liao, H.; Zhu, H. Pores and the formation mechanisms of SLMed AlSi10Mg. Rapid Prototyp. J. 2020, 26,
1657–1664. [CrossRef]

8. Trevisan, F.; Calignano, F.; Lorusso, M.; Pakkanen, J.; Aversa, A.; Ambrosio, E.P.; Lombardi, M.; Fino, P.; Manfredi, D. On the
Selective Laser Melting (SLM) of the AlSi10Mg Alloy: Process, Microstructure, and Mechanical Properties. Materials 2017, 10, 76.
[CrossRef]

9. Liverani, E.; Toschi, S.; Ceschini, L.; Fortunato, A. Effect of selective laser melting (SLM) process parameters on microstructure
and mechanical properties of 316L austenitic stainless steel. J. Mater. Process. Technol. 2017, 249, 255–263. [CrossRef]

10. Read, N.; Wang, W.; Essa, K.; Attallah, M. Selective laser melting of AlSi10Mg alloy: Process optimisation and mechanical
properties development. Mater. Des. 2015, 65, 417–424. [CrossRef]

11. Koutiri, I.; Pessard, E.; Peyre, P.; Amlou, O.; De Terris, T. Influence of SLM process parameters on the surface finish, porosity rate
and fatigue behavior of as-built Inconel 625 parts. J. Mater. Process. Technol. 2018, 255, 536–546. [CrossRef]

12. Moussaoui, K.; Rubio, W.; Mousseigne, M.; Sultan, T.; Rezai, F. Effects of Selective Laser Melting additive manufacturing
parameters of Inconel 718 on porosity, microstructure and mechanical properties. Mater. Sci. Eng. A 2018, 735, 182–190. [CrossRef]

13. Li, R.; Liu, J.; Shi, Y.; Wang, L.; Jiang, W. Balling behavior of stainless steel and nickel powder during selective laser melting
process. Int. J. Adv. Manuf. Technol. 2011, 59, 1025–1035. [CrossRef]

14. Wang, Z.; Xiao, Z.; Tse, Y.; Huang, C.; Zhang, W. Optimization of processing parameters and establishment of a relationship
between microstructure and mechanical properties of SLM titanium alloy. Opt. Laser Technol. 2018, 112, 159–167. [CrossRef]

15. Hu, Z.; Nagarajan, B.; Song, X.; Huang, R.; Zhai, W.; Wei, J. Formation of SS316L Single Tracks in Micro Selective Laser Melting:
Surface, Geometry, and Defects. Adv. Mater. Sci. Eng. 2019, 2019, 9451406. [CrossRef]

16. Liu, B.; Li, B.Q.; Li, Z. Selective laser remelting of an additive layer manufacturing process on AlSi10Mg. Results Phys. 2019, 12,
982–988. [CrossRef]

17. Xiong, Z.G.; Zhang, P.P.; Tan, C.L.; Dong, D.D.; Ma, W.Y.; Yu, K. Selective Laser Melting and Remelting of Pure Tungsten. J. Adv.
Eng. Mater. 2020, 22, 1901352. [CrossRef]

18. Yasa, E.; Deckers, J.; Kruth, J.P. The investigation of the influence of laser re-melting on density, surface quality and microstructure
of selective laser melting parts. J. Rapid Prototyp. J. 2011, 17, 312–327. [CrossRef]

19. Qiu, C.L.; Wang, Z.; Aladawi, A.S.; Kindi, M.A.; Hatmi, I.A.; Chen, H.; Chen, L. Influence of Laser Processing Strategy and
Remelting on Surface Structure and Porosity Development during Selective Laser Melting of a Metallic Material. J. Metall. Mater.
Trans. A 2019, 50, 4423–4434. [CrossRef]

20. Wei, K.K.; Lv, M.; Zeng, X.Y.; Xiao, Z.X.; Huang, G.; Liu, M.; Deng, J.F. Effect of laser remelting on deposition quality, residual
stress, microstructure, and mechanical property of selective laser melting processed Ti-5Al-2.5Sn alloy. J. Mater. Charact. 2019, 150,
67–77. [CrossRef]

21. García, J.; Ciprés, V.C.; Blomqvist, A.; Kaplan, B. Cemented carbide microstructures: A review. Int. J. Refract. Met. HardMater.
2019, 80, 40–68. [CrossRef]

22. Upadhyaya, G.S. Materials science of cemented carbides—An overview. Mater. Des. 2001, 22, 483–489. [CrossRef]
23. Uhlmann, E.; Bergmann, A.; Gridin, W. Investigation on Additive Manufacturing of Tungsten Carbide-cobalt by Selective Laser

Melting. Procedia CIRP 2015, 35, 8–15. [CrossRef]
24. Yang, Y.; Zhang, C.; Wang, D.; Nie, L.; Wellmann, D.; Tian, Y. Additive manufacturing of WC-Co hardmetals: A review. Int. J. Adv.

Manuf. Technol. 2020, 108, 1653–1673. [CrossRef]
25. Chen, J.; Huang, M.; Fang, Z.Z.; Koopman, M.; Liu, W.; Deng, X.; Zhao, Z.; Chen, S.; Wu, S.; Liu, J.; et al. Microstructure analysis

of high density WC-Co composite prepared by one step selective laser melting. Int. J. Refract. Met. Hard. Mater. 2019, 84, 104980.
[CrossRef]

26. Uhlmann, E.; Bergmann, A.; Bolz, R. Manufacturing of carbide tools by Selective Laser Melting. Procedia Manuf. 2018, 21, 765–773.
[CrossRef]

27. Liu, D.; Yue, W.; Kang, J.; Wang, C. Effects of Different Substrates on the Formability and Densification Behaviors of Cemented
Carbide Processed by Laser Powder Bed Fusion. Materials 2021, 14, 5027. [CrossRef]

28. Li, C.W.; Chang, K.C.; Yeh, A.C. On the microstructure and properties of an advanced cemented carbide system processed by
selective laser melting. J. Alloy. Compd. 2018, 782, 440–450. [CrossRef]

29. Aramian, A.; Razavi, S.M.J.; Sadeghian, Z.; Berto, F. A review of additive manufacturing of cermets. Addit. Manuf. 2020, 33, 101130.
[CrossRef]

30. Khmyrov, R.S.; Safronov, V.A.; Gusarov, A.V. Obtaining crack-free WC-Co alloys by selective laser melting. Phys. Procedia 2016, 83,
874–881. [CrossRef]

31. Gu, D.D.; Meiners, W. Microstructure characteristics and formation mechanisms of in situ WC cemented carbide based hardmetals
prepared by Selective Laser Melting. J. Mater. Sci. Eng. A 2010, 527, 7585–7592. [CrossRef]

32. Domashenkov, A.; Borbély, A.; Smurov, I. Structural modifications of WC/Co nanophased and conventional powders processed
by selective laser melting. J. Adv. Manuf. Processes. 2017, 32, 93–100. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2020.05.162
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmapro.2021.01.051
http://doi.org/10.1108/rpj-02-2020-0036
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma10010076
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmatprotec.2017.05.042
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2014.09.044
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmatprotec.2017.12.043
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2018.08.037
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00170-011-3566-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.optlastec.2018.11.014
http://doi.org/10.1155/2019/9451406
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rinp.2018.12.018
http://doi.org/10.1002/adem.201901352
http://doi.org/10.1108/13552541111156450
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-019-05348-0
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matchar.2019.02.010
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrmhm.2018.12.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0261-3069(01)00007-3
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.procir.2015.08.060
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00170-020-05389-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrmhm.2019.104980
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2018.02.182
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma14175027
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2018.12.187
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addma.2020.101130
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.phpro.2016.08.091
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2010.08.075
http://doi.org/10.1080/10426914.2016.1176195


Materials 2022, 15, 2380 15 of 15

33. Elsayed, M.; Ghazy, M.; Youssef, Y.; Essa, K. Optimization of SLM process parameters for Ti6Al4V medical implants. Rapid
Prototyp. J. 2019, 25, 433–447. [CrossRef]

34. Zhang, L.; Zhu, H.H.; Liu, J.H.; Zeng, X.Y. Track evolution and surface characteristics of selective laser melting Ti6Al4V. J. Rapid
Prototyp. J. 2018, 24, 1554–1662. [CrossRef]

35. Wang, D.; Liu, Y.; Yang, Y.; Xiao, D. Theoretical and experimental study on surface roughness of 316L stainless steel metal parts
obtained through selective laser melting. Rapid Prototyp. J. 2016, 22, 706–716. [CrossRef]

36. Guo, M.; Gu, D.D.; Xi, L.X.; Du, L.; Zhang, H.M.; Zhang, J.Y. Formation of scanning tracks during Selective Laser Melting (SLM)
of pure tungsten powder: Morphology, geometric features and forming mechanisms. J. Int. J. Refract. Met. Hard. Mater. 2019, 79,
37–46. [CrossRef]

37. Liu, S.; Yang, W.; Shi, X.; Li, B.; Duan, S.; Guo, H.; Guo, J. Influence of laser process parameters on the densification, microstructure,
and mechanical properties of a selective laser melted AZ61 magnesium alloy. J. Alloys Compd. 2019, 808, 151160. [CrossRef]

38. Pasquet, I.; Baco-Carles, V.; Chamelot, P.; Gibilaro, M.; Massot, L.; Tailhades, P. A multimaterial based on metallic copper and
spinel oxide made by powder bed laser fusion: A new nanostructured material for inert anode dedicated to aluminum electrolysis.
J. Mater. Process. Technol. 2019, 278, 116452. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1108/rpj-05-2018-0112
http://doi.org/10.1108/RPJ-01-2018-0004
http://doi.org/10.1108/rpj-06-2015-0078
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrmhm.2018.11.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2019.06.261
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmatprotec.2019.116452

	Introduction 
	Experimental Details 
	Powder Characteristics 
	L-PBF Process 
	Characterization 

	Results 
	Surface Morphology 
	Surface Roughness 
	Densification Behaviors 
	Microstructures 
	Microhardness 

	Conclusions 
	References

