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ABSTRACT

This report describes a series of experiments designed
to assess the practical capability of acoustic emission to indicate
stress and/or deformation in a structure, as well as to offer a
means of assessing structural integrity. The tests were conducted
on split ring samples and specimens of cylindrical form internally
pressurized. The integrity of the cylindrical vessels was altered
by inserting machined notches of various shapes at predetermined
locations on the vessel surface. Specimens were fabricated from
4130 steel and 6061 aluminum. The studies were extended to tests
in which the surface of the specimens was coated with a brittle
film. This was done to provide an artificial source of high acoustic
energy which conceivably could offer an alternate method comparable
in reliability with the metal induced emission and one which would
be much less susceptible to the environmental disturbances.
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I. INTRODUCTION

This report describes the effort relating to the development
of the practical use of acoustic emission in assessing the structural
integrity and stress state of a structure. In the specific instance
the program concerns internally pressurized vessels and is a direct ex-
tension of the preliminary studies of Reference 1.

The occurrence of acoustic emission during the deformation of
a metal suggested the possibility of employing the phenomenon as a non-
destructive tool to monitor structures relative to their physical in-
tegrity and perhaps as a measuring technique with regard to stress or
deformation. The methods used to observe and study the acoustic emission

have been comprehensively discussed in previous publications.2, 3, 4*
In this preceding work it was determined that the emission is induced by
inelastic (plastic) deformation which can, of course, exist on a very
local as well as a gross scale within a given structure. With respect to
structural integrity, in the usual case it is the unpredictable local
deformation which is of specific interest. Local discontinuities or
defects within the structure material can result in premature local
plastic deformation. Hence, it is evident that under appropriately con-
trolled conditions their presence could be detected by the acoustic
method. In addition, the previous experiments indicated that the ampli-
tude of the emission, neglecting strain rate and volume effects, is
dependent on the stress level at which it is produced; the higher the
stress level the greater acoustic energy or higher amplitude. This
characteristic proffers the possibility of establishing a correlation
between emission and stress. These two aspects of emission application,
i.e., defect detection and stress/deformation measurement, were investi-
gated in the subject program.

In pursuit of the stated goals the majority of the effort con-
cerned observance of the primary, deformation induced, emission from the
structure material. Vessel integrity was varied by artificially inserting
defects into the structure while the emission-stress relation was studied
under different states of induced stress using standard strain gage in-
strumentation. A secondary phase of the study concerned a modified
acoustic technique.

* Refers to References
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In the usual primary acoustic emission method the extremely

low energy of the emission necessitates signal amplification of the

order of 10 6. From the view that in many instances the local environ-

ment would preclude such sensitivity, an alternate acoustic method was

investigated. The technique is similar in principle, although it is a

marked departure from the physical premises distinguishing the primary

acoustic emission. In the alternate method brittle-type coatings are

applied to the surfaces of the structure. These coatings crack locally

under strain thereby producing an acoustic pulse. The coating serves

as the source of the acoustic signal rather than the structural material.

The advantage gained is that the acoustic energy of a crack pulse is

orders of magnitude greater than that associated with primary metal

emission. Hence, a high signal to noise ratio is obtained, greatly re-

ducing the required amplification.

Two different epoxy coatings were used in these experiments;

the significant difference between them is the different threshold

strain level at which cracking occurs. The composition of the coatings

was also markedly different. The latter was done with the expectation

that the crack pulse characteristics of the two coatings would differ

in detail and thereby offer a means of discrimination. If extant, the

characteristic signal would provide a means of physically locating the

emission source by selectively positioning the different coatings on

the structure. It should be noted, however, that the coating method

has two shortcomings which should be kept in mind when considering

this particular technique. Obviously, the coating is only responsive

to the conditions on the surface of the structure where the coating

exists. Further, as in the case of the pressure vessels, the coating

is applied to the external surface only and hence would not necessarily

respond to anomalies on the inside surface.

Two structural materials were used in the subject investiga-

tions; 4130 steel and 6061 aluminum.
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II. EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURE

The arrangement for the split ring tests preceding the
pressure vessel tests is shown in Figure 1 along with a detail of the
test specimen. As here indicated, motion of the ram produced bending
deformation in the reduced section of the sample. Strain gages were
mounted on the specimens at the reduced section as well as on the ad-
jacent heavier section to provide a measure of deformation rate which
was varied over a substantial range, as high as 1000 microinches per
inch per second. The acoustic transducers were mounted on the flat
and on the edge of the specimen close to the reduced portion. Control
of the deformation rate was accomplished by adjustment of a needle valve
which connected the hydraulic cylinder to an hydraulic accumulator. The
valve and accumulator do not appear in the figure. The motion of the
ram piston was measured by a slide wire transducer.

The strain gage and linear ram motion were recorded on a
chart oscillograph, while the acoustic emission was recorded on the
dual channel magnetic tape unit. The reduced section of the specimens
was varied to provide different total volumes of deformed metal. This
was done by changing both the thickness and width of the section to
provide data on the effect of participating volume of material. Pre-
caution was taken to prevent the occurrence of apparatus noise by
isolating all parts with teflon washers and spacers. The split ring
specimen was welded to its mounting base to further assure that surface
friction motions would not interfere.

The experimental setup for the pressure vessel tests is
shown schematically in Figure 2 and photographically in Figure 3. The
test enclosure was used to contain the hydraulic fluid at failure and
was not intended as an acoustic isolator or shield. The test cylinder
was instrumented with strain gages, usually two, and two piezoelectric
transducers. The piezoelectric transducers were held against the
cylinder by an elastic band. A thick layer, about 1/16 inch, of
silicone grease was between the transducer and the specimen surface.
Internal pressure was measured by a strain gage pressure transducer
and monitored visually.

Strain gage and pressure data were recorded on the chart
osc-illograph. In addition, the amplified acoustic emission from one
of the two transducers was transmitted through a sound level meter to
the chart oscillograph. In this way the data on the magnetic tape could
be accurately correlated against the physical measurements.

Figure 4a shows the geometric form of the steel pressure
vessels, all 4130 steel. Also depicted are the several types of defects
artificially inserted into the vessel surface. In some instances, such
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as Figure 4c, Longitudinal-Type Defect, two defects were put into the

surface. (See also photographs of the cylinders, Figures 7-14.) In

almost all cases the strain gages were circumferentially oriented in

the central part of the cylinder, except when a defect was present,

in which case the strain gage was located adjacent to the defect at

the high stress region. See Table I for details on defects and strain

gages.

Figures 5 and 6 show the aluminum cylinder geometry and the

steel circumferential stress specimen, respectively. The latter con-

tains an insert which carries the axial load, sealing being accomplished

by 0-rings.

The coatings for the cylinders were of two types. One was the

standard "Stresscoat" which was sprayed onto the cylinder surface. The

second type was an epoxy casting compound, Stycast 3020, made by the

Emerson-Cuming Company. The latter was brushed onto the surface while

rotating the specimen continuously in a machine lathe. The coatings

were applied to as-received cylinders and also to defect cylinders for

a comparison of sensitivity.

Pressurization of the cylinders was accomplished by the system

depicted in Figure 2. The double hydraulic ram method permitted reasonable

isolation of the specimen from the motor driven hydraulic pump. The lower

ram is connected to the cylinder and the system completely filled with oil.

By driving the lower ram with the upper ram, the cylinder was gradually

pressurized. Rate of pressurization was controlled by the needle valve

to the upper ram. In the majority of tests, pressurization was unin-

terrupted from the onset to failure. However, in a few cases repetitions

of the pressure range were imposed to examine the effect of prior loading

on the emission characteristics.
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III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

The experimental results for the split ring tests provided
some insight into the data obtained in the subsequent cylinder tests.
They did not, however, provide the desired data on the nature of the
emission under varying stress levels and strain rates due to the
paucity of emission. The lack of emission introduced a new aspect
into the experimental program and although a negative result, does
offer additional knowledge concerning the nature of induced acoustic
emission.

Both steel and aluminum specimens were tested in the split
ring form. Neither material exhibited any high frequency type
emission of physical significance, particularly the 6061 aluminum.
The alteration of strain rate, up as high as 1000 pin/in sec had little
influence; essentially no evidence of emission being observed. Some
burst-type activity was observed with the 4130 steel specimens, but
this was erratic and did not correlate with either stress or deformation.

The actual recorded data for most of the test cylinders are
shown in Appendix A. The curves show strain gage data, internal
pressure and acoustic emission response. Except where noted, the strain
data represents the nominal circumferential strain at the vessel center;
see Table I for instrumentation details.

Cylinder No. 1, an as-received, no artificial defect specimen,
exhibited the type of emission response previously observed in the pre-
liminary studies of Reference 3. The salient difference is the presence
of the relatively high peaks just prior to the general rise in amplitude.

In the original testsI these premature emission indications were absentfor the as-received cylinder, the general rise to peak amplitude at
gross deformation being the first significant emission. It can be seen
that the high amplitude rise is similar in form to the sudden change in
the strain rate shown in the lower curve. The change to the higher strain
rate lags the rise in emission by a slight period. The rate of change ofthe pressure is more closely related to the emission change, but even
here there is a slight time lag; the emission rise being the first indi-
cation of a physical change occurring in the structure. Following the
peak emission amplitude there is a gradual, although somewhat erratic,
decrease in emission energy until just immediately prior to fracture the
final acoustic peak occurs. Cylinder No. 6, an as-received cylinder, ex-
hibited a very high emission amplitude almost immediately upon loading and
Cylinder No. 7, also as-received, a premature, fairly high amplitude pre-
ceding the rapid rise to maximum level at yielding. The strain gages on
Cylinders No. 1 and No. 6 show substantial strain levels as well as a
clear indication of plastic yielding. These gages were circumferentially
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located at the vessel center. In the case of Cylinder No. 7 the strain
gages are positioned at the juncture between the hemispherical head and
the cylindrical portion of the shell. The much lower strain in this
region and the lack of plastic deformation indication are evident.

In the repeated loading tests on the as-received Specimens
No. 6 and No. 7, the emission response showed a tendency to increase
gradually and more regularly to the maximum level. Some irregularities
are evident in the gradual rise of the emission. However, there is no
sudden increase to the maximum level at the onset of loading as observed
in many cases. The initial loading did not entirely eliminate emission
in subsequent loadings over the same range as might have been expected

from the previous experiments showing emission irreversibility.

Cylinder No. 4 was also stressed in several cycles and
exhibited an emission pattern similar to the above. In this case the
cylinder contained a spot-type defect, the influence of which would seem
to have been eliminated in the first loading. It should be noted, however,
that for the same internal pressure level the emission energy as expressed
by the amplitude level is greater for the third cycle than the second
cycle.

Cylinders No. 3 and No. 8, both thinned wall specimens, show
emission response similar to the as-received cylinder except that the
pressure level at which the amplitude change occurs is much lower, as
expected. Again, there is the premature rise prior to that associated
with the gross yielding. The energy of this premature emission (amplitude

level and period of sustainment) is noticeably greater for the thin vessel
than for the thicker specimen. In contrast, the total emission during

plastic deformation up to fracture is much greater for the thicker vessel.
In Figure 3 of Appendix A it can be seen that Strain Gage No. 1 was
located fairly close to the region of final fracture. Gage No. 2 was
180 around from No. 1.

The defect cylinders show a premature emission in every instance

(see especially No. 2, No. 5 and No. 9, Appendix A), but in many cases a
high amplitude level is sustained almost immediately upon loading. See

No. 4, No. 10, and No. 11. The maximum amplitude level of the emission

is fairly uniform for all specimens including those without defects as
well as those with defects.

The presence of the defect did not result in an emission response

which was characteristic of a specific form of defect. In every case of a

specimen with a defect there was either a premature occurrence of limited

acoustic energy or a rapid increase in emission at the onset of loading.

These defects varied not only in shape, as previously noted, but where

similar in form the locations were different. Cylinders No. 4 and No. 5,

for example, contain defects of identical shape, yet the emission response
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varies from a rather rapid rise at onset of loading in the former to a
premature lower level emission in the latter. The specific emission be-
havior for the different defects can be seen in the charts of Appendix A,

Cylinder Nos. 2, 4, 5, 9, 10, and 11.

The results from the o-ring type specimens are also presented
in the Appendix. Only the circumferential stress exists in these specimens
and the emission behavior is essentially the same as for the defect and
as-received cylinders. The o-ring type specimens did not contain any
artificial defects.

Charts No. 24 and No. 25 contain the data recorded for the
aluminum specimens. The pattern of the emission from these cylinders is
a marked departure from that of the 4130 steel. A rather meager amount
of emission, particularly for the second cylinder, Chart No. 25, is
exhibited at the onset of loading and this decreases very rapidly such
that essentially no emission is evident during the gross deformation of
the cylinder. This lack of emission confirms the results observed in
the split ring tests. Neither cylinder contained artificial defects.
Examination of the vessels following the tests showed the cylinders were
plastically deformed over the entire cylindrical section, although the
final deformation and fracture region was confined to a relatively small
local area. This is shown in the photograph of Figure 13. The amount of
general permanent deformation can also be observed from the strain gage
curves. This data shows that the strain gages were remote from the
final failure region.

The emission results for the coated cylinders are shown in the
Appendix A, Charts 21, 22, and 23. These cylinders were not instrumented
with strain gages in order to insure a uniform, uninterrupted coating.
The presence of a strain gage would induce a stress concentration acting
much the same as an artificial defect in the cylinder. Nominal stress
was obtained simply by calculation using the internal pressure data.

Cylinder A exhibits a marked change in the acoustic pulses from
the elastic to plastic range, there being no pulses until general plastic
deformation occurs. This cylinder was in the as-received condition.
Again, there is the decrease in emission as deformation proceeds. Cylinder
B, which contained a longitudinal-type defect, exhibited acoustic response
immediately upon loading as did Cylinder C with a similar defect, but a

different type coating. The no-defect cylinder to correspond with C, i.e.,

surfaced with Stresscoat, was inadvertently damaged in test and did not

produce decipherable information.
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IV. DISCUSSION

As noted in Section III, the experimental results from the
split ring tests did not provide emission data which could be correlated
with stress or deformation. The lack of emission in these tests is con-
sidered to be a result of the manner of deformation. In all previous
testing the applied load was the controlled variable rather than deforma-
tion as in these tests. Consequently, in the former experiments local
or general plasticity occurred in avalanches of appreciable acoustic
energy. In the split ring apparatus strain avalanches are precluded,
since the system is strain controlled. Although the 6061 aluminum
showed some evidence of emission in the subsequent pressure vessel tests,
the above conclusion is supported by the prolific emission exhibited by
the 4130 steel cylinders when internally pressurized.

The split ring tests point out an important consideration
relative to application of the technique in that the system under test
must permit deformation instability on a local scale. This is somewhat
equivalent to the yield drop of a tensile test. It is not entirely clear
why this anomaly exists, considering the rather high strain rates imposed
in the ring tests. It had been thought that the emission produced by the
deformation instability was a direct consequence of a high strain rate in
addition to material volume, but unless the local strain rates associated
with emission are considerably higher than 1000 pin/in/sec, it would appear
another parameter is prerequisite. A second aspect emphasized by these
tests as well as the vessel studies is the fact that certain materials, in
this case the 6061 alloy, do not produce emission of significant energy.
Separate bend tests on bar samples of the alloy further confirmed that
detectable emission is not produced during plastic deformation. This is
only the second material which has been encountered that did not produce

acoustic pulses, the other being pure iron. 1

A review of the steel pressure vessel data shows that the
presence of defects can be detected by acoustic emission. The emission
evidence is not as clear as would be desired, as seen in the tests on the
as-received cylinders; for example, both Cylinders No. 2 and No. 6 exhibit
the premature emission usually associated with the presence of a defect.
Nevertheless, in every instance of a defect there is evidence of emission
energy prior to the development of general yielding of the entire structure.
It is conceivable that these cylinders contained fabrication defects,
although examination of the cylinders after the tests did not reveal such.

The correlation between the occurrence of acoustic emission
and the onset of plastic deformation induced by the defect is best
shown in the test of Cylinder No. 2, Appendix A. Here Strain Gage No. 1
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is located at the end of the notch defect while No. 2 is 1800 around
the cylinder in a no-defect area. Both internal pressure and strain on
No. 2 gage are increasing linearly, whereas Gage No. 1 shows a sharp
increase in strain and an increase in the amplitude of the emission
corresponding to this strain increase. Cylinder No. 5 shows premature
emission, but in this case no strain rate change adjacent to the defect.
This defect was considerably smaller than that of Cylinder No. 2 and
hence has less effect on the strain gage. The emission energy is also
much reduced. Nevertheless, the emission does present an indication of
defect presence, whereas the strain gage does not.

The variation in defect size and shape had little effect on
the emission response. Cylinders which contained the small spot-type
defect (Cylinder No. 4) showed emission response similar to that of
cylinders containing the much larger longitudinal defect (Cylinder No. 2).
Location of the defect on the cylinder appeared to show the primary
effect as expected, i.e., the higher the stress state in the defect area,
the earlier the emission in response. For example, considering Cylinders
No. 4 and No. 5, the emission response in the former is most evident
right from the beginning of loading. The defect in this cylinder is in
the center of the vessel and in the second cylinder (No. 5) the defect
is at the juncture between cylinder and hemispherical end head. Be-
cause of the local restraint in the latter position, local yielding is
less than in No. 4 and slightly delayed relative to the internal
pressure. It is clear that a defect, in order to be "seen" must induce
local plastic deformation; hence, must be located in a stress field
sufficient to induce the yielding. It also follows that the orientation
of a defect relative to the stress field would be significant. It
should be noted, nevertheless, that Cylinder No. 11 containing a circum-
ferential notch exhibited substantial emission immediately upon loading,
identical to that observed for an identical notch in the longitudinal
direction.

The test results show that the size of defect cannot be
reliably indicated by the energy of the emission since, as noted above,
the stress field surrounding the defect is a vital influence. From an
absolute sense, however, the data does show that the presence of a
defect, around which some plastic deformation occurs, can be detected
by observance of the emission. In this regard the applicability of the
technique to pressure vessels would necessitate special methods to pre-
clude false indications that may arise from the surrounding environment.
A review of the subject data indicates that an acoustic amplitude greater
than about three major chart divisions and continuing to show a definite
increase in emission amplitude for a predetermined time period would be
cause for cessation of loading and inspection. Undoubtedly, in every
instance it would be desirable to establish, quite precisely, the
characteristics of a prototype known to be defect free. The monitor
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technique would then apply to that stress region in which a defect-free

structure does not exhibit emission. It is clear from the data charts

that the extent of emission output during gross deformation is a function

of the structure ductility. This is of no consequence with regard to

nondestructive monitoring, since the latter is important in the useful

stress region of the vessel which is generally below the gross yield con-

dition.

The emission results for the coated cylinders were most en-

couraging and show a nfore distinct demarcation between cylinders with

and without defects. Cylinder A, for example, was an as-received

cylinder without defect, and exhibited no emission until gross deforma-

tion of the cylinder occurred. Cylinders B and C both contained the

longitudinal-type defect. For the latter two specimens the acoustic

pulses appear very shortly after initiation of loading rising to

appreciable amplitude levels. It is to be recalled that the acoustic

transducer gain was reduced by an order of magnitude in these tests;

hence, the usual metal emission is not detected on the recording.

In the studies that were undertaken, which of necessity were

somewhat limited, no obvious difference in the acoustic signals of the

two types of coatings was ascertained. Nevertheless, with audio

monitoring a definite qualitative difference in the sounds is perceptible,

indicating a difference in frequency and amplitude content of the two

signals. Furthermore, limited signal observations indicated a possible

difference in the signal decay rates as well as maximum pulse energy,

but again the quantitative analysis showed only a trend that was not

conclusive at the present stage. It would appear that identification

of pulse source relative to a particular coating might well necessitate

parameter combinations. Another approach could, of course, investigate

a greater variety of coating materials to see if certain ones exhibit

characteristics peculiar or unique to that material.

The limitations of such coating, previously noted, would

mitigate their overall effectiveness. An additional shortcoming, particu-

larly for very large structures, would be the requirement of coating the

surface of the structure. Nevertheless, there are undoubtedly instances

where such a technique could be very effective and certainly cases where

the entire structure need not be coated. For example, very thin struc-

tures where defects not on the coated surface would still show a stress

influence or concentration on the coating. Also, structures which have

critical regions, e.g., structural discontinuities, could be effectively

investigated in these local regions by the coating method. In short,

the acoustic-brittle coating technique shows definite promise as a non-

destructive tool.

A review of the strain gage/emission data shows that there

is little consistent correlation between the acoustics and the stress
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level. The quantitative measurement of stress would therefore not
appear possible except in the specific instance of the yield stress.
A clear example is shown by the charts for Specimen No. 4, Test 2 and
Test 3 (Charts 5 and 6). Here it can be seen that in Test No. 3, for
the same level of stress, the emission is higher than in the preceding
loading of Test 2. A similar conclusion is obtained from an analysis
of the pulse rate. For the latter the emission was transmitted
through an electronic counter to a print-out tabulator. Although the
emission pulse rate varies with stress and of course deformation, no
consistent rate would be associated with an absolute stress level.
It seems clear that even though the nominal strain rates appear com-

parable, there probably are considerable differences in a local sense

and further, different volumes of materials are undoubtedly involved.
Both items would have a strong influence on the observed emission
pulse rate. The artificial coating method would appear to show

greater promise regarding stress determination, assuming that such
could be individually identified acoustically. Application to a

specimen of several coatings varying in strain sensitivity would permit
measurement of as many stress levels.

11



V. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The experimental results concerning primary acoustic
emission show that, for purposes of nondestructive evaluation, the
acoustic phenomena response is affected by the presence of certain
defects and that this response can be detected. The subject results
do show that a defect which exists on a structure under stress will
induce detectable emission and with the addition of other techniques,
i.e., triangulation, the position of such defects would be determinable.
However, the results also demonstrate that the information obtained by
this technique is not as definitive as had been desired; that the
emission characteristic is not unique for a given defect. Further,
some ambiguity existed due to the occurrence of premature emission in
the as-received cylinders but the conclusion that premature emission
occurs in other than defective vessels is not decisive inasmuch as the
presumption of a sound specimen may be erroneous, although not evident.
In every instance of a known defect an early acoustic indication was
observed. It is clear that the existence of emission is positive
evidence of active deformation in the specimen. The lack of emission
might be considered inconclusive, but obviously not the actual
occurrence. It follows that an anomaly of a type was present in the
cylinders assumed to be structurally sound. The importance of the
irregularity relative to the specimen performance remains in question.
The results obtained suggest therefore that further studies should be
made in which performance, possibly fatigue behavior, is determined
in respect to the emission observed. In this way the emission
significant to ultimate behavior would be separated from that resulting
from an anomaly not determinant of performance. Such studies would
obviously necessitate not only more precise knowledge of the physical
condition of the specimen, but also the specific performance of the
structure.

The direct measurement of stress utilizing acoustic emission
is feasible in a limited sense, but from the view of practical
applicability has serious shortcomings. Since acoustic emission ex-
hibits a maximum amplitude and rapid rise thereto at the yield stress
level, the phenomenon can detect the attainment of this single value.
Due to the variety of acoustic energies associated with all other
stress levels, i.e., lack of single value, the determination of any
stress level other than the yield value does not appear feasible on
the basis of the subject studies. The presence of emission on
successive loadings of the specimen, i.e., the lack of irreversibility,
precludes the determination of the previous stress level imposed on
the vessel. For the same and additional reasons the quantitative de-
gree of strain or deformation would also be impractical if at all
possible. The method would nevertheless have definite value in
monitoring complex structures under load for the occurrence of

12



yielding which is undesirable and detrimental to the structure. Locating
techniques, such as triangulation previously noted, could be used to
locate the position of such yielding.

The brittle coating method would appear to be immediately
applicable to the detection of defects in structures with the limita-
tions noted in the body of this report. It is to be noted that only one
type and size of defect was examined in the subject work, but in
principle, the technique appears workable for any defect form; minimum
size being the only question. The versatility of the properties of such
coatings would permit considerable latitude in defect size. It is
recommended that investigations relative to minimum defect size and
detail acoustic characteristics be made to establish the scope of the
coating method. Further, such an investigation should be accompanied
by a manifest of specific practical applications where, considering the
scope of the method, the method would be advantageous and so recommended.
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TABLE I

PRESSURE VESSEL SPECIMENS

STRAIN GAGE

Location
Stress Defect Defect and Direction

Specimen State Type Location (4)
No. Material (1) (2) (3) #1 #2 Remarks

1 4130 Biaxial None - AC -
2 4130 Biaxial 4c A XC AC
3 4130 Biaxial Thin Wall - AC AC
4 4130 Biaxial 4b A XC AC
5 4130 Biaxial 4b B XC AC
6 4130 Biaxial None - AC
7 4130 Biaxial None - BA BC
8 4130 Biaxial Thin Wall - BC BA
9 4130 Biaxial 4e A XC AC

10 4130 Biaxial 4c A&B XC(B) XC(A) Two Defects
11 4130 Biaxial 4d A AC XA
12 4130 Circum. None - AC AC
13 4130 Circum. None - AC AC
'A 4130 Biaxial None - - - Surface CoatingB 4130 Biaxial None - - - Surface Coating

C 4130 Biaxial None - - - Surface Coating
1A 6061 Biaxial None - AC AC
2A 6061 Biaxial None -- AC AC

Notes: (1) Circum. = Circumferential stress only.
(2) See Figure 4.
(3) Location, A = Center of vessel

B = Junction of cylinder and hemi-head
(4) AC = Center of vessel, circumferential stress

BA = Discontinuity region, axial stress
X = Adjacent to defect, e.g., XC = Location,

circumferential stress, etc.
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Figure 1. Split-Ring Test Arrangement and
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d a - piezoelectric transducers

b - test specimen

c - pressure transducer

d - chart recorder
1 ee - hydraulic ram

Sf- hydraulic ram
[I h g - acoustic barrier

bg h - hydraulic pump
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Figure 2. Pressure Vessel Test Apparatus

Figure 3. Photograph of Test Vessel in
Enclosure Showing Piezoelectric
Transducers Attached
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a. Pressure Vessel Dimensions
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Figure 4. Steel Pressure Vessel Geometry and Types of Defects
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Figure 7. Close-up of Cylinder C
in Test Enclosure Show-
ing Two Piezoelectric
Transducers Attached

Figure 8. Cylinder No. 2 Showing
Fracture at Longitudi-
nal Defect
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Figure 9. Cylinder No. 10 Showing
Two Longitudinal Defects,
Fracture at Center Defect

Figure 10. Cylinder No. 9 Fracture
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Figure 11. Cylinder No. 11 Showing
Fracture at End of Cir-
cumferential Defect

Figure 12. Cylinder No. 12
Fracture
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Figure 13. Cylinder No. 2, Aluminum
Alloy 6061

Figure 14. Cylinder A, Stycast
Surface Coating
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APPENDIX A

OSCILLOGRAPH CHART RECORDINGS
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Chart 1. As-Received Cylinder No. 1, 4130 Steel
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Chart J. Cylinder No. 3, 4130 Steel, Thinned Wall
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Chart 4. Test No. 1, Cylinder No. 4, 4130 Steel,
Spot Defect
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Char 6. est o. , Clidr No.I. 4, 4130 tee
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Chart 7. Cylinder No. 5, 4130 Steel, Spot Defect
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Chart 9. Test No. 2, Cylinder No. 6, 4130 Steel

33



r

0z

z u

34



Chart 11. Test No. 2, Cylinder No. 7, 4130 Steel
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Chart 12. Test No. 3, Cylinder No. 7, 4130 Steel

36



T

Chart 13. Cylinder No. 8, 4130 Steel, Thinned Wall
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Chart 14. Cylinder No. 9, 4130 Steel, 1" x 1" Defect
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Chart 15. Cylinder No. 10, 4130 Steel, Two Longitudinal

Defects
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Chart 17. Test No. 2, Cylinder No. 11, 4130 Steel
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Chart 18. Cylinder No. 12, 4130 Steel, 0-Ring Seal,
No Defect
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Chart 19. Test No. 1, Cylinder No. 13, 4130 Steel,

0-Ring Seal, No Defect
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Chart 20. Test No. 2, Cylinder 13, 4130 Steel
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Chart 21. Coated Cylinder A, Casting Epoxy Coating,
No Defect
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Chart 22. Coated Cylinder B, 4130 Steel, Casting Epoxy
Coating, Longitudinal Defect
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Chart 23. Coated Cylinder C, 4130 Steel, Stresscoat,
Longitudinal Defect
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Chart 24. Aluminum Cylinder No. 1, 6061 Alloy, No Defect
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Chart 25. Aluminum Cylinder No. 2, 6061 Alloy, No Defect

49



UNCLASSI FI ED

Security Classification
DOCUMENT CONTROL DATA- R&D

(Security classltication of title, body of abstract and indexing annotation nert be entered when the overall report is claesified)

1. ORIGINATING ACTIVITY (Corporate author) 2a. REPORT SECURITY CLASSIFICATION

Lessells and Associates, Inc. UNCLASSIFIED
Waltham, Massachusetts 02154 2b GROUP

3. REPORT TITLE

A STUDY OF THE APPLICABILITY OF ACOUSTIC EMISSION TO
PRESSURE VESSEL TESTING

4. DESCRIPTIVE NOTES (Type of report and lnclusive dates)

Summary Report - 15 March 1965 to 15 March 1966
S. AUTHOR(S) (Lost name, first name, initial)

Schofield, B. H.

6. REPORT DATE 7e. TOTAL NO. OF PAGES 7b. NO. OF REFS

November 1966 49 4
9a. CONTRACT OR GRANT NOAF 33(657) -8562 9a. ORIGINATOR'S REPORT NUMBER(S)

b. PROJECT NO. 7360 AFML-TR-66-92

Tb. OTHER N rtPORT NO(S) (Any other numbere that maybe assigned

c.TASK NO. 736002 t&Is report)

d.

10. AVAILABILITY/LIMITATION NOTICESThis document is subject to special export controls

and each transmittal to foreign governments or foreign nationals may be made
only with prior approval of the Metals and Ceramics Division (MAM), Air
Fnrcr Materials TLaboratory, Wrght-_PttFrsnn APR, Ohio 45433
11. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES 12. SPONSORING MILITARY ACTIVITY

Metals and Ceramics Division
Air Force Materials Laboratory
IWright-Patterson AFE, Ohio 4%433

13. ABSTRACT

This report describes a series of experiments designed to assess the
practical capability of acoustic emission to indicate stress and/or defor-
mation in a structure, as well as to offer a means of assessing structural
integrity. The tests were conducted on split ring samples and specimens of
cylindrical form internally pressurized. The integrity of the cylindrical
vessels was altered by inserting machined notches of various shapes at
predetermined locations on the vessel surface. Specimens were fabricated
from 4130 steel and 6061 aluminum. The studies were extended to tests in
which the surface of the specimens was coated with a brittle film. This was
done to provide an artificial source of high acoustic energy which conceiv-
ably could offer an alternate method comparable in reliability with the metal
induced emission and one which would be much less susceptible to the
environmental disturbances.

DD IN 1473 UNCLASSI FIED
Security Classification



Security Classification

14 LINK A LINK B LINK C
KEY WORDS ROLE WT ROLE wT ROLE J WT

I

INSTRUCTIONS

1. ORIGINATING ACTIVITY: Enter the name and address imposed by security classification, using standard statements

of the contractor, subcontractor, grantee, Department of De- such as:

fense activity or other organization (corporate author) issuing (1) "Qualified requesters may obtain copies of this
the report. report from DDC."

2a. REPORT SECUIRTY CLASSIFICATION: Enter the over- (2) "Foteign announcement and dissemination of this
all security classification of the report. Indicate whether report by DDC is not authorized.
"Restricted Data" is included. Marking is to be in accord-
ance with appropriate security regulations. (3) "U. S. Government agencies may obtain copies of

this report directly from DDC. Other qualified DDC
2b. GROUP; Automatic downgrading is specified in DaD Di- users shall request through
rective 5200. 10 and Armed Forces Industrial Manual. Enter
the group number. Also, when applicable, show that optional
markings have been used for Group 3 and Group 4 as author- (4) "U. S. military agencies may obtain copies of this
ized. report direc'ly from DDC. Other qualified users

3. REPORT TITLE: Enter the complete report title in all shall request through
capital letters. Titles in all cases should be unclassified.
if a meaningful title cannot he selected without classifica-
tiun, show title ,'l.•isificatioii in all capitals in parenthesis (5) "All distribution of this report is controlled.. Qual-

immediately following the title, ified DDC users shall request through

4. DESCRIPTIVE NOTES: If appropriate, enter the type of ""

report, e.g., interim, progress, summary, annual, or final. If the report has been furnished to the, Office of Technical
Give the inclusive dates when a specific reporting period is Services, Department of Commerce, for ýale to the ptiblic, indi-
covered. cate this fact and enter the price, if known.
5 . AUTHOR(S): Enter the name(s) of author(s) as shown on 11. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES: Use for additional explana-
or in the report. Entre last name, first name, middle initial, tory notes.

SIf military, sitw rank and branch of service. The name of
the principal ,:3thor is an absolute minimum requirement. 12. SPONSORING MILITARY ACTIVITY: Enter the name of

the departmental project office or laboratory sponsoring (pay-
6. REPORT DATL Enter the date of the report as day, ing for) the research and development. Include address.
tronth, year; or month, year. If more than one date appears
on the report, use date of publication. 13. ABSTRACT: Enter an abstract giving a brief and factual

summary of the document indicative of the report, even though
7a. TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES: The total page count it may also appear elsewhere in the body of the technical re-
should follow normal pagination procedures, i.e., enter the port. If additional space is required, a coutinuation sheet shall

number of pages containing information. be attached.
7b. NUMBER OF REFERENCES. Enter the total number of It is highly desirable that the abstract of classified reports
references cited in the report. be unclassified. Each paragraph of the abstract shall end with
8a. CONTRACT OR GRANT NUMBEP: If appropriate, enter an indication of the military security classification of the in-
the applicable number of the contract or grant under which formation in the paragraph, represented as (TS). (S). (C). or (U).
the report was written. There is no limitation on the length of the abstract. How-

8b, &c, & Rd. PROJECT NUMBER: Enter the appropriate e,.vr, the suggested length is from 150 to 225 words.
military department identif~caton, such as project number,
subpriject number, system numbers, task number, etc. 14. KEY WORDS: Key words are technically meaningful terms

or short phrases that characterize a report and may be used as
9a. ORIGINATOR'S REPORT NUMBER(S): Enter the offi- index entries for cataloging the report. Key words must be
cial report numb•,r by whih the document will be identified selected so that no security classification is required. Identi-
and controlled by the originating activity. This number must fiers, such as equipment model designation, trade name, military
be unique to this report. project code name, geographic location, may be used as key

9b. OTHER REPORT NUMBER(S): If the report has been words but will be followed by an indication of technical con-

assigned any other report numbers (either by the originator text. The assignment of links, rules, and weights is optional.

or by the sponsor), also enter this number(s).

10. AVAILABILITY/LIMITATION NOTICES: Enter any lim-
itations on further dissemination of the report, other than those

Security Classification


