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ABSTRACT

To find ways of efficiently joining composite materials, an investigation
was undertaken to explore design philosophies, identify parameters affecting
joint strength and life, establish design approaches for aircraft applications,
and compile design data. Properties of boron and S-994 fiber glass lamin-
ates using Narmco 5505 resin were determined in tension, compression,
in-plane shear, interlaminar shear, and pin-bearing tests. In comparing
six adhesives, a nylon-epoxy adhesive was found to have the best combina-
tion of shear strength and ductility (except in scarf joints,where ductility is
less important). Ultimate strength and fatigue data were determined for a
variety of bonded joint and bolted joint Lest specimens. The bonded joint
concepts included single and double lap, stepped lap, scarf, and variable
stiffness adhesive joints. The bolted joint concepts included laminates with
plain holes and with reinforced holes using either composite or steel shim
reinforcing or steel bushings. The effects of design parameter variations on
joint failure modes were determined, and parametric strengch trends were
analyzed. Design parameters influencing bonded joint failures the most were
adherend and adhesive properties (strength and stiffness), lap length, adher-
end thickness, and fiber orientation adjacent to the adhesive. Bolted joint
failures were most affected by iarninate strerngth and stiffness, edge distance,
fastener pitch, laminate thickness, and fastener diameter. A combination
bolted-bonded joint performed better than joints ¢ mploying either bolting or
bonding separately because of a fundamentai change in failure rmode caused
by adhesive/fastener interaction. Boited joiuts in composites w:re found
to be lighter than comparable joints in aluminum. However, on a weight-
efficiency basis, bonded joints were found to be superior to bolted joints,
Scarf and stepped lap bonded joints, although more difficult to fabricate than
lap joints, showed promise of achieving any desired strength with only a
small weight penalty, Linear discrete element analyses (DEA), corrected
empirically for adhesive plasticity and nonlinear DEA,yielded good test-
theory correlation for bonded joint strength, Load-deformation characteris-
tics of bolted joints were not adequately predicted with linear DEA.
Fabrication techniques of the specimens are described in the Appendix.
Volume I. Quality coatrol data, engineering drawings of the test specimens,
and experimental data plots or tabulations for individual test results are
presented in Volume II.
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SECTION I

INTRODUCTION

Airframe applications of composite material structures have been
investigated for a number of years. With the availability of advanced fibrous
reinforcements of high specific strengths and moduli, airframe weight
reductions of about 40 percent were frequently predicted. However, as
actual development programs were completed it became apparent that
weight savings from increased strength and stiffness could be easily offset
by weight losses resulting from inefficient joining of these materials.

Elimirating structural joints and cutouts (which are special joint cases
if stressed covers are used) is impractical in present-day aircraft because
of the requirements for manufacturing breaks, assembly and equipment
access, and replacement of damaged structures., Indeed, the trend in
modern aircraft is to increase requirements for equipment access as
electronic and other subsystems become more complex,

Design policies for joining metal elements are based on years of
experience with isotropic and homogeneous materials. Optimum joint
proportions have evolved from essentially invariant relationships between
tension, shear, and bearing strengths (and moduli) of structural metals.
Because of the fundamental differences in properties caused by the anisotropy
and inhomogeneity of composites, design policies that were evolved for metal
joints cannot be applied directly to composites. The basic strength and
modulus relationships on which metal joint technology is based are variables
in the composite structural design process. Thus, the design of optimum
joints in reinforced composites must start in the selection and arrangement
of the basic material constituents,

The objectives of this investigation were to explore design philosophies
for joining composite elements, identify the fundamental parameters con-
trolling the strength and life characteristics of such joints, establish design
approaches for efficient joining of coinposites under conditions representa-
tive of primary aircraft structures, and compile data for design of efficient
structures using these materials.

These objectives were met through a program involving design,
fabrication, test, and evaluation of a variety of design data and joint -
specimens (1438 in all) covering the following variables:

. Material Properties

Laminates
Adhesives

. Design Concepts

Bonded
Bolted

Combination
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e Joined Materials
Boron-Reinforced Laminates
Fiber glass-Reinforced Laminates
Laminates to Metals

e Design Parameters
Laminate Patterns
Joint Geometries

e Load Conditions
Static Strength

Constant- Amplitude Fatigue

Significant variables not investigated in the study include resin and void
content variations, elevated and reduced temperature effects, environmental
effects, creep phenomena, joint compression and in-plane shear properties,

and reversing load fatigue properties.
Results of the study are reported in two volumes:
Volume I - Techknical Discussion and Summary
Volume II - Engineering Drawings and Experimental Data

This ,olume contains the technical discussions and a brief summary

(Section [I) of the significant results of the program. The balance of the
docurmnent contains description of test setups and summaries of test results
for laminate and adhesive properties, and for bonded and/or bolted joint
specimens. Phenomenological trends in joint failures and parametric trends
in joint design are analyzed. Optimum joint designs and weight studies are
discussed, and the results of linear and nonlinear joint strength analyses are
reported. Conclusions drawn from the investigation are presented. Manu-
facturing and processing techniques used in the fabrication of the specimens
are described in the appendix. Quality control data, complete engineering
drawings, and individual test results are presented under separate cover in

Volume II.
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SECTION 11

SUMMARY

MATERIAL PROPERTIES

Laminate and adhesive properties were invesiigated by testing and by
theoretical analysis. Fundamental strength and elastic property data speci-
mens were designed in laminates with selected fiber patterns. Specimens
were fabricated from boron and $-994 fiber glass filaments in an epoxy resin
matrix. Unidirectional laminate data, primarily from published literature,
were used to determine the basic monolayer values that were required as
input data for theoretical strength and stiffness analyses. The analytical
approach, which was based on the distortional energy criterion of failure,
predicted initial and final failures for the laininates used in the data specimens
when subjected to tension, compression, and shear iczding. The agreement
between test results and theoretical predicticns was good for tension and com-
pression cases, but shear stiffnesses consistently exceeded predicted values.
Pin-bearing and interlaminar shear properties were also investigated in the
test program. Two pin-bearing specimen configurations were loaded and
arloaded in 1000 -pound increments to indicate elastic recovery and hysteresis
effects of the laminates.

Selected laminates were tested in compression, interlaminar shear,
and pin-bearing with small amounts (1 to 2 percent by weight) of whisker
additives in the resin. Very high strengths (exceeding predicted values) were
achieved with compressive cylinders containing whiskers. Interlaminar shear
strength was upgraded from 5 to 24 percent, depending or the laminate pat-
tern and the type and amount of whiskers. No improvement was appareni in

pin-bearing specimens, but the shear-out mode of failure was precluded in
some cases.

Six adhesives were compared by testing 1/2-inch double lap specimens,
by flatwise tension tests on sandwich specimens, and in a torsional ring fix-
turc designed and developed as part of the program. The torsional ring test
was devised for the determination of shear strength and modulus of the
adhesives, and the salient design features of the fixture are described. The
strongest adhesive in this test was AF130, an epoxy novalac with an average
ultimate shear stress of 9970 psi, but with brittle failure characteristics.
Shell 951, a nylon epoxy adhesive, was selected for further investigation.

Its average ultimate shear strength was 6100 psi, but because of its con-
siderable ductility it proved to be nearly five times as strong as AF130 in the
lap tests. The effects of bond line thickness and strain rate were investi-
gated “or Shell 951 adhesive using the torsional ring test.

JOINT INVESTIGATION

A test program was conducted on boron and fiber glass flat laminate
gpecimens of bonded and bolted joint configurations. The basic types of
bonded joints included single and double lap, scarf, and stepped lap designs.




Zxternal scarf and variable adhesive joint configurations were alsgo tested,

sut these did r ot show significant strength advantages over the other joint
:ypes. Vari: ions in fiber pattern and lap length were investigated for
zomposite-to-compousite and composite~to-metal joints, Metal adherends
.ancluded aluminum, titaniurmn, and stainless steel. The strongest joints were
>btained when the extensional stifinesses of the adherends on each side of the
joint were equal. Double lap joints were more than twice as strong as single
lap joints of the same lap length because the symmetry of the configuration
reduced bending in the adherends and transverse stresses across the adhe-
sive. The bending in the adherends did not prevent them from approaching
their maximum tensile strengths at failure. The scarf and stepped lap con-
figurations have the capability of scale-up to transmit a load of any magnitude,
providing that the lap length is not restricted. The scarf joint was difficult

to fabricate, especially in achieving a high quality bond of uniform thickness.
The stepped lap design achieved higher average shear stresses than the scarf.
The strength of the stepped lap joint was not very sensitive to the number of
steps when total lap length was constant. Interlaminar shear was the pre-
dominate failure mode in many of the bonded joints.

The bolted joints included single and double lap configurations. The
single lap joints strengths were not greatly penalized by the joint eccentricity.
Various types of reinforcement at the bolt hole were investigated with the
double-lap configuration. The use of bushings reduced the joint weight eifi-
ciency. The insertion of metal shims and thickened-end designs resulted in
weight-effective joints. The shimmed joint was more difficult to fabricate
but produczsd a very compact, high-strength joint. The thickened-end
configuration was a good general purpose design., The addition of adhesive
bonding to a bolted joint gave strengths that were greater than similar joints
using bonding or bolting separately. Shear-out failures were prevalent in
all bolted joints except for the shim-reinforced and combination bolted-bonded
joints. Although whiskers improved the laminate properties, joint strengths
were not increased by their use as a resin additive.

Constant-amplitude fatigue tests (at & stress ratio of +0. 05) were con-
ducted on the various configurations for screening joint concepts. In these
tests laminate failures occurred in single lap bolted joints and in combina-
tion bolted-bonded joints. In double lap bolted joints, fatigue failures
occurred in the aluminum joint members, and in adhesive joints the failures
were associated with the adhesive or the resin adjacent to the adhesive. Two
joint concepts (double lap adhesive and scarf adhesive) were selected for the
generation of S-n curves at constant amplitude. The scarf joints sustained
stress levels approximately three times greater than those of the double lap
joints,

Phenomenological trends in joint failure modes were analyzed in terms
of basic joint design parameter variations. Significant parameters were
identified, and strength prediction methods were evolved for the design of
statically loaded tension joints. Details of processing and fabrication of the
specimens and physical property data are included in the appendixes and in
Volume II,
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WEIGHT STUDIES

The strength prediction methods evolved in the joint investigation were
used to design minimum weight joints. A boron laminate with a 0°/459/
-459/0° pattern was used in the study, and the derived weights were com-
pared to aluminum alloy joints of equivalent strength. Weight increments
were calculated with respect to a basic panel, the thickness of which was
based on its required tensile strength. In bonded joints, the scarf and
stepped lap configurations were lighter in weight than the lap joints at all
load levels. Boron had a smaller weight increment than aluminum alloy for
all joints except the scarf joint when scarf length was constrained by prac-
tical considerations.

The thickened-end configuration was used in the study of single and
double lap bolted joints. A balanced design, in which all possible failure
modes occurred simultaneously, was investigated and found to yield a2 weight
greater than mirnimum. A procedure for the design of optimurmn joints was
developed, and examples for boron and aluminum joints were evaluated.
Weights considerably less than those for a balanced design were achieved.

The significance of the joint weight increments was illustrated by con-
sidering joints associated with panels typical of aircraft applications. Boron
panels were approximately half the weight of aluminum panels for the same
tensile loads. The weight increment of the scarf and stepped lap joints was
so small in comparison with the panel weights that there was little difference
between them on the basis of total weight. The boron stepped lap joint
resulted in the smallest total weight. In this joint, weight was reduced by
increasing the number of steps, but because the joint weight was such a
small percentage of total panel weight there was negligible gain from the use
of more than four steps.

ANALYTICAL STUDIES

The basic joint configurations in the experimental program were studied
analytically to evaluate available analysis methods and to provide insight into
the trends in the experimental data. Linear and nonlinear behaviors were
analyzed, primarily using lumped parameter modeling and matrix computer
methods.

Results of linear analyses of double lap, bonded joints were modified by
an approximate method of accounting for plasticity. The results agreed very
well with experimental data for both adhesive and adherend failures.

Load-deformation characteristics of bolted joints were not adequately
predicted by linear analysis. Agreement between test and linear theory for
the basic fastener-sheet assembly was poor. The discrepancy was probably
caused by nonlinear behavior duetolocal filament buckling and matrix plasticity
caused by high bearing stresses in the laminate. An extremely sophisticated
nonlinear analysis capability is required to account for these mechanisms.

Double lap bonded joints were analyzed by a nonlinear digital method,
and the results are summarized in this document. The agreement with test
data was excellent. This approach offers the potential of reliable prediction
of shear failures in the adhesive and of sheet tension or interlaminar shear
failures of the adherends.
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Results of linear analyses of bonded joints are in good agreement with
fatigue data from: the screening tests. Test-theory comparisons are included
for (1) single lap, double lap, stepped lap, and scarf joint configurations, and
(2) boron composite, fiber glass composite, and aluminum adherends.

DESIGN TECHNOLOGY

On a weight-efficiency basis, bonded joints were found to be superior to
bolted joints, and, therefore, they are recormnmended for permanent-joint
applications. Bolted joints will continue to be required for demountable
assemblies and for numerous stressed and non-stressed access door instal-
lations. Although bolted joints are heavier than bonded joints, bolted joints
in composites are lighter than comparable joints in aluminum alloy for the
same design conditions,.

Laminate shear was the failure mode in most joint failures, both in
interlaminar shear of bonded joints and in shear-out of bolted joints. In
bonded lap joints, when a good balance was achieved between lap length and
adherend thickness (to balance adhesive shear strength and adherend tensile
strength) the resin between laminate layers failed in interlaminar shear. In
bolted joints, conventional shear-out failures were observed in most of the
specimens, even when joint proportions were selected to produce bearing

failures.

The simplest bonded joint was the single lap, in which the two members
being joined were merely overlapped and bonded together. For small over-
lap lengths, the adhesive approached its full shear strength. As lap length .
was increased, joint strength increased at a decreasing rate. The strength
of the joint was increased considerably by using a double shear configuration
with a faying surface on each side of the center adherend. For a given lap
length the adhesive area was double that of a single lap joint, but the strength T
was more than double because the symmetry of the joint reduced bending in
the adherends and peel stresses in the adhesive. The adherends for both
single and double lap joints approached their predicted tensile strengths at
failure despite bending eifects. For loads greater than the strength capacity
of lap joints, it was necessary to use a joint configuration in which the
strains in the adherends were more compatible. Of the types investigated,
the scarf and the stepped lap joints both showed promise of achieving any
desired strength with a small weight penalty. The manufacture of each
introduced more difficulty in fabrication.

The choice of adhesive may be influenced by practical reasons, such as
temperature and pressure requirements during the cure ¢cycle. Residual
thermal stresses are particularly important when joining materials of differ-
ent thermal expansions. A low-temperature-cure adhesive would be advan- .
tageous in such cases. Similarly, an adhesive that does not require high
bonding pressures or close contact of adherends would considerably reduce

fabrication difficulties.

For highly loaded joints, mechanical propertics of the adhesive are of
primc importance. However, it was found that ultimate shear strength
alone was not a goad criterion for selection of an adhesive. Where there was
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some incompatibility of strain in the adherends, it was demonstrated that
improved strength was obtained using an adhesive that exhibited considerable
ductility. Of the adhesives tested, AF130 was the strongest with an ultimate
tensile strength of 9970 psi. Shell 951 had a strength of 6100 psi but sus-
tained a very large strain before failure. When used in 0. 5-inch dauble lap
specimens, the average failure stresses obtained with AF130 and Shell 951
were 1125 and 5556 psi, respectively, indicating the considerable advantage
of ductility. An exception to this rule was noted in the case of the scarf joint
using AF130 adhesive. Because of the improved strain compatibility of the
adherends, stress concentration in the adhesive was reduced to such a level
that AF130 produced a stronger joint despite its brittle stress-strain charac-
teristics in shear.

Design parameters having the greatest influence on bonded joint failures
were lap length, adherend thickness, and fiber orientation adjacent to the
adhesive. In single and double lap joints, short lap lengths and thick adher-
ends (L/t = 12.5) tended to produce adhesive failures or interfacial failures
between resin and fibers in the first layer of the laminate. Long lap lengths
and thin adherends (L/i = 50) tended to produce tension failures in the
adherends. Between these two extremes (L/t = 25), interlaminar shear fail-
ures were prevalent. Interlaminar shear failures were also observed near
the fiber ends in scarf adhesive joints, and near the step ends of stepped lap
joints. The interlaminar shear failures were usually associated with layers
oriented at 45 degrees to the load axis, particularly when such layers were
adjacent to the adhesive.

Single and double lap joints attained maximumn strengths when the
extensional stiffnesses of the adherends at both ends of the joint were equal.
Extensional stiffness is proportional to the product of Young's modulus and
adherend thickness. Balancing the extensional stiffnesses of the adherends
equalized peak stresses at each end of the bond line and produced the highest
average adhesive shear stresses.

Adhesive joints tested in constant-amplitude fatigue (at a stress ratio of
+0.05) achieved runout conditions when the maximum shear stress in the
adhesive was restricted to approximately the proportional limit stress of the
adhesive in shear. Thus, the scarf joints achieved runout stresses about
3.5 times greater than those of double lap joints. Adhesive shear stresses
above the proportional limit caused fatigue cracks in the adhesive (or in the
resin adjacent to the adhesive) that propagated through the joint and caused
failure. Residual strength of the runout specimens usually exceeded static
streagth values.

The presence of the fastener hole was a critical factor in each mode of
failure observed in the bolted joints. Stress concentration factors caused by
the hole ensured that failure would not occur in the basic laminate secticn or
in the fastener unless the joint area was reinforced in some manner (i.e.,
metal shim inserts, edge buildup, etc.).

Design parameters having an influence on mechanical joint failures were
laminate properties, laminate patterns, edge distance, fastener pitch, lami-
nate thickness, and fastener diameter. Within the range of variation of these
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parameters in the present program, the shear-out mode predominated in the
joint failures. Shear stresses that developed at failure (for a number of
laminate thicknesses and edge distances) decreased as edge distance
increased. Thus, increasing edge distance was found to be an inefficient
method of increasing joint strength., For a given edge distance, joint strength
increased approximately linearly with composite thickness until bolt bending
effects reversed this trend.

Edge distances of 4.5 times the fastener diameter were required to
achieve a balance between shear-out and bearing strengths of the laminates
used in the test specimens. Tensile failures through the fastener holes were
precluded by a side distance of twice the fastener diameter. A thickness-to-
diameter ratio of 0. 8 resulted in maximum bearing strength. Above this
ratio, belt bending effects reduced the average bearing stresses, particularly
in the stiffer boron composites. Maximum shear-out stresses were developed
in a laminate containing 0- and 45-degree layers when 2/3 of the layers were
oriented at 45 degrees to the load axis.

Bolted joints with steel bushings (at the t/D ratios investigated during

the program) were considerably weaker than similar composite joints without
bushings.

The combination bolted-bonded joint perfo:med better than joints
employing either bolting or bonding separately. The strength of this joint
was improved due to a fundamental change in failure mode caused by the
adhesive. The mode of failure for this joint was a combination of tension
through a section at the fastener and interlaminar shear in the composite.
If this joint had been either bolted or bonded, it would have failed in a lower- *
strength shear-out mode (if bolted) or an intarfacial shear mode (if bonded).
The addition of adhesive bonding in the bolted joint resulted in a large
increase in strength for a negligible weight increase. . -

The steel shim-reinforced specimens failed in a variety of complex
modes involving bolt shear, tension through a section at the fastener hole,
tension in the basic laminate section, and delamination of the specimen at
the shim-to~resin interface. These joints produced bolt failures in double
shear at edge distances of about five times the bolt diameter. Strength-
weight relatioeships comparable to all composite bolted joints were produced
with edge distances of about twice the bolt diameter.
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SECTION 1I

MATERIAL PROPERTIES

Data specimens were fabricated and tested to determine engineering
properties of the laminates and adhesives used in the joint tests. These data
specimens, together with test methods and results, are described in this
section under the headings Laminate Properties and Adhesive Properties.
Engineering drawings showing design details of the data specimens are
included in Volume II,

LAMINATE PROPERTIES

To establish an engineering data base for the composite materials being
used in the joint tests, analytical and experimental investigations were
conducted to determine laminate response under the following loads:

] Tension

e Compression

e In-plane shear

] Interlaminar shear
] Pin-bearing

Stress-strain data were measured for the compound multilayered
laminates used in the joint specimens for uniaxial tension and compression,
and for in-plane shear. Unidirectional laminate properties were also
determined for longitudinal and transverse tension and for in-plane shear.
Stress-strain curves for each of the tension, compression, and in-plane
shear specimens are included in Volume II.

All data specimens, and subsequently all joint specimens, were made
from prepregged, '""B' staged boron tapes or S-994 fiber glass roving using
the Narmco 5505 epoxy resin system. The boron tapes were purchased under
material specification DMS 1919, "Boron Filament Tape, Organic Resin
Impregnated, ' from the Whittaker Corporation, Narmco Materials Division,
This specification is included in Volume II. The S$-994 fiber glass roving
was impregnated by the U.S. Polymeric Company using bulk 5505 resin
purchased from Narmco. A specification was not established for this
material, but incoming inspection tests were conducted on each shipment of
material before it was used in specimens. These inspection records are
also included in Volume II,

Two basic laminate patterns that result in a combination of axial and
shear properties were selected for the tension, shear (both in-plane and
interlaminar), and bearing specimens. These properties are required in
varying degrees in practically all aircraft components. The selected laminate
patterns are illustrated in Figure 1. Each arrow represents an oriented
monolayer of reinforcement applied in the numbered sequence. The speci-
men walls were built up by repeating these basic patterns. For the
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compression specimens, the first laminate pattern was retained, but the -
second was changed to a pattern regarded as more suitable for a compression
member.

Specimen configurations were fabricated in both boron and 5-994 high-
tensile-strength (HTS) fiber glass reinforcements. One of the boro1 patterns
contained a 90° -oriented ply of $S-994 HTS fiber glass as shown in Figure 2.
This ply was included to improve the transverse properties and enhance the
micromechanical behavior of the longitudinal plies in compression. This
pattern was more suitable for a structural member loaded primarily in
compression; e. g., a landing gear strut.

The specimen laminate patterns were chosen so that corresponding
specimens in boron and fiber glass had the same percentages of longitudinal,
circumferential, and oblique angle plies and the same nominal wall thick-
nesses. Because of the difference in ply thickness between boron tape
(about 0. 005 inch) and fiber glass roving (about 0. 010 inch), the number of
layers in similar specimens did not correspond.

A second difference in the tension, compression, and shear specimens
should be noted. The specimens containing only boron reinforcement were
tabricated using 3-inch-wide pregregged (Narmco 5505 resin) tape including
a layer of 104 glass scrim cloth. The boron specimens with the transverse
plies of S-994 HTS fiber glass were fabricated using 1/8-inch prepregged
boron tape excluding the glass scrim cloth.

Some configurations of the compression, interlaminar shear, and pin-
bearing specimens contained small amounts of whisker additions to the resin. »
Two types of whisker mixtures were used, as specified in Table I. These
specimens were included in the test program to indicate the effects of resin
additives on compression, interlaminar shear, and bearing properties of ..
the composites. The strength effects of these whisker additions are dis-
cussed under the appropriate specimen headings.

After test, one whiskered specimen was sectioned, polished, etched,
and photographed at a magnification of 500X (Figure 3) to check the dispersion
of whiskers due to resin flow during cure. The specimen contained the
AL,0;/AEN whisker mixture at 2 percent of the resin weight. Thus, the
laminate contained fibers of the following diameters:

Boron 0. 004 inch
Fiber Glass 0. 00037 inch
A2203/A2N Whiskers 0. 00012 inch

The dispersion of whiskers through the laminate was quite uniform, as
shown in Figure 3.
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FIGURE 1. BASIC FILAMENT PATTERNS FOR TENSION, SHEAR, AND BEARING SPECIMENS

1 4 2345
6 )
2 3 \
(BORON-TYPICAL - — —> 1 (5994 HTS GLASS-
SOLID LINE) /1 N4\ DASH LINE)
45° 15° 4s° 45°

FIGURE 2. BASIC FILAMENT PATTERNS FOR COMPRESSION SPECIMENS
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TABLE |
WHISKER DIMENSIONAL PROPERTIES

TYPE DIAMETER RANGE LENGTH RANGE ASPECT RATIO
—
MIXED WHISKERS 330 MICRONS 30-600 MICRONS 10-200
AlN -A|203 0.00012 — 0.0012 iNCHES 0.0012 - 0.024 INCHES
10-500

MIXED WHISKERS
SiC- A|2('J3

230 MICRONS 20-1000 MICRONS

0.00008 — 0.0012 INCHES 0.0008 — 0.040 INCHES

FIGURE 3. PHOTOMICROGRAPH OF SPECIMEN WITH A1203IA1N WHISKERS AT 2 PERCENT

RESIN WEIGHT
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Theoretical Properties

In the initial stages of analysis, it was considered worthwhile to demon-
strate the extent to which the behavior of the multidirectional material could
be predicted when subjected to uniaxial loading. This enabled the strength of
the adherends to be considered, together with the bolt or bond strength, in
the joint analysis.

Theoretical properties of the data specimens were predicted using the
strength analysis approach of Tsai (Reference 1), based on the distortional
energy criterion of continued deformation of anisotropic materials postulated
by Hill {Reference 2). This approach was applied to the compound multi-
layered laminates used in the data specimens to predict stress-strain
behavior to ultimate strength. Baced on monolayer properties, the elastic
properties and stress distributions of the laminate under the applied loads
were computed, and each layer was checked against the distortional energy
criterion of failure. When the applied load was large enough, one layer of
the laminate satisfied the failure criterion and 'first failure'" was counsidered
to have occurred. That layer was then taken out of action for subsequent
calculations. As each layer 'failed, ' the remaining layers of the laminate
were used to recalculate the elastic properties and internal stress distribu-
tions. This process was repeated until the ultimate strength of the laminate
was determined.

This analytical approach was programmed for computer analysis by
Schofield (Reference 3). This program performed a strength analysis of
balanced multilayered laminates for stress-strain behavior up to ultimate
load. The program input data included uniaxial properties as noted in
Table II. The uniaxial properties were determined initially from published
literature (References 4 through 6). Because of the dearth of information on
S$-994 fiber glass-Narmco 5505 laminates, properties for this system were
approximated using data from Reference 4 for fiber glass/828-1031
BDMA-MNA resin, except that transverse tensile strength (F'r¢) was
increased to represent the Narmco 5505 resin properties more accurately.
For boron-Narmco 5505 laminates, elastic properties and longitudinal
strengths were obtained from Reference 5. Transverse properties were
selected from a compendium of composite data (Reference 6) in which recent
published test results were summarized. Subsequent testing indicated that
the selected transverse properties were representative, but somewhat con-
servative as shown in Table II.

Uniaxial laminate properties were determined in the program for tension
and in-plane shear. These properties are also summarized in Table I, and
are reported in detail in subsequent sections. Experimental results for
longitudinal strengths and elastic properties were significantly less than those
obtained in References 4 and 5. However, correlation of analytical and
experimental results for the patterned (e.g., 0°/45°/-45°/0°) specimens
was superior when the published uniaxial data were used in analysis rather
than the uniaxjal test results.
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TABLE I}

UNIDIRECTIONAL LAMINATE PROPERTIES

$-994 FIBER GLASS BORON
NARMCO 5505 | 228 1031 BDMA-MNA
vk Ay NARMCO 5505 RESIN
EXPERIMENT LITERATURE® EXPERIMENT LITERATURE®
ELASTIC PROPERTIES
£, (108 psn) 585 - 9.30 7565 (1) 248..296 30.00(2)
€y (10%ps1) 159225 22401 190 -2.21 3.00(2)
G (10%psi) 084 — 1.43 078 (1) 073-088 1.10(2)
. 0.248 - 0.308 0.27011) 0163 - 0.266 0.38012)
By 0.027 — 0.075 0.079 (1) 0.018 - 0.029 0.03812)
STRENGTH PROPERTIES
Fi, 1103 psi) 175.3 - 2420 264.0 (1) 152 — 190.7 200.0(2)
F_ (103psn) - 17301 - 250.0i2)
[
Fp (10%PSD) 7.96 - 9.60 75(3) 680 - 8.37 7.0(3
1
Fr (103ps)) - 29.0 (1} - 20.013)
[+
F, (107 psp) 9.62 - 1358 85(1) 11.04 - 1500 12.003)

{1) DATA FROM REFERENCE 4, PAGE 239. FIBER GLASS/828-103]1 BDMA-MNA LAMINATE.

{(2) DATA FROM REFERENCE 5.

(3) DATA ESTIMATED FROM REFERENCE 6.

*OATA FROM LITERATURE WERE USED IN ANALYSIS. THESE GAVE BETTER CORRELATION OF PREDICTED
PROPERTIES WITH TEST RESULTS FOR MULTIDIRECTIONAL LAMINATES USED (N SPECIMENS.
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The program conducts a strength analysis for both stress-free (unre-
strained) and strain-free (restrained) boundary conditions. In this study the
tensile and compression specimens were analyzed for stress-free boundaries.
The shear specimens were analyzed with strair-free boundaries because
these boundary conditions were considered more representative cf the
''picture frame'’ shear test setup.

Predicted stress-strain behavior for the strength and elastic property
specimens are indicated on the data plots in Volume lI. The points of first
failure in the laminate and ultimate failure of the composite are indicated.
Failure conditions were usually induced initially in transverse plies, causing
a slope change in the stress-strain curve. This transverse failure implied
crazing or yielding of matrix material. As external loads increased, failure
conditions were satisfied successively ir. the remaining layers of the
laminate until complete failure was induced inthe fibers of a critical layer.
At this point the ultimate strength of the laminate was considered to have
been achieved.

Tension Tests

The tension tests were performed on IITRI-type coupons (Drawing
724824842, Volume li) in a Riehle test machine. Test loads were introduced
through bonded gripping tabs using serrated machine grips. Loads were
applied at a crosshead rate of 0.05 inches per minute. Axial and transverse
strains were recorded using standard strain gages to provide modulus of
elasticity and Poisson's ratio data. The test setup and instrumentation are
shown in Figure 4.

Stress-strain plots were obtained for both unidirectional and multi-
directional laminates. Test results are summarized in Table III. Figvre 5
illustrates the failure of a -507 specimen with a 0°/45%/-45°/0° pattern.
The 45-degree plies failed transversely in the resin, and the zero-degree
plies failed in axial tension. The theoretical analysis predicted transverse
failure in the 45-degree plies (first failure) at 19, 6-ksi composite stress
and ultimate failure at 101.5 ksi. The actual stress-strain response of the
specimens was in excellent agreement with the prediction, as shown in
Figure 6.

In addition to tests on the laminate property tensile specimens, tension
tests were conducted on IITRl-configuration control specimens made from
selected laminates used in adhesive joint and pin-bearing specimens. These
tests were conducted to check the consistency of laminate quality during the
specimen fabrication phase. The laminates were cured in six separate
panels from which either one or two control specimens were machined,

Each specimen was instrumented with an axial and a transverse strain gage

to provide modulus of elasticity and Poisson's ratio data. The specimens
were loaded at a rate of 0.05 inch per minute through bonded gripping tabs
using serrated machine grips. The test results are summarized in

Table III and compared graphically in Figure 7. Laminates of 0°/45°/-459/0°
patterns attained actual tensile stresses in excess of 122 ksi in some of the
joint specimens compared to an average of 99.3 ksi for the control specimens.
This may have been a gage-length effect since the joint specimens had an
unsupported length of only 1/4 inch in contrast with the 6-inch gage-length of
the control specimens,
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TABLE 11}
SUMMARY OF THEORETICAL AND EXPERIMENTAL TENSION PROPERTIES
ELASTIC CONSTANTS STRENGYH PROPERTIES YOLUME FRACTIONS
PREDICTED ACTUAL PREOICTED ACTUAL
FIRST
FAILURE | ULTIMATE| UL TIMATE
LAMINATE | LAMINATE €, E, STRESS | STRESS | STRESS
SPECIMEN DESCRIPTION PATTEAN  |THICKNESS| (108 PSu)| 4y, | 108 SN bay ixsn (xg1) ks [F:LAMENT | Resm [voios
74824842 511 ALL0® 2030 25 50 0250 158 5
24 80 0241 1589
22.20 0266 mao
25 80 0164 190 7
2760 0167 1800
29.60 0163 1520 0595 | 0381 | 002¢
AVG 26.75| AVG 0.209 AVG 168 S
74824842513 ALL 9o° 0050 2.2% 0.018 718
203 0029 6.80
190 o.on 837| 0621 0324 {0058
_J AvVG 205] AvG 0023 AVG 7 a4
24874842 1 °/a5°; as®r0” 0040 16.80 0rn %0
16.50 0.4 99.5
1740 0.745 880 0636 | 0137|0037
1713 |0.688 |AVG 1690} AVG 0 727 940 05 AVG 942
& | controL sPeCIMENS FROM | 0%/as®) 4s®n0® 0040 1438 0.704 100 0
; 23324828 197 0.706 950 0.545 0812 {0043
g 17213 {0688 |AVG 1S3 |[AVG 0205 54 0 1018 AVGI?S
[ 4
« © 460 0,00
Zz CONTROL SPECIMENS FROM | 07 /457 /-45"/0 0.080 191 o710 982
g 23824827 AND o o 147 0616 1025 0.537 0436 | 0027
Q 0 ——
§ 2324854 45707071 - 45 1713 |06BBIAVG 149 [AVG 0663] 940 1015 |AVG100.4
CONTROL SPECIMENS FROM | 0°745%/-45°0° 0120 1”0 0 68?7 1020
Z3824815 16.7 0720 1043 0612 0342 | 0GA6
1713 |o6w8|AvG 169 [avG 0704 D40 W05 |avGio3z |
N o O 0 -
CONTAOL SPECIMENS FROM | 0°/45°/-45° 0 0160 172 0.7 93.3
23824829 17¢ 0.700 X 0597 0330 |0073
1713 (0638 AVG 171 [AVG O 735| 940 1005 | avGeso
7482484 50V 0%/45°/-45°mm0% | G040 s 0.3 600
ns 0312 438
12 030 538 0602 0.342 | 0.056
187 |06 |AVG 114 JavGoI2e| 211 664 | avGs2s
CONTROL SPECIMENS FAOM | 0°/45%/-45%/0° ) 0120 108 0 394 660
23824815 503 97 0 200 574 2609 0.346 | 0045
1187 {0.336|AVG 103 [avG 0208 311 664 | AVGEI?
24824847 503 ALLo® 0060 7.70 0.308
T80 0248
9% 0.263 0548 | c411 0005
00X 585 0 266 1793
656 0283 2033
640 0260 2420
ided WS
§ AVG 727 AVG 0272 AVG 2068
Q | 24824842 505 ALl 90° 0060 220 oors pX™
3 219! Q 0ol 8 00 0 548 0.4%1 | 0.005
< 600 75 0063 817
; 184 0.027 796
< 169 oon 960 0594 0401 | 0.005
-
2 AVG 201| AVG QO OE1 AVG B 24
H] 1
w | 2ag24p42 507 0°%45°% as®ro® 0.080 a4 Q.59 1200
§ 406 057 1434
» 517 Q577 1370
510 0453] AvG 4 79] AvG 0 581 196 115 3 aAvG 1324
| 24874842 509 0°:45°% 45°r90°| o080 366 62.6
| 380 554
! ERS) 53
| 392 [0308) AVGIT7a 66 653 AVG 584
1 —d
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Resin contents in Table III were lower than anticipated. These were
determined using a vacuum pyrolysis technique described in Section III,
Volume lI. Control of resin content was not attempted during the program,
other than by purchase of the prepregged tape by specification (DMS 1919) ;
and by consistent processing. The laminate cure cycle was used consistently Z
throughout the program and the resin content depended, therefore, on the :
resin content in the prepregged tape and the amount of bleed obtained during
the cure cycle.

Test results from the control specimens indicated that the more 3
recently made laminates had lower fiber volumes, slightly lower modulus *
values (averaging about 4 perceni), and a modest strength improvement
(averaging about 5 percent) due primarily to one relatively low strength
specimen for each pattern in the original specimen group. Corresponding
test results from the pin-bearing and adhesive joint specimens are presented
subsequently under the appropriate headings.

o s $ Gese PSR A et

Compression Tests

A tubular specimen configuration was selected for compression testing
to provide an inherently stable cross section and to avoid the problem of cut
plies at the edges of a flat specimen. The tubes were sized for length,
diameter, and wall thickness to preclude the occurrence of local macro-
mechanical instabilities prior to ultimate material rupture.

A specially designed test fixture was used for the compression tests.
The test setup is shown in Figure 8. The loaded edges of the compression
specimens were retained in Cerro-Tru metal (a 260°F melting -point alloy)
to preclude local brooming failure at the bearing surface. To minimize the
effects of radial frictional restraint at the tube ends, the compression load
was introduced through a cone-shaped retaining ring and bearing plate.
Thus, a radial component of the applied compression load caused radial
straining of the retaining ring, which reduce the '"barreling" tendency of the
specimen. Typical failures are shown in Figure 9. The basic specimen
configuration and the assembly of the specimen and retaining rings are also
illustrated in Figure 9.

A strain-gaged load cell was placed between each specimen assembly
and a steel loading block in a Baldwin test machine as shown in Figure 8.
Shims were applied between the block and the machine table to provide
parallel surfaces between the machine compression head and the top surface
of the specimen. Load was applied to the specimen through the loading block
at the rate of 10, 000 pounds per minute.

Strains were measured with an extensometer/compressometer as shown
in Figure 8. This instrument provided continuous strain readings in both the
longitudinal and circumferential directions. Strains along the longitudinal
axes of the specimens were measured through the movement of a differential
transformer. The diametral strain, orthogonal to the axial strains, was
determined from the movement of strain-gaged flexural strips. Loads were
read directly from the load cell. Test results are summarized in Table IV,
and a typical stress-strain plot is shown in Figure 10.
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An appreciable amount of strain energy was released at ultimate failure
of the cylinders, Therefore, after the first test, the compressometer was
removed at a stress level varying from about 70, 000 to 120, 000 psi (depend-
ing on specimen configuration) to prevent damage to the instrument at 1
failure. Thus, the compression stress-strain relationships of Volume II :
were extrapolated to the actual failure stress as indicated by the dashed lines
on the plots.

The addition of whiskers as resin additives produced cylinders of very
high strength. Their ultimmate strengths exceeded the predicted values as
noted in Table 1V. Erratic stress-strain curves were recorded for most of
these cylinders, due in part tc slippage of the compressometer gage points
in the extremely hard composites. For the -507 specimen, whisker additions —
to the resin apparently increased the extensional modulus to greater than
theoretical levels; i. e., 20 million actual versus 17. 1 million predicted,

For the specimen configurations with circumferential overwraps,
predicted strength levels were very nearly attained. For the balance of the
cylinders with neither whisker additives nor circumferential overwraps, the
ultimate stresses attained in test were bracketed by the predicted stresses
for first failure and ultimate failure. This behavior suggested that after
first failure, local instabilities at the micromechanical level precipitated
complete failure before the predicted strength could be achieved. The addi- p
tion of whiskers and/or circumferential overwraps apparently stabilized the
internal fibers and matrix until ultimate strength was attained.

In general, the correlation of theoretical and experimental data was
quite good. Stress and longitudinal strain data compared very well with
predictions, but diametral strains were much lower than predicted. Since
the observed diametral strains were very consistent throughout the testing
and no errors were found in the instrumentation setup, it was theorized that
the 7075-T6 retaining rings inhibited diametral straining of the specimens.

In-plane Shear Tests

In-plane shear properties were determined using a picture-frame shear
jig as shown in Figure 11. The four corners of the square jig frame were
pinned to permit the frame and specimen to assume a rhombic shape under
load. Test loads were introduced to the frame using a clevis-and-pin arrange-
ment at two opposite corners of the frame. The shear loads were transferred
to the specimen through eight equally torqued, 1/4-inch-diameter bolts
through the four jig frame members and the specimen edges. A typical
specimen failure is shown in Figure 12.

In-plane shear strengths were determined for both unidirectional and
multi-directional laminates. Unidirectional laminate properties were
determined from flat laminate panels of 0. 100 inch nominal thickness.
Multidirectional laminates were tested as the face sheets of honeycomb sand-
wich specimens. The boron and fiber glass laminates had nominal thicknesses
of 0. 020 and 0. 040 inch, respectively. Design details of the specimens are
shown on Drawing 723824843, Volume IL
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IN-PLANE SHEAR TEST SETUP

FIGURE 11.
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Two strain gages were mounted orthogonally near the center of each
specimen to measure tension and compression strain data, which were
reduced to shear strains, Test loads and strains were recorded continuously
until failure, Test results are summarized in Table V, and a typical stress-
strain curve is plotted in Figure 13,

Interlaminar Shear Tests

The interlaminar shear properties were determined on a small simple-
beam specimen (Drawing 74824816, Volume II). The test setup is illustrated
in Figure 14. The specimens were simply supported by two 0. 250-inch-
diameter dowel pins, located in machined grooves 0.5 inch apart, oo the test
fixture. An alignment groove, centrally located between the pins, was used
to position the test fixture under the 0.250-inch-diameter loading nose. The
specimens were placed on the dowel pins with equal overhang at each end.
Load was applied in the Riehle test machine at the rate of 0. 05 inch per
minute until failure occurred. Failure was indicated by an abrupt relaxation
of the load input.

Test results are summarized in Table VI. The interlaminar shear
stress, v, was computed using the equation

“
"

3P/4wt
where

P

I

Ultimate Load (pounds)
w = Specimen Width (inches)
t = Specimen Thickness (inches)

Tests results indicate interlaminar shear stress levels between 6850 and
13,425 psi, depending on fiber material pztterns and resin additives. The
addition of the A?303/SiC whisker mixture, at about 2 percent of resin weight,
upgraded the interlaminar shear stress by about 24 percent as shown in

Figure 15.

Pin-Bearing Tests

The pin-bearing specimens were fabricated in accordance with Draw-
ing 23824815, Volume II. The specimen proportions for pin diameter
(D = 1/4 inch), laminate thickness (t = 0. 120 inch), edge distance ratio
(e/D = 4 1/2), and side distance ratio (S/D = 3) were chosen to produce
bearing failure in the specimens. However, observed failure modes and
subsequent analysis of bolted joint test results (see Section IV) indicated that
an interaction of bearing and shear-out stresses caused failure in most
cases.

The specimens were installed in the test fixture and mounted in a Riehle
test machine. The load was introduced into the specimen through a 1/2-inch-
diameter pin as shown in Figure 16. This self aligning method was used to
avoid slippage of conventional grips, because unsymmetrical slippage would
introduce (and magnify) errors in the deformation measurement.
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FIGURE 14. TEST SETUP FOR INTERLAMINAR SHEAR TEST
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TABLE VI
INTERLAMINAR SHEAR TEST RESULTS

T e e —— e ————— .

CONFIGURA- Mi’%?g:"frs GAGE |WIDTH | AREA FAILURE LOAD | INTERLAMINAR SHE AR
TION AND FIBER PATTERN uny | oaNy (A saing P.(LB) STRENGTH = FP/4A (PSI}
-1 8ORON/NARMCO 5505 0.1203 | 0.4248 | 0.0511 715 10,480
(o] (+] 0,,0
07/457/-457/0 0.1194 | 0.4156 | 00496 657 9.940
0.1158 | 0.4323 | 0.050 683 10,200
0.1364 | C.3625 | 0.0494 790 12,000
-501 5:594 GLASS/HARMCO 5505
| 0°/45%/-a5°0° 01283 | 0.3720 | 0.0477 795 12,500
1 0.1384 | 0.3690 | 00511 845 12,400
-503 | BORON/NARMCO 5505 0.1179 | 03988 | 0.0470 ags - 7,780
H ! O O (<] O N
: 1 07/457/-457/90 0.1280 | 0.3950 | 0.0477 518 8,150
{ .
‘L 0.1217 | 0.3206 | 0.0475 570 9,000
l 505 | 5-994 GLASS/NARMCO 5505 | 0.1370 | 0.4007 | 0.0549 501 6.850
. } O 0o (o] H
| 01457/-457190 0.1373 | 0.3648 | 0.0501 526 7,875
] 0.1278 | 03900 | 0.0498 519 7,805
'ﬁ T i— ]
i , BORON/NARMCO 5505 :
-507 0.1152 | 0.3422 | 0.,03%4 705 13,425
{ ! SiC-Al 0, WHISKERS AT 2% i
l ' OF RESIN WEIGHT 0.1201 : 0.3620 | 0.0435 712 12,250
; © 0°/45%1-45%/0° 0.1189 | 03651 | 0.0434 yP3) 12,450
I BORON/NARMCO 5505 i
. -509 - 1181 | 0. 0.0414 680 12,300
i | SIC-A1,0, WHISKERS AT 1% 0 : 3509 04
; . OF RESIN WEIGHT 0.1173 i 03548 | 0.0416 669 12.040
* 0%45°/-45"0° 01162 } 0.3532 | 0.0410 671 12,250
i , —
BORON/NARMCO 5505 ' ', - |
51 : . 0.1190 | 03689 | 0.0439 629 l 10,720 :
AIN-A1,0, WHISKERS AT 2% | i | [
i ' OF RESIN WEIGHT 01242 | 0.3681 | 00457 661 | 10.830
! © 00,450 250,00 {01233 | 03678J 0.0453 640 ; 10,600
l : 0%45%/-45°/0 . . X )
L ] L | i
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FIGURE 15. INTERLAMINAR SHEAR STRENGTH — WHISKERED SPECIMENS
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A differential transfaormer was mounted to the fixture, and hole deforma-
tion was measured by employing an aluminum tab bonded to the specimen as
shown in Figure 17. The deformation data were measured at the upper edge
of the bearing hole only, so deformations occurring at the 1/2-inch-diameter
hole, through which the load was introduced, did not affect the recorded data.
The load was applied continuously at a crosshead feed rate of 0. 05 inch per
minute, and data were read out on a microformer recorder. It provided
direct and continuous recording of load versus deformation. The test results
were summarized in Table VII,

The bearing test holes were drilled in the composite using a 1/4-inch-
diameter, water-cooled, diamond-core drill. The resulting holes ranged in
diameter from 0.255 to 0.264 inch. Figure 18 is an enlarged photograph of
the hole edge and bearing surface conditions of a typical hole.

The initial tests were accomplished using 125, 000- to 145, 000-psi heat-
treated steel pins ground to diameters of 0. 257, 0.261, and 0. 263 inch.
These pins were used selectively to provide a pin fit in the composite hole
ranging from a slight interference fit to a 0. 004 inch clearance. As noted in
Table VII, two pin bearing specimen configurations (-507 and -509) were
tested using pins with slight interference fits in the composite. As a result,
the load-deformation plots were erratic, indicating negative deformations in
some cases. It was theorized that the interference-fit pins at low load levels
caused sufficient friction at the bearing surface to prevent alignment of the
specimen axis with the load line. When frictional effects were overcome by
load buildup, rotation of the specimnen caused erroneous deformation

measurem nts.

A pin clearance of about 0. 0005 to 0. 0010 inch on the diameter yielded
more repeatable test results. This amount of clearance did not noticeably

-inhibit specimen-centering, and it minimized the nonlinear load-deformation

charactertistics at low load levels while the pin was seating in the composite,
A typical load-deformation plot is shown in Figure 19

In subsequent pin-bearing tests (designated Series 2 in Table VII)
additional load-deflection plots were generated on Specimens 3824815-1, -503,
and -511. Three specimens of each configuration were loaded continuously
to failure, and an additional three specimens each of the -1 and -503 configu-
rations were loaded and unloaded in 1000-pound increments to failure. The
latter tests were conducted to indicate elastic recovery and hysteresis
characteristics of the laminates.

Based on previous experience, these later tests were conducted using
high heat treat (160,000 to 180,000 psi) steel pins with a 0. 0005- to 0. 0010-
inch pin clearance on the hole diameter. The increased-strength pins
reduced bending effects, while the specified pin clearance yielded more
repeatable load-deflection plots. Loads were applied at a crosshead feed
rate of 0. 05 inch per minute for all specimens. As shown in Table VII, the
second-series test results were very consistent and in fair agreement with
previous results. In the later tests, the -503 configuration consistently
achieved higher bearing stresses at failure. Shear failures were prevalent
in the -511 configuration (boron/epoxy with AIN—A1203 whiskers) at the low
end of the strength range of the previous tests.
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TABLE VH
PIN-BEARING TEST RESULTS
AVERAGE STRESS SEARING
HOLE | P [BEammeG | TwsaTE AT FAILURE STRENS AT
SPECIE N MATERLALS GAGE DA oA AREA LOAD SHEAROUT | &% OFFRET
CONF IGLRA FYON AMO FISEA PATTEANS ™) ") ) o) L% o) [ 1) u) FAILURE MODE OATE
2|24815 1 BORONMNARMCO 5506 01200 0258 0257 0.0 4,450 144,000 14,300 121,000 COMBINE D SHEAR ANO
o1 TN BE ARING
01200 0 200 oxs? 00w 350 117,500 12,100 72.700 SHEAR-OUT er
0ngs | 02568 ox? 0.000 47% 137 500 14,100 136,500 COMBINE D SHE AR AND
TENSION
I
2E24BIS T 01295 | 0% | 025 | 0030 Ise 108 000 11.000 0,000 SHEAROUT
SERIES 2 cvme |o2se | 025 | omxm m 1131500 11,500 5,00 12068
01286 | 02985 0256 0.0329 3,550 109000 11,900 97.200
A4S~ 1 0200 | a7E2 | 03540 0.0320 - 3 112.000 11,400 - SHEAROUT
LOADED
INCREMENTALLY 01283 | 02585 | 0.2560 oM 3008 110,900 11,300 - 12768
SEAVES 7 -
01254 | 02563 | 02550 o000 asn 111,500 11,7300 -
ZTIIENS- SN 5954 GLASS/NARMCO 5505 | 0.1268 0% | 0XB0 0008 1500 53100 5,300 a8 000 BE ARING
00/ 5P 455100
0.7260 0X% | 0750 o 1950 60.700 6200 900 /67
01X0 | 0254 | 02530 004 1,960 B 900 6000 41,400
ZIB24815- 500 BOROM/MNARMCO S505 01200 0260 | 02570 0 com 1500 116,500 12.000 95,500 BE ARING
OO/ 80/ _ 4507900
01200 [ 0260 1 02570 | 00008 3600 118,100 12100 765.000 67
01200 0264 | 02630 0.0316 3,800 120,000 12,700 8500
WIS 50 01S0 | 02556 | 0550 ooy 4.%45 141,300 14,4900 119 400 BE ARING
SERIES 7 01950 | 02546 | 0 me0 00292 Ly "] 145,700 VX000 193,000 1268
01190 | 0850 | 02540 000 s 13400 13,600 ~
2382415 01182 | 02562 | 02540 0.0000 3.8 1221900 T‘ 12.800 - BE ARING
LOADED
INCREMENTALLY oann | 0550 | 02540 0.0298 LR1Y 13 000 14,000 - 12/08
SERIES 2
0.vg7 | 0.2561 | 0.2540 00 3.0 12 000 12,700 -
TIWMR 1505 S-94 GLASS/MARMOO 5506 | 01250 0x5 | 02950 omm 1905 61,630 €300 200 B ARING
OP1455] — 45 0P
0.0 200 0XsE | Q2SS0 00354 2.0 62.500 6350 % 200 (1, 23
09300 0256 | 02550 omaz A ] 000 6.0 57,000
TS 507 SS506 01215 | 0560 | 02570 04313 290 4,600 sT0 56.600 COMBINE ) SHEAR AND
S WRHISKERS AT SE ARING
2% OF RESIN WE IGHT N
O P/ - HEPKP 01212 | =Em | 02570 o2 4500 144 200 14,800 135 8500 BEARING (AT 1.2 12267
QIAME TER LOADI NG PIN)
01292 | 0790 | 0580 sans 1620 115,900 11,900 81,000 COMBHE ) SHEAR AND
i TE MSION
PRS- 508 BORCKN/MARMCO SE06 oS | 02560 | 02570 005 ino 121,800 12.500 90500 BE ARING
SaC. WHESKERS AT
1% OF RESIN WEIGHT o1 | 02559 | Q2560 0.0304 90 24 500 1200 3.700 COMBINE O SHEAR AND -
OB/455) —MFI° BE ARING e
0187 | 02668 | Q2540 o0 1470 2,300 12.400 118800 COMBINE D SHEAR AND
BF ARTNG
TI2MS-511 BORON/MARMCO S505 Q1200 | 02630 | 02600 00313 4200 134,300 14,000 79.500 BE ARING
AIN-Alyy WHISKE RS AT
TN OF RESIN WEWGHT 61200 | 02610 | 0570 0.0308 4050 131,500 131.500 98 600 & ARING 187
0P/ &0 a0 /0P
aT200 | 02630 | 02630 L Xl 21850 - 85.000 SHEAR (AT 172
OLAME TER LOAOING PiN]
Zﬂ.slzssu ovigs | 0% | o2nen 00298 3800 123500 13,300 124 000 SHEARQUT
SERIE
01163 | 02584 | 02560 0098 s 126.600 13,000 117,200 120,
01100 | OX%ED | 07550 00298 4.080 135,500 13800 115,40
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FIGURE 18. HOLE CONDITION IN PIN-BEARING SPECIMENS BEFORE TEST
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A typical load-deformation plot from one of the specimens that was loaded
and unloaded incrementally is shown in Figure 20. This plot indicates that a
considerable amount of plastic deformation occurred in the first 1000-pound
load increment. Approximately 30 percent of the deformation at a 1000-pound
load was not recovered elastically. Load-deformation plots for the other pin-
bearing specimens are included in Volume II. Each of these curves indicates
that some of the strain from the first 1000-pound load was not recovered elas-
tically., The amounts varied between tests since the initial slope of each load-
deformation plot depended on the specimen alignment characteristics as the pin
was seating in the composite. The plots indicate that from 30 to 80 percent of
the deformation may result from plasticity and/or other nonlinear characteris-
tics (e.g., buckling of fiber ends).

The 4-percent bearing yield stresses were determined using ASTM Test
Method D953-54. This method determined the load at which a tangent to the
load -deformation curve intersected the zero load axis at a deformationr of
4 percent of the original hole diameter. This point is indicated on the load-
deformation plot in Figure 19 and on the similar plots in Volume II.

Figures 21 and 22 are photographs of typical specimen failures. As shown
in Figure 21, the -1 specimens failed in a combined bearing and shear mode.
The initial -511 specimen configuration was identical to the -1, except for the
addition of an A£;03/AfN whisker mixture as a resin additive (2 percent of the
resin weight). These specimens and the -503 specimens failed in a true bear-
ing mode as shown in Figure 22. The whisker additions in the -511 specimen
upgraded the resin shear strength sufficiently to preclude a shear-out failure,

The addition of whiskers did not appear to upgrade the ultimate bearing
stress of the composite, as shown in Figure 23. The range of bearing stresses
between otherwise identical specimens indicated 126,.6 to 131.5 ksi for the -511
whiskered specimens and up to 144 ksi for the similar -1 specimen in which
bearing failure was significant.

ADHESIVE PROPERTIES

Strength and modulus data were determined for six adhesives in the mate-
rial properties tests. Strength comparisons were based on lap shear tests and
flatwise tension tests on a honevcomb core. Stress-strain data in shear were
determined using a torsion ring shear test apparatus developed as part of the
program.

Adhesives covering a range of strength and modulus properties were
chosen for evaluation. Only those with considerable production history were
considered, so batch variables and material aging effects were minimized.
Selected adhesives were the following:

[ AF130, Epoxy Novalac

°® AF110B, Epoxy Nitrile

. Narmco 252, 250°F Cure
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FIGURE 20. LOAD-DEFORMATION CHARACTERISTICS OF PIN-BEARING SPECIMEN 23824815-1
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FIGURE 21. BEARING AND SHEAR-OUT FAILURE IN SPECIMEN Z3824815-1
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] HT424, Epoxy Phenolic
e Shell 951, Nylon Epoxy
] Lefkoweld 109, Cold-Set Epoxy

Adhesive Double Lap Shear Tests

The specimens were fabricated in a double lap configuration as shown in
Figure 24. The specimen assemblies were installed in an Instron test
machine as shown in Figure 25. Load was applied through mechanical grips
at a crosshead rate of 0.05 inch per minute to failure. The specimens were
gripped in standard serrated grips. Shims of equivalent thickness to the
combined thickness of the composite specimen and bond were inserted
between the aluminum adherends to provide a means of gripping the aluminum
without inducing stresses in the bond.

The method of gripping proved satisfactory for all but the higher strength
adhesives. Two of the -507 specimens (Shell 951 adhesive) were tested
successfully. However, two specimens failed in the grips at a composite
stress level of about 84, 000 psi. (The calculated ultimate strength of this
laminate was greater than 100, 000 psi.) One of these latter specimens and
the remaining untested specimen were then fitted with bonded aluminum alloy
gripping tabs. On the second load application, the salvaged specimen failed
at 2790 pounds at an average adhesive shear stress of 3470 psi. This bond
line sustained 5450 psi in shear on the first load application. In subsequent
fatigue testing, it was theorized that damage was sustained by the adhesive
when local stresses exceeded the proportional Mmit stress of the adhesive.
In this case, the entire bond line was stressed beyond the proportional limit,
and therefore it is assumed that damage to the adhesive had reduced the
effective bond area on the second load application. The untested specimen
failed in ten-‘on through the basic composite section at 4590 pounds. The
composite stress level at this load was 98, 000 psi, and the average shear
stress in the adhesive was 5950 psi when the laminate failed.

Test results for the double lap shear specimens were summarized in
Table VIII. The higher strength materials tended to fail in an adhesive/
cohesive manner as shown in Figure 26, while the lower strength materials
tended toward a resin/fiber interfacial failure in the first layer in the
laminate, as shown in Figure 27,

Adhesive Flatwise Tension Tests

The objective of the adhesive flatwise tension tests was to deterrnine
the adhesives’ capacities to meet or exceed requirements to bond the honey-
comb sandwich core tc the composite face sheet. The specimen design is
shown in Drawing 724824825, Volume IL
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After tabrication, standard aluminum alloy loading blocks were bonded
to cach face of the speccimens using Lefkoweld 109 cold-set adhesive. The
specimens were installed in a Baldwin test machine as shown in Figure 28.
Load was applied at a crosshead rate of 0. 05 inch per minute to failure.

Most of the adhesives had sufficient strength to produce tensile failures in the
aluminuin honeycomb core {3/16-5052-001N). A typical failure is shown in
Figure 29. Test results are summarized in Table IX.

Torsion Ring Shear Tests

An accurate knowledge of adhesive shear strength and modulus is a pre-
requisite to efficient design of bonded joints. These properties were
T determined in the present study using a torsion ring shear test similar to the
test method described by Lunsford in Reference 7. The torsion ring approach
eliminated the large stress concentration and secondary peeling effects
observed in conventional overlap shear specimens.

Torsion ring adhesive specimens were fabricated and tested to evaluate
: the stress-strain properties in shear of the six adhesives used in the
program. After this evaluation, the specimen was modified to permit con-
trol of bond line thickness, and the effects of bond line thickness and strain-
rate were studied for Shell 951 adhesive,

Design and fabrication of the test apparatus and specimens are discussed
in this section, together with test methods and results. Details of the test
apparatus, specimens, and instrumentation are shown in Drawing 75824822,
73824821, and Z5824826, respectively, in Volume IL

The torsion ring shear test was designcd for accurate determination of
the stress-strain characteristics oi the adhesives in shear without the stress
magnification effects of conventional flat lap shear specimens. The fixture
was designed with the objective of applying a pure torsional strain with
negligible translational strain. The instrumentation had sufficient accuracy
to measure torsional deflections less than 0. 0001 inch to generate a stress-
strain curve within a total deflection of approximately 0, 001 iach.

The basic test apparatus is illustrated in Figure 30 together with
details of the specimen installation and chucking methods. This design
afforded the following advantages:

o It required a simple coupon that was prebonded independently.
Thus, a number of coupons were prepared in advance and tested
at one setup of the testing machine.

. ® Specimen halves were aligned by use of a single central hole.

] The coupon was accurately measured befor= and after bonding
. for precise determination of bond line thickness. Access to both
sides of the adhesive bond line was provided so excess adhesive
K could be reinoved to maintain a constant bond line dimension.
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TAJLE IX
ADHESIVE FLATWISE TENSION TEST RESULTS

F“ T T -
; | ULTIMATE .l ADHESIVE | AVERAGE |
! ADHESIVE LOAD (LB} . STRESS (PS1) | STRESS (PSN | TYPE £AILURE
. I e
AF-130 745 | 68 648 ALUMINUM HOLDING FIXTURE TO f
am 2790 598 BORON SKIN '
!
-1 2330 | s83 |
2495 | 624 !
252 2990 748 753 ADHESIVE 80% CORE 20% ﬂ
NARMCO 3005 I] 751 CORE 100% '
(=521 2515 629* BORON SKIN TO ALUMINUM BLOCK*
2992 748 ! CORE 100%
3060 765 ! CORE 100%
AF-1108 | 2970 l 743 i 747 CORE 100% o
M | 3088 766 } | CORE 50% BORON SKIN 50%
{~503) | 3020 785 : I comt 100%
2890 723 [ : CORE 100%
HT-424 j} 1040 251 || 337 ADHESIVE TO BORON |
BLOOMINGDALE : 1530 282 : ADHESIVE 50%
(~608} [ 1280 320 | ADHESIVE TO BORON
'L 1685 398 J ADHESIVE20%
961 F 2940 [ 735 Iﬁ 72 CORE 100% |
SHELL | 2460 ! 615° | . BORON SKIN TO ALUMINUM BLOCK *
{-507) i 2863 716 ' ' CORE 100%
[ 2788 : 689 ' CORE 100%
e e seenweroy
109 | 2288 ; 561 T e BORON SKIN
LEFKOWELD | 2717 , 679 I BORON 50% CORE §0%
{--509) ; 2060 515 ; ; CORE 100%
| 857 | 214 I . BORON SKIN
A | L

*NOT INCLUDED IN AVERAGE. FAILED AT SKIN-TO-TEST BLOCK INTERFACE.
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. Torque was applied through a linkage system that eliminated
a rotating central bearing, thus eliminating friction and .
translational shear in the bond due to bearing tolerances.

. The specimen was held tightly in the fixture without inducing ,
prestresses in the bond line due to mechanical gripping.

The overall test setup is shown in Figure 31. The specimen axis was
in a horizontal position, and the arms on the chucks were counected by
tension links to the upper and lower crossheads of a tensile testing machine.
The links were installed so that the right arm of the forward chuck was
connected to the upper crosshead, and the left arm was connected to the
lower crosshead. Opposite connections were used on the rear chuck, so
motion of the crossheads induced torque in the tubular specimen and torsional
shear in the adhesive bond. Bcth ends of each link were connected by means
of spherical roller bearings to provide a precise point of load application,
to minimize friction, and to maintain pure tension (i. e., no bending or
torsion) in the links. The spherical bearings also provided load equaliza-
tion in the tension links within the dimensional accuracy of the bearing
center locations in the chucks. The lower link ioads were balanced about
the diagonal axis through the spherical bearing centers for the upper links.
In a similar way, the upper link loads were balanced. The balancing effect
resulted from the double whiffle-tree linkage arrangement shown schemat-
ically in the following sketch.

UPPER LINK LOADS
2 UPPER LINK LOADS EQUALIZED WHEN
{(IN COMMON PLANE) ¢ =4d

] |
R ~

LOWER LINK 2 LOWECR LINK LOADS
LOADS EQUALIZED {IN COMMON PLANE)
WHENa = b

With equal link loads, equal torque on the two chucks was dependent only on
the links being parallel and equally spaced. Because the links were
accurately spaced by the chuck arms at one end and the test machine
mounting brackets at the other, dimensional errors of a few thousandths of
an inch constituted a very small percentage of error in the geometry. An
error of 0,005 inch in the chuck arm length would produce an error in the
value of the torsional couple of only 0. 05 percent.

This arrangement was not sensitive to the location of the coupon center
relative to the linkage attachment points. The coupon center could be off the
true center location in any direction without chaaging the torque applied to
the specimen, provided that the plane of the bond line was parallel to the
plane of the torque-producing couple.
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The shear strains were measured using a linear transducer supported
on two rings that clamped to the specimen. The transducer core was
attached to one ring and clamped on the specimen adjacent to the bond line,
The transducer coil was attached to the second ring and clamped to the
specimen on the other side of the adhesive., Thus, the transducer measured
bond line deformations under virtually pure torsional shear. This instru-
mentation instaliation is shown in Figure 31.. Resolution of the linear
transducer was stepless (infinite) and was resolved to within 0. 1 percent of
the full linear range (0. 050 inchj by a null-bzlance indicating system. Thus,
accurate deflection data to 0. 00005 inch were recorded. Loads measured on
the testing machine and the deflections measured by the transducers were
corrected for the geometrical relationships of the load linkage and instru-
mentation mountings during data reduction for the plotting of stress-strain
curves.

Alignment of the tubular specimen halves of the torsion ring shear
specimen during curing of the adhesive was maintained by the simple fixture
shown in Figure 32 (Drawing Z3824823, Volume II). It consisted of a

rectangular aluminum block with two corners machirned parallel, two circular

springs made of flat spring-steel strip stock, and two machined cover plates.
The following assembly sequence was used.

The lower tube half was placed on the lower cover plate, and the
rectangular block and one spring were placed inside the tube.
Releasing the spring aligned the inside wall of the tube against the
corners of the block. The adhesive was placed on the top edge of
the lower tube. The upper tube was positioned on the adhesive and
the second spring installed. Release of the spring pulled the upper
tube against the corners of the same block and thus aligned the upper
and lower specimen halves. The top cover plate was installed and
the assembly was vacuum bagged and cured in an autoclave. The
autoclave pressure was adjusted to maintain the desired pressure on
the bond line during cure. The tube alignment was maintained by the
spring forces during the curing cycle.

The tests were conducted on a Baldwin test machine with the loads
applied at a crosshead rate of 0. 05 inch per minute. The test data were
summarized in Table X. The load measured on the testing machine (P)4) and
the deflections measured by the transducer (§)4) were corrected for the
geometrical relationships of the load linkage and instrumentation mountings.
Accordingly, the shear stress (7) and the shear strain (y) were calculated
as follows:

T

H

0.15 PM {psi)

2. 676
M (in. /in. )

<
i

t
a

where ta is the adhesive thickness,
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FIGURE 32. ADHESIVE TORSION RING SHEAR SPECIMEN BONDING FIXTURE
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TABLE X

ADHESIVE TORSION RING SHEAR TEST RESULTS

I ADHESIVE ULTIMATE |  ULTIMATE SHEAR —[ ULTIMATE ]
THICKNESS LOAD | SHEARSTAESS | STRAINRATE | SHEARSTRAIN |
CONFIGURATION | ADHMESIVE TYPE IN.) (L8l 1Pt} (INTINAIND l NNy
-1 ™ 0.0033 13850 10,400 121 ’ - ‘1
L AF130 0.0037 13750 10313 124 0.688 !
! 0.00G2 14.050 10,520 144 : 0125 I
l 0.0034 10,826 8,120 135 -
0.0025 14,000 10,500 8.4 ; 0.042 |
-501 NARMCO 0.0111 4,410 3305 415 : I
2 0.0089 4200 3,150 517 0.950 |
0.0113 4100 3,075 407 0836
0.0150 2,230 1672 307 0.469 |
0.0140 1,910 1,430 l 328 c.215 I
0015 6.850 5,140 307 - i
-506 BLOOMINGDALE 0.013 5.530 4,150 354 - :
HT424 0013 6,150 4,640 384 -
0014 3930 2,945 329 0.158
0,012 3640 2.730 384 - :
- TTTTYTT T T Tt TT T T T | !
-507 SHELL 0.0050 9620 | 7.220 92 1.930 :
951 0.0075 7.830 5870 6.14 ! 1783
_ 0008 | 9,180 6.885 96 ‘ 2315 '
! i 00036 | 6.185 4,640 128 : 1.950 1
| 00047 | T 5,890 98 | asa1
1 ™ >R .
-509 LEF KOWELD 00018 5,680 4.260 . 6 : - i
109 0.0010 I 2.400 1,800 6.9 0503 I
00026 | 4710 3530 1.7 | 0825 i
: 0.0018 i 2,300 1.726 %56 . 07298 |
o oo00%0 | 1370 | s - su 2159 |
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The specimens (excepting the -503 configuration) exhibited good failure
characteristics, with virtually 100 percent cohesive failures as shown in
Figure 33. This figure illustrates a typical failure of the Shell 951 adhesive.
The -503 specimens (AF 110B adhesive) failed at low loads and did not pro-
vide usable stress-strain data. Ultimate stresses for Narmco 252 (averaging
3250 psi), were less than the average stresses obtained in the lap shear test
(4036 to 5614 psi). AF 130 adhesive attained the highest ultimate shear stress,
averaging 9970 psi in the torsion ring tests, approximately nine times the
average of lap shear tests.

Stress-strain curves were nonlinear, and in the case of AF130 they were
inconsistent, making the estimation of shear modulus difficult. Narmco 252
and Shell 951 yielded smooth curves and good ductility in shear. The
modulus values in some cases were difficult to assess because fixture
effects appeared to modify the initial stress-strain relationships at the
lower ends of the curves. The stress-strain curves are included in
Volume 1L

After completion of the stress-strain tests of the six candidate adhesives,
the torsion ring test specimen was modified for a study of thickness and
strain-rate effects on shear properties. Shell 951 adhesive was used in this
investigation.

The test procedure used previously was modified to produce nominal
adhesive shear-strain rates of 10, 30, and 50 radians per minute for each
adhesive thickness range. These strain rates were maintained by adjusting
the crosshead rate on the testing machine in the range of 0.05 to 0. 83 inch
per minute, depending on adhesive thickness. Considering the linkage
geometry in the test apparatus, strain rate (y) was related to crosshead rate
(m) by the equation

Y = 0.92 rh/ta {radians/minute)

Thickness control of the adhesive was maintained by the use of a
machined shoulder on each specimen half in conjunction with precision-
machined spacers (Drawing Z2828871) that were removed from the specimen
assembly after the adhesive was cured. Dimensional details of the spacers
are shown in Volume II. The details were machined for nominal bond line
thicknesses of 0.005, 0.010, and 0.015 inch, each with a tolerance of
+0.0015 inch.

Because the normal pressure on the bond surface was relieved by the
mechanical stops during cure, some porosity was observed in the cured
adhesive, particularly in the thicker bond lines. After curing, the excess
adhesive flash was removed, and bond lines were measured optically using
a Balphot metalograph machine. The bond lines were generally thicker than
the nominal dimensions, and in some cases they slightly exceeded the
anticipated tolerances. However, the bond lines fell into three distinct
thickness ranges, so the method of thickness control was considered
successful.
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Test results are summarized in Table XI. Although the scatter of data
tended to obscure results, the following trends were observed.

° Ultimate shear stress and strain and elastic shear modulus
decreased as adhesive thickness increased.

® Ultimate shear stress and elastic shear modulus increased and
ultirnate shear strain decreased as strain-rate increased.

The increased shear strength and modulus of thinner bond lines has been
observed by other investigators. Franzblau and Rutherford (Reference 8)
discussed the effects of interfacial zones in the adhesive near the interfaces
with the adherends. Reasons for the existence of these zones are not well
established at the present time, but they may be caused by restraint of the
adhesive by the stiffer adherends, changes in the molecular structure at the
interface, or residual stresses caused by thermal effects during cool-down

from the curing temperature.

Franzblau and Rutherford (Reference 8), using Epon 828/Versamid,
found that the elastic modulus of a very thin film was 630, 000 to 721, 000 psi
compared to a bulk mcdulus of 330, 000 psi. From the apparent modulus
observed in test of a joint with a thin bond line, they estimate the thickness
of the interfacial zone at 1.5 + 0.5 mils. Thus, in a joint with a bond line of
5 mils thickness, approximately 60 percent of the adhesive could be regarded

as interfacial zones.
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SUMMARY OF SHEAR STREMGTHS FOR SHELL 951 ADHESIVE WITH

TABLE X).

VARIATIONS iN STRAIN-RATE AlD BGND-LINE THICKNESS

SHEAR ADHESIVE ULTIMATE ULTIMATE |
STRAIN RATE THICKNESS SHEAR STRESS SHEAR STRAIN i
{RADIANS/MIN,) (N} 1980 | {(INL/INL)
i
10 0.0067 4320 | 1.80
10 0.0072 487% 1 1.80
10 0.0123 5420 1.07
12 0.0057 4860 271
30 0.0053 532C 2.12
30 0.0057 4900 2.18
50 0.0053 2925 1.80
50 0.0033 4560 1.00
S0 0.0067 5620 0.91
10 0.0117 3405 1.60
10 0.0123 3323 1.50
20 2.0100 3885 2.00
30 0.0103 2400 1.79
30 0.0110 3780 116
30 0.017 3258 1.52
50 0.0117 3450 1.12
50 0.0117 3605 1.07
50 0.0133 4220 0.43
10 0.0143 5085 0.22
10 0.0160 2925 1.53
19 0.0163 2756 1.28
10 0.0167 2718 1.50
30 0.0150 2925 1.13
35 0.0157 2895 1142
50 0.0160 3065 1.00
50 0.0163 2060 1.36
50 0.0167 5015 0.18
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SECTION IV
JOINT INVESTIGATION

The joint specimens were Jdesigned to provide experimental datx for a
variety of design variables, including the jollowing:

Joint Concepis

. Bolted

] Bonded

¢ Combination
Joined Materials

] Roron f.aminates

) Fiber Glass Lamiuates

. Laminstes to Metals
Design Parameters

e Laminate Patterns

] Joint Geometry
Load Conditions

e  Static

® Fatigue

The joint concepts are {llustrated in Figures 34 and 35 for the bonded
and bolted joints, respectively, Epoxy resin composites of S-994 fiberglass
or boron filaments were joined to similar composites or to mctal elements.
Narmco 5505 epoxy resin was used in all laminates. In each specimen
configuration a basic ply pattern of 0°/* 45' /0" was used. (The angles
refer to individual ply orientations with respect to the load axis.) This
pattern has general applicability to airframes because it combines good
axial and in-plane shear properties in both strength and modulus (Tables III
through V in Scction III).

In addition to the basic pattern, a pattern appropriate to each joint
concept was selected as an alternative. The fiber patterns used in the
specimens are identified in Table XII. These designations will be uased
subsequently to describe the patterns. For patterns A, B, and C, specimen
thicknesses were built up by repeating the specified pattern, Each specimen

was constructed symmetrically about the midplance of the laminate to avoid
warpage due to differential thermal expansions during cure.
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EXTERNAL SCARF

SINGLE LAP
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STEPPED LAP

FIGURE 34, BONDED JOINT DESIGN CONCEPTS
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; f FIGURE 35, BOLTED JOINT DESIGN CONCEPTS
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|
;' TABLE XII
‘ JOINT SPECIMEN LAMINATE PATTERNS
PERCENT OF
PATTERN PLIES AT
7 LAMINATE PATTERN DESIGNATION +45°
0°/£48%/0° A 50
’ +45°0°/0°%/—a5° 8 50
116° c 0
. +45°/+45°/0° {16 LAYERS)/+45%/+45° o) 331/3
. +45°/£45°/0° (24 LAYERS)/ £45°/+45° E %
; .
i +45°/0° (8 LAYERS)/148° £ 334/3
H +45°/0° (12 LAVERS)/+46° G 2%
1
| )
i
3}
S ,
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The second pattern was chosen to exhibit a laminate characteristic
different from the first. Laminate modulus was known to be a significant
variable, but this was investigated by testing both boron and fiber glass-
reinforced composites. As an alternative for bonded joints, the modulus
of the laminate was retained, but the arrangement of the layer directions
within the laminate was changed. This variation had particular significance
in bonded joints when the layer next to the bond was considered. Since the
modulus ratio of 0° to 45° layers was about 10 to 1, significant differences
in bond strength were expected to result from selecting these orientations
as the outermost layers. Gross laminate strength and stiffness were not
affected, so the joint strength effects of the pattern were isolated. For this
reason, the 450/0°/0°9/-450 pattern was selected as the alternative for the
bonded lap joints where the first angle represents the outermost layer. For
bolted joints, D, E, F, and G were selected as alternative patterns. The
basic variation in these patterns was the percentage of layers at £45° to the
load axis. A specimen width of 1 inch was selected to minimize the effects
on joint strength of cut fibers at the specimen edges.

The joint specimens were designed in general to the strength levels
anticipated in the adhesives or fasteners. In specimens where adhesives or
fasteners were not expected to be critical, the metal or composite elements
were sized for an ultimate load intensity of 12, 000 pounds per inch. This
load intensity was arbitrarily selected because it typifies load requirements
for many primary aircraft structures. Because a study of parametric trends
was an objective of the program, adhesive or fastener strength were not
always consistent with the strengths of the joined elements a< dimensions of
the specimens were varied. Thus, a variety of failure modes and joint
strengths were produced.

Specimen design details, test results, failure modes, and strength
trends are discussed in this section under the headings Static Load Tests
and Fatigue Tests. Engineering drawings of all joint specimens are
included in Volume II.

STATIC LOAD TESTS

Tke joint concepts included basic lap joints of bolted and bonded
configurations and design variations of each to improve static load capacity.
For the bonded joints, design variations included variable stiffness adhesive,
scarf, and stepped-lap joints. The variable stiffness adhesive joint was
intended to reduce stress concentrations in the bond line by the use of a
ductile adhesive at the extremities of the joint. The scarf and stepped lap
designs were intended to reduce joint eccentricity and stress concentrations
in the adhesive through improved strain compatibility of the adherends. For
bolted joints the design variations included reinforcement of the hole with
steel bushings, laminate edge buildups, and metal shims in the laminate.

A combination bolted and bonded j2int was also included.

The specimens were each loaded to failure through serrated machine
grips in a Riehle test machine at a crosshead rate of 0. 05 inch per minute.
The laminate details were protected with bonded aluminum gripping tabs to
avoid stress risers and premature failures in the laminates from the
serrated grips.
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Bonded Joints

The basic parametric variations for the composite joint investigation
were chosen using design principles of metal joint technology. The ranges
of parameter variations were sclected after reviewing recent published data
for composite joints {References 8 through 15).

An ultimate load intensity of 12,000 pounds per inch was chosen as a
desipgn target. In the single and double lap joint configurations, this strength
was not expected to be attained in the adhesive, so the specimen thicknesses
were designed around the anticipated bond line strengths.

The specimen thicknesses were chosen to transmit the loads that the
adhesive was capable of transferring at about 1 inch lap length. Thickness
was kept constant for joints of the same type regardless of lap length. In the
case of single lap specimens, the thickness was chosen as 0. 040 inch, which
at 1 inch width and an ultimate tensile stress of 100,000 psi allowed a
maximum load of 4000 pounds in the laminate. Non-uniform stresses in the
laminate due to bending and stress concentrations were expected to cause
failure at a lower average stress level. Hence, 0. 040-inch thickness was
selected tc transfer the maximum expected strength of the bond at all overlap
lengths. Similarly, with a double overlap the laminate thickness was chosen
as 0. 080 inch.

Shell 951 aldhesive was selected as the primary bonding agent on the
basis of the adiresive evaluation tests (Table VIII). This was the strongest
of six adhesives tested, averaging 5750 pounds/inch on 1/2-inch double
overlap joints. There was no test evidence to show the variation of strength
with overlap lengtl:. but analytical studies on joints using MB408 adhesive,
which has a similarly low modulus, suggested that at a 2-inch overlap the
strength was increased by only about 20 percent. Further increases in
overlap did not significantly increase the strength. AFI130 adhesive was
also used in some of the joints when the application required a stronger or
stiffer adhesive and the reduced ductility did not adversely affect joint
design.

For bonded joints the ratio L/t is a commonly used design parameter
involving lap length and adherend thicknesses. Single lap joints in the
experimental program were fabricated with lap lengths of 1/2 inch, 1 inch,
and 2 inches that, together with a nominal laminate thickness of 0. 040 inch,
resulted in L/t ratios of 12.5, 25, and 50, respectively. The same lap
lengths were used for the double lap joints in conjunction with a nominal
laminate thickness of 0. 080 inch. The resulting L/t ratios were 6.25, 12,5,
and 25, respectively.

During the course of the program, a number of single lap, double lap,
and variable stiffness adhesive joints were remade and retested. These speci-
mens were fabricated to repeat tests where prior test data did not agree with
strength trends and to provide a check on the consistency of processing
methods and iaminate quality throughout the specimen fabrication period.
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Graphic comparisons of test results between the original and remade
specimens are shown in Figure 36. Test results are also summarized in
Tables XIII through XVI and reported in detail in Volume II.

The remade specimens were generally equal in strength or stronger
than their criginal counterparts, although failure modes did not always
correspond for a given specimen configuration. Failure modes did correspond
for specimens Z3824327-507 (Pattern B, boron-to-aluminum, double lap),
each group failing in tension through the basic laminate. However, the remade
specimens were considerably stronger than the original group (118. 7 ksi vs
104 ksi ultimate). Failure modes were also in agreement for cpecimens
73824828-525 (Pattern A, boron-to-aluminum, single lap), each group failing
in an adhesive mode with minor indications of interlaminar shear involvement.
The remade specimens indicated higher average shear stresses than the
original group (3016 vs 2480 psi). Although this variation was more than
anticipated, the failure modes, the appearance of the failures, and the scatter
of data (Figure 36) were consistent, so the original test results were not dis-
counted. Specimens Z3824828-501 (Pattern A, boron-to-boron, single lap)
also failed consistently in interlaminar shear. However, the original spneci-
mens indicated higher strength than the repeat specimens.

In the balance of the repeat specimen tests, the remade specimens
failed in a different mode than the original specimens, so direct comparisons
could not be made. It was determined from test results, however, that
stress levels at failure in tension and interlaminar shear were similar.

The second group of boron-to-aluminum double lap specimens employing
fiber Pattern A (Z3824827-501 and Z23824854-1) failed in tension in the
laminate at an average stress level of 122 ksi and in interlaminar shear at
an average stress of 4400 psi. The corresponding specimens in the original
group failed primarily in interlaminar shear, also at an average stress of
4400 psi. None of the original specimens failed in tension, although one
specimen sustained a tensile stress of 117 ksi before failing in interlaminar
shear.

The second group of variable stiffness adhesive, boron-to-aluminum
double lap specimens employing fiber Pattern B (Z3824854-505) were signifi-
cantly stronger in tension than their original counterparts. Remade laminates
failed at an average tensile stress level of '19 ksi versus 108.5 ksi for the
original group. Four of the remade specimens failed in interlaminar shear
at an average stress level of 4600 psi. Although none of the original speci-
mens failed in interlaminar shear, they did sustain stresses of about this
magnitude before failing in tension.

The test results for the remade 3824827-523 specimens (Pattern A,
boron-to-titanium, double lap) indicated substantially higher ultimate loads
than the original tests. These tests were repeated because the original
specimens failed prematurely in the grips. The test results for the remade
laminates indicated tensile failures at stresses of 112 to 122 ksi. These
results were consistent with the tensile failures for similar boron-to-
aluminum double lap specimens.

Overall comparisons of test results indicated that the original laminates
were of good quality, and the test results were valid except in cases where
the specimen failed in the test machine grips. Failure modes for corres-
ponding configurations of the l-inch lap joints did not always agree. This
was probably because the l-inch joint was almost equally susceptible to
laminate tensile or interlaminar shear failures.
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Single Lap Joints

The static test resuits for single lap adhesive joints (Drawing Z3824828)
in boron and glass laminates are summarized in Table XIII. Average values
are plotted in Figure 37 as functions of lap lergth. A nominal ultimate
adhesive stress of 6000 psi was used as a tangent line. This was the order
of shear strength achieved by Shell 951 adhesive in the evaluation tests.
Where the curves lie on this line, it is assumed that plasticity effects in
the adhesive effectively equalized shear stresses over the joint.

A number of failures occurred within the laminates, a result that was
not indicated by linear elastic analysis. It was concluded that the adhesive
was sufficiently more ductile than the epoxy matrix, causing the matrix
material to reach failure strains first. This type of failure resulted in
delamination within the first few layers of composite adjacent to the bond,

Seven of the boron specimens (Pattern B) failed in tension across the
laminate at stresses between 87,500 and 114, 000 psi. These stresses are
in rough agreement with theoretical results for tensile specimens of these
patterns, indicating that the boron laminate was stressed quite uniformly
at failure and that bending effects were not pronounced. No tension failures
of fiberglass or aluminum occurred in the single lap tests.

The composite-to-composite joints gave higher strengths than those
joining composite to aluminum. Residual thermal stresses from adhesive
curing may have influenced the bond strength in the latter specimens.

Test results for the single-lap external scarf joints (Drawing Z23824828-
547 and -549) are given in Table XIII. The results indicate a slight strength
improvement over the corresponding simple lap jointa (7.3824828-525 and
-537, respectively). The average stress in the adhesive was improved
8 percent in the boron laminate-to-aluminum joint and 3. 3 percent in the
$-994 fiber glass laminate-io-aluminum joint.

Double Lap Joints

The static test resulte for the double lap adhesive joints (Z3824827) are
summarized in Table XIV and Figure 38 for both boron and fiber glass
specimens. The boron double lap specimens achieved a higher average bond
stress than the single lap specimens, indicating that bending effects and
adhesive peel stresses were lese pronounced. The fiber glass specimens
did not show this effect. In Pattern B the double lap adhesgive stresses were
lower than those for the single lap, and strengths were less than those of
Patiern A for both boron and fiber glass. Failures within the laminates
appeared to be associated principally with the 45-degree layers.

Strengths of the double lap boron specimens were higher than expected.
At 2-inch lap lengths, failures occurred in both the aluminum adherends
and in the laminates. Boron laminate tensile strengths as high as 122,000
pesi were achieved without failure, The fiber glass specimens showed a
tendency to reduced strengths when lap length exceed 1.5 inches.
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For adhesive lap joints, it was beneficial to balance the extensional
stiffnesses of the adherends for equalization of the stress peaks in the
adhesive. This stiffness is proportional to the product of modulus of
elasticity and thickness (Et) of the adherends. Analysis showed that the
peak stresses in the adhesive at each end of the lap were equal and had
minimum values when Et was the same for both adherends in the joint.
The Et ratio was defined as the smaller Et value divided by the larger.

Double lap adhesive specimens joining composite adherends to titanium
alloy and to stainless steel were fabricated and tested to supplement the
composite-to-aluminum alloy joints of Table XIV. The results are shown in
Table XV. Average adhesive stress was plotted against the Et ratio in
Figure 39. This figure is based on the l-inch cverlap specimens of
Drawing 723824827, Volume II, which vary only in adherend material and
thickness. The elastic moduli used in the preparation of Figure 39 are as

follows: E(psi) a(in, /in. /°F)
Boron/Epoxy 17.1 x 106 3.0 x 10 7%
S-994 Fiber Glass/Epoxy 5.1 x 10° 2.8x 107"
Aluminum Alloy 10.3 x 106 13.5 x 10'6
Titanium Alloy 15.5 x 10° 5.7 x 107°
Stainless Steel 29.0 x 106 6.1 x 10-6

“Unidirectional laminate.

Boron and S-994 fiber glass-reinforced composites were bonded to each
of the three metals. Test results showed a general increase in strength
as the Et ratio approached a value of one. Maximum strength was achieved
when the two sides of the joint had the same Et value. There was some
variation about the general trend due to the interfacial conditions of the
adherends being joined. Boron laminate specimens appeared to have
slightly decreasing strengths when joined to aluminum, titanium, and
stainless steel in that order. When bonded to fiber glass laminates, the
strength trend for these metals was reversed. All results shown are for
0°/+45°/0° laminates bonded with Shell 951 adhesive and having a zero-
degree layer next to the bond. The effects of Et ratio are discussed further
in Analysis of Parametric Trends in Joint Strength, presented subsequently

in this section.
Variable Stiffness Adhesive Joints

The variable stiffness adhesive specimens (Z3824854) were designed
using a ductile adhesive (Shell 951) at the joint extremities and a high-
strength adhesive (AF130) in the joint center. This configuration is similar
in concept to the joint tested by Clark (Reference 9), but using different
adhesives. These adhesives were chosen both for their engineering

properties and their common curing cycles (i.e., 50 psi, 350°F for one hour),
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Shell 951 was selected as the basic adhesive for the bonded specimens
because it gave the highest strengths in the double lap shear tests. Sub- .
sequent testing with the torsion ring assembly showed that Shell 951 had an
ultimate shear stress only slightly higher than the average stress achieved
in the 1/2-inch double lap test. This high average stress was achieved
becanse the ductility of this adhesive reduced the stress concentrations
until a state of nearly uniform shear stress existed at failure. A typical
stress/deflection curve is shown in Figure 40. It shows that the shear
deflection at failure is approximately twice the adhesive thickness. For
comparison, a similar curve was drawn for AF 130 adhesive, which has a
higher ultimate stress but a much lower shear deflection at failure. The
effects of adhesive ductility were apparent from the fact that AF130 developed
an average shear stress (in the 1/2-inch double lap tests) of little more than
10 percent of its ultimate shear strength from the torsion ring tests.

The test results are summarized in Table XVI. In general, the higher
strengths were achieved with the ductile adhesive alone. The variable stiff-
ness adhesive did result in an 8 to 18 percent strength improvement when
used with boron laminates with 45-degree layers in contact with the adhesive
(Pattern B). These strength improvements correspond to lap lengths of
l and 2 inches, respectively. For the l-inch lap length, the strength
comparison was not conclusive because the Shell 951 specimens all failed
in the boron laminates. For the two-inch lap length, the average strength
of the variable stiffness joint was improved primarily by two specimens
which sustained loads of more than 10, 000 pounds. The other three
specimens developed strengths comparable to the corresponding specimens
using Shell 951 alomne.

Scarf Joints .

The scarf joint approached the ideals of strain compatibility in the
adherends and uniform stress in the adhesive. It was anticipated that the
shear stress would be of the order of 10, 000 psi and that approximately
8000 psi would be achieved in the joint specimens. The joint strength
design goal was 12,000 pounds, so a scarf length of 1-1/2 inches was chosen
for the boron specimens. Fiber glass laminates were expected to be slightly
stronger, so the same dimension was used. In joints where the composite
was joined to aluminum alloy, the latter material controlled the specimen
thickness since the allowable stresses were lower. Because alloy 7075-T6
was selected for the specimens, a section 0. 160 inch thick (at an allowable
stress of 75 ksi) was needed to attain the target load intensity of 12, 000
pounds per inch. To simplify the specimen design and fabrication, the
composite thickness was also set at 0. 160 inch for the scarf joints. Overlap
lengths of 1/2, 1, and 1-1/2 inches were selected, yielding scarf angles of
about 18, 9, and 6 degrees, respectively.

After completion of the scarf specimen design, shear strength of
Shell 951 adhesive was found to average about 6100 psi from the torsion
ring shear tests (Specimen Z3824821). Thus, the scarf specimens attained
only about 2/3 of the target load intensity at 1-1/2 inch length.
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Static test results for the scarf joints are given in Table XVII. The
longer scarf joints developed average adhesive shear stresses of about
5000 psi. Considering the tension component across the bond line, the
principal shear stresses in the adhesive were about 5 percent greater than
the average values noted in Table XVII. Using 5000 psi as an allowable
stress, a scarf angle of 3 degrees would be required to provide bend
strength consistent with the basic laminate strength, assuming the laminate
has an ultimate allowable stress of 100, 000 psi, Although a 3-degree scarf
angle is considered to be below practical limits, raising the allowable
adhesive stress would increase the required scarf angle.

BEe VU

A scarf joint using AF130 adhesive (23824829.547) produced a _
significant improvement in ultimate strength by comparison with a joint of
identical geometry using Shell 951 adhegive. The AF130 joint developed an
average adhesive stress level at failure that was 18.5 percent greater than
the Shell 951 joint. This result indicates that adhesive ductility is relatively
less important in the scarf joint because stress concentrations in the
adhesive are not as severe as in other bonded joint configurations.

The methods of machining and bonding the scarf surface in the composite
may have contributed to the reduced load capacity of the scarf joint. The
composite adherends for the scarf joints were machined using a diamond-
impregnated digsc. Thig cutting method may have broken some of the fila-
ment ends and reduced the number of continucus filaments being bonded.
Because of the specimen configuration, it wae difficult to maintain pressure
on the bondline during the adhesive cure cycle, particularly for the smaller
Jap lengths. Bond line thicknesaes ranged up to 0. 014 inch for the scarf
joints, compared to an average of about 0, 002 inch for the other types of
adhesive joints., Additional scarf joints were fabricated later in the program
as part of the fatigue tests (see S-n Data Tests). These specimens had
uniform bond lines of 0. 003-inch thicknees and indicated an average
improvement of 13.5 percent in the adhesive shear streas at static failure,

There were some fiber failures within the laminates adjacent to the
bond line, particularly in the 45-degree layers, Fiber glase joints were
slightly stronger than boron joints, but there waas little strength difference
due to the pattern or between composite-to-composite and composits-to-
aluminum bonda.

The external scarf specimen discussed previously was designed with
the bond area on the outside surface of the laminate to be joined. This
design retained the strain compatibility of the scarf but introduced the
offset load path of the single lap. The quality of the bond was expacted to
be improved because pressure was applied more readily during cure, and
the faces being joined were flat and unmachined, with the fllament layers
parallel to the bond face. However, as noted previously, the strength
performance of the extornal scarf joint was only slightly better than a
simple lap joint of similar geometry.

Stepped Lap Joints

The stepped lap joints were included in the test program because
they approximate the strain compatibility of the scarf joint hut obviate
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machining the composite bonding surface., For the joint specimens, step
lengths of 1, 1/2, and 1/4 inch were chosen, each with a total overlap
length of 2 inches.

The stepped lap joints produced the highest average adhesive shear
stresses, indicating that static strength was not sensitive to the number of
steps. The test data are summarized in Table XVIII. The four-step joint
gave slightly higher load capacities, but hecause only 2-inch lap lengths
were tested, optimum step length could be about 0.5 inch. Boron joints
were considerably stronger than glass joints. Average stresses close to
6000 psi were frequently achieved with boron specimens.

Failures were complex, involving some adhesive, some adherend
failures in tension through the steps, and some delamination of the laminates.
Interlaminar failures from the inside corners of the laminate steps were
observed in some specimens. This type of failure was anticipated from the
high shear stresses in the resin as indicated by discrete element analysis.

Bolted Joints

The strength of bolted joints in composite laminates depends on the
geometrical parameters (e/D, s/D, and t/D), the laminate constituents,
and the layup pattern. Before the bolted specimen designs were completed,
an investigation was made of available test results for boron laminates.
Test data were obtained from published results of C. R. Rogers, et. al.,
(References 5 and 10), F. Wilson (Refererice 11), V. H. Saffire
(Reference 12), and from initial tests performed in this program.

Very few of the test failures were attributable solely to bearing
stresses. Although there was a bearing stress beyond which loading was
not possible, this limit varied from pattern to pattern and was seldom
achieved in test. Edge and side distances must be large to develop the
bearing strength of the composites. It was observed that laminates composed
of £ élayers generally failed along filament lines, indicating that the inter-
filament strength of the matrix was a limiting factor. Laminates with
50 percent of the layers at zero degrees and 50 percent at + dusually failed
along zero-degree and 90-degree lines from the sides of the hole. When ¢
approached zero, failure was usually by cleavage, the whole laminate
splitting along its length.
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Design variables selected for the composite joint specimens were edge
distance (e), side distance (s), fastener diameter (D), laminate thickness (t),
and laminate pattern. The commonly used design parameters for mechanical
joints in metal structures are e/D, s/D, and t/D. If properly chosen these
parameters provide a balanced joint design in shear, tension, and bearing
strengths, respectively. In composite joints, the choice of laminate pattern
was an added design parameter because it changed the relative proportions
of laminate strength in shear, tension, and bearing. Thus, optimum joint
proportions in composites will vary with the choice of laminate patterns.

e
o
=

Bolted (rather than simply pinned) joints were selected, so the effects
of bolt clamping friction are included in the test data. These specimens
provided data more representative of aircraft joints, Consistent surface
conditions and bolt torques were maintained on the specimens to minimize
data scatter caused by frictional effects, Standard installation torques were
used, resulting in bolt tensile stresses between 30 and 40 ksi.

Specimen width was selected to preclude premature failures in tension
through the bolt holes. The standard specimen width was 1 inch, giving
s/D ratios of 2. 63 and 2. 00, respectively, for 3/16- and 1/4-inch diameter
bolts. A specimen width of 3/4 inch was selected for the reinforced bolted
joints using a 3/16-inch diameter bolt (s/D = 2. 00).

Test results (from References 10 through 12) indicated that the full
bearing stress would not be developed if D/t exceeded a value of about two.
Hence, a nominal laminate thickness of 0. 120 inch and a pin diameter of
3/16 inch were chosen to give D/t equal to 1.58. A standard pin diameter
(0. 190 inch) was selected for the specimen construction. A high heat treat
steel fastener (180,000 psi minimum) was chosen to give a shear strength
greater than the expected range of failure loads. The minimum strength
of this bolt is 3062 pounds in single shear. At this load the composite
bearing stress was calculated at 139,000 psi, so bolt failures were not
likely to occur before the ultimate bearing load. For double lap specimens
in which the boit was in double shear, a laminate 0. 160-inch nominal
thickness was also selected. In double lap composite-to-aluminum alloy
specimens, the laminate was the center memeber of the joint.

Published test results suggested that bearing stress increased with
e/D until a ratio of about five was reached. The selected values of e for the
specimens were 1/2, 3/4, and 1-1/4 inches, giving e/D ratios of 2. 63,
3.95, and 6. 58, respectively.
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The design approach for the bolted specimens with reinforced cdges was
to develop the bolt strength in the joint. Two bolt diameters (3/16- and
1/4-inch nominal) were included in these specimens. The reinforced com -
posite joints were designed to produce a balance hetween bearing strength
and tensile strength through the net tension section at the fastener heole, Edge
distance (shear-out strength) was varied to bracket the bolt strength in
double shear,

Bolted Lap Joints

Static test results for single and double lap bolted specimens are sum-
marized in Tables XIX and XX, respectively., Laminate patterns for these
joints consisted of Pattern A and an alternative pattern in some cases, con-
sisting primarily of zero-degree plies with a few plies at +45 degrees. These
specimens failed primarily in the shear-out mode, although a study of results
indicates that at e/D ratios greater than about five, bearing stresses con-
tributed significantly to failure. Bearing strengths of about 150,000 psi and
130, 000 psi were attained in the boron and iiber glass laminates, respectively,
up to t/D ratios of about 0,8, Beyond this ratio, bolt bending effects tended
to reduce average bearing stresses.

Strength was generally reduced when the percentage of 45-degree layers
was reduced from 50 percent, The addition of whiskers did not improve
joint strength of these sepcimens.

Bolted Joints with Bushed Holes

The specimens were prepared with a hole diameter that afforded a snug
fit rather than a force fit on the bushirngs, Each bushing was filed for a net
‘it in the laminate to assure good specimen alignment after the bolts and nuts
were installed and torqued., The test results are summarized in Table XXI,

These specimens failed primarily in the shear-out mode and developed
lower stresses at failure than did the plain bolted specimens, The test
results confirmed the reduced weight efficiency predicted for bushed joints,

Bolted Joints with Composite Reinforced Edges

Bolted joints in which the specimen edges were locally reinforced with
a laminate buildup were tested with both 0.190- and 0.250-inch-diameter
bolts, Static test results are given in Table XXII, The reinforcement was
added at two places in the specimen, at 25 and 75 percent of the thickness of
the basic pattern as shown in the following sketch., Pattern A was used in
vach of the two reinforced areas to a thickness of 0.080 inch for the
0, 190-inch-diameter bholts and 0,100 inch for the 0.250-inch-diameter bolts.
The resulting specimen nominal thicknesses at the joint were 0,280 and
0. 360 inch, respectively, The corresponding percentages of filaments at
145 deyrees are noted in Table XXII,
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Shear-out failures predominated, but some tension and bearing failures
also occurred. The tension failure through the hole was dependent on the
tensile strength of the basic laminate and the stress concentratioa factor
due to the presence of the hole. Although this concentration factor was a
function of the diameter-to-width ratio of the specimen, it was reasonably
constant in the dimensional range of the specimens tested. When widths
and edge distances were large, bearing failures occurred. In glass
specimens there was a considerable amount of delamiration around the hole
but no failure to the edge of the specimens. In boron specimens, bearing
deformation was localized around the loaded edge of the hole. For
laminates with 50 percent of the layers at 45 degrees, the highest bearing
stresses recorded were 139, 000 psi for fiber glass and 157, 200 psi for
boron-reinforced laminates. As the percentage of +45-degree layers

TABLE XIX

SUMMARY OF SINGLE LAP BOLTED JOINT TEST RESULTS (1-INCH SPECIMEN WIDTH)*

- —
AVERAGE LAMINATE STRESSES
AT FAILURE
LAMINATE ULTIMATE
JOINT DESCRIPTION THICKNESS | STATIC LOAD** | SHEAR-OUT | TENSION | BEARING FAILURE
AND MATERIALS N} {LB} (PSt) (PS1) (PSI1) MODE
SINGLE LAP
FIBER GLASE/7075-T6 0.112 2523 15,200 28,030 119.920 SHE AR-OQUT
SINGLE LAP
BORON/7075-T6 0116 2823 16,160 29,640 127,740 SHEAR-QUT
SINGLE LAP
FIBER GLASS/FISBER GLASS 0.114 2087 12,430 23,580 98,120 SHEAR-QUT
SINGLE LAP
BORON/BORON 0.116 2560 L 14,720 27,210 115,240 SHEAR-OUT

*0.190-INCH BOLT DIAMETER, 0.750-INCH EDGE DISTANCE, PATTERN A

**AVERAGE OF FIVE TESTS
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decreased, the bearing stressecs decreased also. Thus, no direct rclation-
ship between allowable bearing stress and ultimate tensile stress was
observed. At 25 percent £45-degree layers, the highcst bearing stresses
were 121,400 psi for fiber glass and 151,500 psi for boron-reinforced
laminates.

Bolted Joints with Steel Shim Reinforcement

The joints reinforced with steel shims (17-7PH stainless) were
included to reduce the edge distances needed to develop the bolt strengths.
In designing these joints, empirical equations for critical failure modes
were developed from similar work reported by the Bendix Corporation
(Reference 13). The equations used to design the shim joint specimens in
the present study were the following:

. Tension Strength Across Holes

pth = [Nstst + tth] Kth (p-D) (pounds/bolt)
where
K. < 79.327
th =~ 143.75 - 100 D/p
F_ = ultimate tensile strength of shim material (psi)

. Pin Bearing Strength

Pbr = 1.5D [Nstsl:‘s (1 -0.010D/tg) + tth] {(pounds/bolt)

e Hoop Tension Strength

_ e/D - 0. 5) ( )
Pht = 2,6D (m NstsFB + tFty {pounds/bolt)

e  Shear-out Strength

pso = 2e (0.6 Nstst + tho) {pounds/bolt)

® Adhesive Bond Strength (shim-to-laminate)

P = ZNSFap (pounds/inch)

Shim joint static test results are presented in Table XXIII, The
17-7PH stainless steel shims were installed in a manner similar to the
composite reinforcement describec previously., Shim thicknesses of 0, 036
inch were used with 0. 190-inch-diameter bolts, and 0. 050.inch shime were
used with 0, 250-inch-diameter bolts. The resulting nominal specimen
thicknesses were 0.192 and 0. 260 inch, respectively.
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The joints were designed to have strengths oqual to the double shear
strongths of tho bolts when the longer odge distances were used. These
stronpgths were 7280 and 12,970 pounds for the 0. 190- and 0. 250-i{nch-
diameter bolts, reapoectively. Some of the boron specimens exceedsd these
values, even at the shortest edge distances, and the bolts, although
revorely detormed, did not fail in shear. -

The typen of failure modes are indicated in Table XXIII. A number of
the specimens {ailed in the basic unreinforced laminate region, generally
ut the bamse of the shims, Most of these fallures were in the specimens
with 0. 190-{nch-diameter bolts. The change in alope of the laminate
layers at the shims introduced bending stresses in the fllaments and a —
change of directional load that tended to delaminate the layers in a tension :
Joint,  An additional factor was that the transfer of load from the shima
into the laminate Introduced peak interlanminar shear stressas in this
rogion of the specimen. These failures usually occurred simultuneously
with one or more other modes and, hence, may have been secondary
failurens. Efficlioncy factors (joint strength/basic laminate strength)
vanging from 72 to 91 and 38 to 48 percent ware vrecorded for boron and
fiber glaws, raspoctivoly, These factors were computed using theoretical
laminate strengths and actunal joint strengths from Volume 11,

hoaa

On tha basis of tewt reuults attained in the shim.reinforced specimens,
the following modifications to the Bendix equations are recommeonded:

. Taneion Strongth Across Holes = The design equation was satisfac.
tory but the expression for calculating K¢p, gave unconservative
resuits, Hetter correlation with test rosults was achieved when
valuas of 0.40 and 0,285 were used for Ky, of boron and fiber glass
laminatas, reupectively,

° Din Rearing Strength — The second term of this equation
(1.3 Dt Fyo) represonts the contribution of the laminate to bearing
strongth, "l‘hh term waa replaced by one developed in this study
(veo Analysle of Paramotric Treands in Joint Strength). The latter
term {a (Dt Fyp)s Thus, the recommended equation for pin-besring
strongth {o:

Ppp = D NGt F, (1,5 = 0,015 D/tg) + t Fyyl

e Hoop Tanslon Strength - No failures of this type occurred in the
spocimens. This mode of failure was precluded by the shear-out
criterian,

¢ Shear-Out Strength ~ Tho design equation for shear-out strength
was found to be satisfactory. As in the case of pin-bearing strength,
Fyo for the Iaminate was ovaluated using an expression developed
in this study (see Analysis of Paramatric Trends in Joint Strength).
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. Adhesive Bond Strength (shim-to-laminate) — Interfacial adhesive
failure between the shim and the laminate occurred in several
specimena. The shims were bonded to the matrix during the cure.
The minimum bond stresses devcloped batween boron laminates
and stainless steel shims were 1420, 1340, and 1350 psi, respec-
tively, fcr shims of 1-9/16, 1-15/16, and 2-3/4 inches length.
Corresponding stresses between fiber glass laminates to stainless
steel shims were 940, 860, and 740 psi, respectively, for shims
of 1-7/16, 1-15/16, and 2-3/4 inches length. The highest average
interfacial stresses achieved in test were 1947 psi for boron
laminates and 1373 psi for fiber glass laminates. Although these
results, particularly for glass, were lower than anticipated this
type of joint shows considerable promise for carrying the high loads
expected in primary structural joints.

Bolted-Bonded Joints

Test results for joints that were both bolted and bonded are presented
in Table XXIV. These joints produced results that were better than similar
bolted or bonded joints tested separately. The corresponding bolted joints
without bonding were less than one-third as strong in fiber glass laminates
and less than one-fifth as strong in boron laminates. Based on a nominal
3 square inches of bond area, the average bond shear stresses were 2717 and
4300 psi for fiber glass and boron specimens, respectively. Interpolation
for a lap length of 1.5 inches for the similar bonded double lap joints gave
corresponding values of about 1800 and 3300 psi. Allowing for the geometri-
cal differences, it is apparent that the presence of the bolt enhanced the
performance of the bond, and vice versa.
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PHENOMENOLOGICAL TRENDS IN JOINT FAILURES
The joints in composite materials failed in the modes associated with
joints in homogeneous structural materials and also in modes caused by

the relatively low shear strength of the laminates. .

Bonded Joints

Bonded joints in reinforced epoxy laminates were observed to fail in the
following modes:

L Cohesive Failure from Combined Stresses {predomiaantly shear)
in the Adhesive

® Adhesive Failure at the Resin/Adhesive Interface

° Adhesive Failure at the Resin/Fiber Interface in the First Layer
of the Laminate

) Interlaminar Shear (combined with some fiber breakage) within the
Laminate

] Tension (or compression) in the Adherends
These modes are illustrated in Figures 41 through 43.

Design parameters having the greatest influence on bonded joint failures
were lap length, adherend thickness, and fiber orientations adjacent to the .
adhesive. Ia1 single and double lap joints, short lap lengths and thick
adherends (L/t = 12.5) tended to produce Failure Modes 1, 2, 3, depending
on {iber orientations. Long lap lengths and thin adherends (L/t = 50) tended -
to produce failures in the adherends (Mode 5). Between these two extremes
{(L/t = 25), interlaminar shear failures were observed. Interlaminar shear
failures were also observed near the fiber enas in scarf adhesive joints as
shown in Figure 42, and near the step ends of stepped lap joints as shown in
Figure 44.

Bolted Joints

Possible failure modes for bolted joints in composite laminates were
the following:

° Shear-out of the Laminate
. Combined Tension and Shear-out at the Edge of the Fastener Hole

] Tension (or compression) of the Laminate at the Minimum Section
through the fastener hole

. Bearing in the Laminate

These modes are illustrated in Figures 45 through 48.




50% ADHESIVE FAILURE AT ADHESIVE/RESIN INTERFACE

50% COHESIVE FAILURE
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LENGTH =
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50% ADHESIVE FAILURE AT ADHESIVE/RESIN INTERFACE
50% ADHESIVE FAILURE AT RESIN/FIBER INTERFACE

FIGURE 41. INTERFACIAL FAILURES IN SIMPLE LAP ADHESIVE JOINTS (L/t = 12,5}
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FIGURE 43. ADHEREND TENSION FAILURE IN SIMPLE 1.LAP ADHESIVE JOINTS (L/t = 25-60)
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FIGUAR 47, COMBINRD TENSION AND SHEAR.OUY PAILURR OF BOLTED JOINTS (D = 3/18 INCH)
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The presaence of the fastener hole wans a critical factor in each mode of
failure observed in the bolted joinie. Stress concentration fuctors caumed
by the hole ensured that {ailure would not accur in the basic lanminate section
or in the fastener unless the joint area was reinforced In soma manner
(i,e , metal shim innarts, edge buildup, ate)

An axamination of failure modaes indicated a banic difforence hotween
boron and glasa laminate behavior., Groas laminate failures occurred in the
boron specimena, cither in the tenaion mode (at 90 degrees Lo the load line)
or ih A conventional ahear-out mode. These (atlures are illustrated in
Figure 47, The glasn specimons, howavaer, appeared to fail in the individual
lamina alang filamant lines  These (ailures were characterined by delamina-
tlona an shown in Figure 49, which probably resulted from interlaminar
shear fallurem of the resin hetwaen the raelative flexible glans fibara,

Deaign paramators having an influence on the mechanical joint fallures
wore adge distance, slde diatance (apecimen width), laminate thicknoas,
and fantener dinmetar.  Within the range of variation of these paramaeters in
the presant program, the shear<out mode pradominated in joint failures.
The whear atrasnes developed at failura for A number of laminate thicknonses
and odgeo dintances, are anmmarvined n Pigure 0. It wan postulated that
tha strons concentration at the edye of the hole along the anhear-oul planes
wad not a gannttive funclion of adge dintance, becaise the average nhear
sirenn at faithure decreanarl an edge dintance increaneed. The incroaming
baaring atresnan alno conteimted to inittation of fatlures at the larger edyge
dintancen. Thus, incraaning edyge dintance wan an inelfficient method of
increaaing the joint ateangth.  For a given edys dintanca, Joint steeaglh
Increavad approxtivately Haearly with componite thicknens.

The cambination holtad chonded joint performed hetter than jointe
eamploylng etther holting or bonding separvately.  The strength of thie joint
wan cnproved diue to a failure mode change cansed by the presence of the
adhenive. An shown in igure 81, the mode of fatlure was a combination
of tenaion throngh a nection at the faatoner ard intartaminar shear in the
componite. I thin joint had hesn stther holtod ar bonded separcatety, it
would probably have failed (n ahearout (holted) or an interfacial ahear
maode (‘\mndod)-

The atesl shimereinforcod apechmena failed in a variaty of complex
modoes involving holt shear, tension throvgh & section at the fagtener hole,
tenaion in the basic taminate section, and delamination of the apecimen i
the sutm=to=vonin interfaca.  Fxamplon of thewe fatlures arae shiown in
Figuras 52 and HY.

ANALYSIS OF PARAMICTRIC TRENDS IN JOINT STRENGTH

Tont data may be analysud mathematically, graphically, or with a
wermi-empirical approachcombintng the two techniquaa.  ‘T'he latter approach
s advantageous in identifying parametric trends when the nnmber of experi.
rmantal variables in targe and when adequate experimental data are available.
The semi-enipirical analysis technique wan used in the present program to
avaluate the affects of desigh variables on the strength performance of the
fundamontal double lap joints, both honded and bolted.
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(L/t = 125, e/D = 4)
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FIGURE 53. SHIM-REINFORCED JOINT FAILURE — TENSION AT BASE OF SHIMS
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The analyses were conducted in four steps as follows:

. Design variables were selected that were independent of one another
and that influenced joint strength.

° The number of independent variables was reduced to fewer non-
dimensional parameters by dimensional analysis.

. The relationships between denendent and independent variables
were evaluated from test data. These relationships were expressed
in terms involving the geometric parameters (edge distance, lap

tength, thickness, etc) or in terrns of coefficients involving param-
eters other than geometric (ply orientations and arrangements).

° The coefficients and mathematical expressions were formulated
into general equations and design charts for calculating joint
strengths.

In addition to the experimental data generated in the present program,
data on comparable bolted joints from References 9 through 14 were eval-
uated in the parametric analysis.

As the effects of the design parameters were identified and normalized,
the scatter of experimental data was methodically reduced. When the effects
of all the study parameters were normalized, the agreement between pre-
dicted loads and test data was very good.

Bonded Joints

The following variables in the bonded joint study were selected as
significant: :

t, = Thickness of Adherends
t = Thickness of Adhesive

L = Length of Overlap
w = Width of Overlap

p. - Parameters (or coefficients) Defining Fiber Pattern and
Percentage of Plies at Various Orientations

E, = Young's Moduli of Adherends

G = shear Modulus of Adhesive

Ftu = Tensile Strength of Weaker Adherend
F:u = Shear Strength of Adhesive )
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Processing variables were significant to both adherend and adhesive
strengths, but since laminating and bonding processes were not varied in
the specimen preparation, the effects of p. -essing variables were assumed
to be negligible.

Bonded joint failures occurred in the adhesives and/or the adherends
depending on loads, fiber patterns, and joint geometry. In the present
analysis, joint failure was considered to have occurred when the applied
tension stress in the laminate or shear stress in the adhesive reached ulti-
mate, whichever occurred first. These criteria of failure may be stated
mathematically as follows:

Adherend Failure

N

A

X a
L <Fsu

(D)F e

Adhesive Failure

N

(IL_,)Ftu > Tx N F:u

In the case of adhesive failure, the average shear stress in the adhesive
(Tavg.) was related to the ultimate shear strength of the adhesive (Fgy) by
the expression

2

T = MF = — (1)

where T is the reciprocal of the stress concentration fac‘or in the adhesive.
Thus in a joint in which the adhesive is in the plastic range, the prediction
of joint strength depended on defining the value of N, assuming that adhesive
failure was critical.

The reduction of variables by dimensional analysis was accomplished
using the dimensionless parameter N as the dependent variable. The inde-
pendent variables tj, t2, tz, and L have fundamental length units (L), and
the moduli I}, E;, and G have units FL-2 where F denotes force. (Force
may be treated as a fundamental unit in this study because none of the signi-
ficant variables involves mass units. ) The independent variable p, is
. dimensionless.

— —— o - I B We -y w L L] L .-

o

In functional notation, the equation for n was expressed as

d e f g _h
tyr b L, G7, EZ' t5 pn) (2)

109

et i itad &

]
[P P PR - SN




e

-y -

- it bt

In dimensional form, Equation (2) was written

Z)a b ¢ d 2.e

0= "(FL' (L, L (Lé (FL™8C, (rL7Y, {L)g} (3)

L
From Equation (3) the following two equations were obtained.

-2a+b+c+d-2e-2f+pg 0

at+te+f =0

Solving for a and b, and rewriting Equation (1),

n= f[(El)'e"f, (tl)'c"d"g, (ta)c, LY, (6)°, (Ez)f. (tz)g]

Collecting terms,

|- @ G 6

From the experimental data it was concluded that f = g, so the latter
two terms were combined into

In the analysis of pararnetric trends, interlaminar shear failures of the
resin were treated in the same fashion as adhesive failures. Values ofn
were determined from experimental data for both types of failure with
acceptable results in predicting ioint strengths. Better definition of failure
criteria for interlaminar shear is required for distinguishing between these
two modes (i. e., adhesive or interlaminar shear) exclusively by analytical
methods.

For Shell 951 adhesive, the ultimate shear strength averaged 6100 psi
in the torsional ring shear tests. Adhesive thicknesses for these tests were
roughly comparable to those measured in the joint specimens. Substituting
this value in Equation (1), the equation for N became

Using this equation, plots of n versus overlap length were prepared for the
double lap joints tested in the experimental program. These plots are shown
in Figures 54 and 55, respectively, for boron and fiber glass laminates.
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Overlap length, L, was plotted along the abscissa rather than (L/ty)
because laminate thicknesses were not varied in the specimens. However,
laminate thickness has been recognized as an important design parameter.
Figure 56 was plotted from data obtained by Kutscha and Hofer (Reference 14)
for Scotchply XP-251S laminates and Metalbond 400 adhesive. Conclusions
drawn from the plot were that (1) average adhesive shear strength increased
as adherend thickness increasea, and (2) average adhesive shear strength
approached a limit as (L/t) increased. These trends were expected,
because adherend stiffness increased linearly with thickness and improved
strain compatibility; i.e., reduced stress concentration in the adhesive.
This effect was less pronounced when adherend thicknesses were relatively
large with respect to lap length.

To evaluate N as a function of the parameter (L/t) by semi-empirical
methods, additional experimentation is needed in which the laminate thick-
nesses are varied together with the iap lengths. As additional experimental
points are obtained, appropriate coefficients can be determined by curve
fitting techniques to define the mathematical relationship between N and
(L/t).

Joint width, w, was held constant in the experimental program, and thus
it was not included in the analysis of strength trends. Nadler and Yoshino
(Reference 15) indicated that increased joint width appeared to have an
adverse effect on joint efficiency in a design application. Comparisons of
coupon results with those obtained from a 54 -inch-diameter monocogque
cylinder indicated an appreciable scale effect (25 to 30 percent), adversely
affecting joint strength. This effect should also be investigated further.

The evaluation of adhesive thickness effects was based on Figure 57.
The ratios of shear stresses attained in individual tests to average shear
stress were plotted against actual adhesive thicknesses. These data were
obtained from Z3824827 double lap specimens in which the rest of the inde-
pendent variables were held constant. Adhesive thicknesses varied from
0.001 to about 0. 006 inch. Although the scatter of results may have obscured
treads, no dinstinct strength trend was apparent for this range of adhesive
thicknesses. Thus, the joint strength effects of adhesive thickness variations
were considered negligible in the evaluation of the bonded joint tests.

Over a larger range of adhesive thicknesses, shear strength and modulus
variations were significant. This observation was based on the results of
torsional ring adhesive shear tests in which the adhesive thickness was
controlled over the range of 9. 0050 to 0. 0165 inch. These test results are
discussed in Section I1I, Material Properties.

Shell 951 was selected as the adhesive to be used in the data specimens,
and, therefore, variations in the parameter (G/E) were not investigated in
the present study. Some insight into the effect of adhesive shear modulus in
joint strength was obtained from test data in Reference 14. Figure 58 is a
plot of adhesive shear strength developed by composite joints as a function
of Young's Modulus (E) of the adhesive. Because the adhesives were homo-
geneous and isotropic materials, shear modulus (G) and Young's modulus
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were related by the familiar equation, G = E/2(1 + #). As modulus
decreased, joint strength increased, so high adhesive strengths were believed
to be less of an asset than low moduli (and ductile behavior). The lower
modulus adhesives alleviated the peak stresses in the adhesives at the ends

of the lap length, resulting in higher average stresses.

Discrete element analysis showed that the peak stresses in the adhesive
at each end of the lap were equal and of minimum value when the adherend
extensional! stiffness ratio (FEjt}/Ety) was unity. This ratio was defined as
the smaller value of Et divided by the larger. In designing single and double
lap joints, it is recommended that the extensional stiffnesses of the adherends
be balanced for maximum strength. However, in many design problems the
matching of stiffnesses is not possible because of other design requirements.

Figure 59 indicates the effects of variations in extensional stiffness
ratios for double lap joints (of 1-inch lap length) tested in the program. In
this plot, extensional stiffness ratio was plctted against a parameterf

where
)
p=
2
and
(Nx/L)l R .
'11 * TE100 for (Et) ratios other than unity
(Nx/L)
']2 * g100 for (Et) ratios equal to unity.

Further examination of the test data indicated that lap length and the
(Et) ratio were not independent variables but interacted in a variable fashion
to influence average adhesive shear stress at failure. This relationship is
shown graphically in Figure 60. The limiting value, v max, was intuitively
set at the ultimate shear stress of the adhesive as lap length approached zero.
If ‘ne length of overlap was very small and 7,,, approached Tiyax, the
diiference in magnitude of the peak stresses would be practically insensitive
to (Et) variations. On the contrary, for large overlap lengths (i.e., small
values of n) the difference in the magnitude of peak stresses was quite sen-
sitive to (Et) ratio. The degree of sensitivity of (Et) is indicated in Figure 60
by the slopes of the lines of constant lap length. For example, as lap length
approached zero, the slope approached zero. Under these circumstances,
Tavg approached T, regardless of (Et) ratio. As lap length increased,
the slopes of the lines increased, indicating increased sensitivity to changes
in (Et) ratio.

The test data for 2-inch lap lengths were inconclusive because adherend
failures were experienced for the larger (Et) ratios. However, it was felt
that at longer lap lengths, the sensitivity of average shear stress to (Et)
ratio would approach a limit, and hence the slope of the line for a 2-inch lap
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length was intuitively set at a value only slightly greater than the line of
l1-inch lap ler.gth. These intuitive concepts should be checked with additional
experimental data.

By using Figure 60, the paramater " was normalized for the effects of
(Et) ratio using the relationship

rl(Et) = T]/g

Results are plotted in Figure 61.
The double lap joint strengths were calculated using data from
Figures 59 and 61 and the failure criteria stated at the beginning of this

section. Comparisons of the predicted and test loads are plotted in
Figure 62.

Predicted loads were determined in six steps as follows:

1. The Et ratio was calculated

2. P was determined from Figure 59, and M(gt) was determined from
Figure 61.

3. n was calculated from the equationn =pn (Et) -

4. Critical Nx for the adhesive was calculated from the equation
Nx = n(F2,) L.

5. Critical Ny for the adherends was calculated from the equation
where

Ftu = 75 ksi for 7075-T6 aluminum alloy

= 110 ksi for boron laminates of Pattern A (average
value attained in test specimens)

= 130 ksi for 6Af-.4V titanium alloy
= 130 ksi for S-994 fiber glass laminates (Pattern A)
= 210 ksi for 17-7PH stainless steel

6. The lesser value of N_ was chosen as the critical load intensity
for the joint. x

Bolted Joints

Variables in the bolted joint study selected as significant are the
following:

P, Joint Strength

D, Diameter of the Fastener
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e, Edge Distance
t, Laminate Thickness
s, Side Distance

¢, Orientation Angle of Layers (other than 0°) with Respect to
Load Axis

p, Percentage of Layers at ¢

The dependent variable, P, has the fundamental unit of force (F). The
independent variables D, e, t, and s have the fundamental unit of length (L},
and ¢ and p are dimensionless.

In functional notation, the equation for joint strength is expressed as

p =D &% %, 9, o™ BV (4)

In dimensional form, Equation (4) becemes

b c

F o= (L3 P 1S, 1Y (5)

The variables ¢ and p are dimensionless and are thus excluded from
Equation (5).

From Equation (5),

a+b+c+d 0

)

a = -b-c-d
Rewriting Equation (4) and gathering terms,

D'b'c'd, eb. £, sd)

SCHORC)

Thus, the ratios (e/D), (t/D), and (s/D) were used to determine the relation-
ships between dependent and independent variables.

P =1

Joint strengths from the specimen tests are plotted against the ratio
(e/D) in Figure 63. Each data point represents the average of five specimen
tests. The data points represent both boron and fiber glass-reinforced
specimens with an (s/D) ratio of 2. 67 and having 50 percent of the layers at
zero degrees and 50 percent at $45 degrees to the load axis. With other
variables held constant, the load P increased linearly with respect to (e/D)
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up to a value of about four. Beyond this value, increasing the (e/D) ratio
did not appreciably increase joint strength.

From Figure 63 it was observed that in the range 0 < e/D < 4, the slope
of the lines (for a given fastener diameter) increased as the ratio t/D
increased, regardless of filament material. To normalize this effect, the
same data were plotted in Figure 64 with P(D/t) and e/D as the ordinate and
abscissa, respectively. Published data from General Dynamics (Reference 10)
and Whittaker (Reference 11) for similar specimens are also included in
Figure 64. The Whittaker data apply to specimens with a fiber pattern of
0°/45°/-45° and an s/D ratio of three. These properties approximate the
characteristics of the rest of the specimens under consideration and were
used to supplement the test data from the program for the 0. 25-inch-diameter
bolt. Note that the five curves in Figure 63 representing the bolt diameter
oi 0. 19 inch are adequately represented by one line on Figure 64.

From Figure 64 it was observed that the slopes of the lines increased as
bolt diameter increased. In the range of interest (0 < e/D < 4), the lines
were cach represented mathematically with an equation of the form

P() = = (5) 4w ®)

where m is the slope of the line and b is the vertical axis intercept. The
constant b in each case equals zero because each line must go through the
origin. From Figure 64 the slopes were determined as follows:

N

m 1.20 for D = 0. 190

m

2.09 for D 0. 250

To normalize the diameter effect, the slopes were divided by the bolt
diameter with various exponents (i. e., the value of m/D"” was determined
for several values of n). From thic study, the proper normalizing facior
was determined as D2, Thus, Equation (6) was rewritten,

PO - B @) -

D

mox 120 L 2,09 4.

1 0,192 (0.25)°

The test data are replotted in Figure 65 with P/Dt as a function of the ratio
e/D.
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Examination of the failed specimens indicated that the shear -out mode
was prevalent in the range 0 < e/D < 4. There were also physical indica-
tions of shear-out and tension failures with e/D > 4. However, a study of
the actual stresses developed during test indicated that bearing stresses
were more instrumental in precipitating failure when e/D exceeded a value
of about five.

This behavior may be deduced from Figure 65. The ordinate parameter
P/Dt is in fact the bearing stress, and the initial slope of the curve, P/Dt
divided by e/D, is P/et. The latter quantity is twice the shear-out stress.
In other words, joint strength increased proportionally to twice the allowable
shear-out stress (since there are two shearing surfaces) in the region
0 < e/D < 4. This relationship was valid until e/D was sufficiently large to
develop bearing stresses in the composite, which influenced the failure load
(4 <e/D < 5). Beyond an e/D ratio of about five, the failures were caused
primarily by bearing stresses.

When the mode of failure was shear-out, it was observed that the
strengths attained by boron and fiber glass-reinforced laminates were
comparable. At e/D greater than four, a distinct difference in joint strength
was noted between boron and fiber glass-reinforced specimens. From this
behavior it was concluded that laminate shear-out strength was essentially
a property of the epoxy resin, but bearing strength was dependent on the
properties of the reinforcing fibers. The grouping of the data points at e/D
equal to four also indicates a zone in the region of about 3 < ¢/D < 5.5 in
which failure was influenced by an interaction between shear and bearing
stresses.

The study of s/D effects was based on test data published by Whittaker
(Reference 11) in which e¢/D and s/D ratios were systematically varied for
a 0°/45°/-45° boron laminate. Because these parameters were not systema-
tically varied in the present program, the normalizing factor for the ratio
s/D was derived from published data.

The nature of the s/D variation was determined from Figure 66. The
ratio of test load to predicted load was plotted as the ordinate, and the ratio
8 /D was plotted as the abscissa. The predicted load was determined from
Figure 65 and normalized for the effects of e/D ratio. The ordinate values
were miultiplied by a constant so the ratio of test to predicted loads was unity
at s/D equals two. This constant was subsequently included with other
constants in the formulation of the equations for joint strength prediction.

The curve in Figure 66 had the general exponential form

y = me;nx +b (7)

where e, is the base of natural logarithms and m, n, and b are constants to
be determined from boundary conditions. In terms of the relevant variables

P
( ;—:st) - me;n(S/D - 0.5) +b
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The boundary conditions were

y = 0 when x = 0.5 (i.e., specimen width = fastener diameter)

y = 1l whenx = 2
y = 1.1 whenx - o
from whichm = <-b = -1.1, andn = 1.6.

Eguation (8) becomes

P
( test) - 1.10 [l _ e-l.6(s/D - 0. 5)]

haoril & Hipo

P n

The evaluation of t/D effects was conducted in the same manner as the
evaluation of s/D effects. Figure 67 was plotted with the ratio of test load
to predicted load as ordinate and the ratio (t/D) as abscissa. The predicted
load was again determined from Figure 65 and normalized for the effects
of e/D and s/D ratios. The curve in Figure 67 also has the general exponen-
tial form of Equation (7) with the following boundary conditions:

y = 0 when x = 0 (i.e., specimen thickness is zero)

1 when x 0.9

y

1.06 when x — @

1l

Y

After evaluation of the constants m, n, and b in Equation (7), the expression
relating the t/D ratio to the joint strength ratio is

<Ftest) - 106 [1 _ 3 Z(t/D)]
P n

With the effects of e/D, s/D, and t/D considered, the equation for bolted
joint strength, P, has the form

p e -1.6(s/D - 0.5) -3.2(t/D)
Dt - Kn(D)[l'en ]["en } *

where the coefficient K, includes the various constants and the effects of the
variables ¢ and p.
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The effects of variations in the angle ¢ were evaluated by determination
of a coefficient Ky using equation (9).

Kg = P/Dt (10)
(e/D) [1 - e71-6(s/D - 0.5)] [, L et 3 zu/o)]
n J n
0 < _eﬁ < 4

The coefficient K ¢ was determined using Equation {10) and data from
Reference 10, together with experimental results from the present program.
The value of K¢ as a function of ¢ was thus determined as shown in

Figure 68.

In a similar manner a coefficient was determined to normalize the
effects of variations in the percentage of layers at an angle + ¢ to the load
axis.

K = P /Dt ]
K¢ (/D) [, L ezl6(s/D -0 5)] [1 ] e;3.z(t/m”
0 < _eﬁ < 4

Data from References 10 and 1] were used to supplement experimental results
from the present program. The value of Kp as a function of p was plotted in
Figure 69.

In the range e/D > 4, it was concluded previously that laminate failures
were influenced primarily by bearing stresses. Thus, failure loads could
not be predicted by Equation (6). Bearing fai'lure loads were determined
using an equation of the form

P - Kn(Fbru) Dt, e/D > 4 (11)

where Fy,., is the ultimate bearing strength of the material, and the coeffi-
cient K accounts for the effects of laminate variables (t/D, p, and ¢) on
bearing strengths.

Ultimate bearing strengths of 130 and 150 ksi were used for the
0°/x+45°/0° pattern in fiber glass and boron epoxy laminates, respectively.
These levels were based on results of the pin bearing tests discussed in
Section III.
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The strenpgth effects of t/D variations were normalized using Figure 70,
which was prepared from test data for e/D > 4 and 50 percent of the layers
at +45 degrees to the load axis. This plot differs from the gimilar plot for
0 < e/D < 4 (Figure 67), since it reaches a maximum at a t/D ratio of about
0.8 and decreases at larger ratios. There is also a difference between the
plots for boron and fiber glass reinforcements, particularly for large values
of t/D. This difference is thought te be caused by bolt bending effects 1n the
stiffer boron laminates.

From the experimental data for e/D > 4, the coefficient as a function
of p was plntted in Figure 71. As noted previously, the bearing properties
of the laminate are influenced by the filament materizl, and hence, fiber
glass and boron results are plotted as separate lines. These plots are based
on relatively few experimental points, and, thus, their reliability will be
increased as more test data are acquired for bearing failures. The coeffi-
cient K¢ was not varied since the specimens in this group included only
combirnations of zero-degree and +45-degree layers.

Thus, parametric trends for all! the relevant design variables were
determined using the semi-empirical techniques of data analysis. The
nature of these trends is graphically illustrated in Figures 65 through 71.
‘To consolidate these findings into a bolied joint design technique, a carpet
plot, Figure 72, was constructed to summarize the information in Figures 65,
68, and 69, Figure 72 is a plot of the allowable shear-out stress for
C < e/D < 4 as a function of the variables ¢é and p. The plot is a good
representation of shear-out stresses attained in uniaxial laminates (all
zero-degrees), in laminates with all layers at + ¢ degrees, and in laminates
with various percentages of layers at #+45 degrees. Other combinations of
layers and percentages have been spot checked with available data and are
believed to depict the proper parametric relationships. They would be
verified with more experimental data before being used in design. The
allowable shear-out stress from Figure 72 must be corrected for the effects
of (s/D) and {t/D) ratios as indicated in Figure 73.

Bolted double lap joint strengihs were predicted as follows:
}. Shear-out strength for 0 < e/D < 4 was calculated

P = 2etRf
50 so

where fgq is obtained from Figure 72, and R is obtained from
Figure 73.
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2. Bearing strength for ¢/D 2 4 was calculated

Pbr = I‘<t/DKp“’br) Dt *

where Ki/p and Kp are obtained from Figures 70 and 71, respec-
tively, and

{br 150 ksi for boron laminates

130 ksi for fiber glass laminates
3. The lesser value was selected as the critical strength for e/D = 4.

Bearing stresses were critical for some of the fiber glass specimens at
e/D = 4.

With the exception of the hushed specimen group, agreement between
calculated and test loads was very good for most combinations of design
variables in the experimental program. This agreement is illustrated in
Figure 74. There was relatively more variability in the results for 1/4-inch-
diameter bolts, particularly at t/D ratios greater than 1.4. Unconservative
strenpth predictions could be avoided in design by reducing allowable stresses
to cover this variability. A reduction of about 12 percent on allowable
stresses would have insured predicted loads equal to or greater than test
results for all specimens except the bushed joints.

Test results for two specimens containing Alp0O3 - AIN whisker additives
to the resin (at about 2 percent of resin weight) are shown in Figure 74. The
results indicate that the whiskers had no effect on joint strength.

Specimens in the experimental program had a minimum s/D ratio of
two and fiber orientations of zero degrees and +45 degrees only. Values of
s/D less than two and angles, ¢, greater than 45 degrees would tend to
produce a third mode of failure in the specimens; namely, tension through
the composite section at the fastener hole. No failures of this nature were
produced in the experimental program. To make the design method more
general, the experimental program should be extended to cover parametric
effects on joint strengths for this mode of failure.
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FATIGUE TESTS

In addition to the static tests, selected joints were tested under fatigue
conditions. These tests consisted of initial screening of the joint concepts,
followed by S-n data tests on two of the adhesive joint configurations.

Screening Tests

Joint configurations tested in the screening phase were the following:

. Bolted joints — single and double lap (Z3824852)
® Adhesive joints — single and double lap
(including variable stiffness) (23824849 & Z3824855)
° Adhesive joints — scarf (Z23824851)
e Adhesive joints — stepped lap (Z23824850)

These specimens were tested in constant-amplitude fatigue at a stress
ratio of +0.05. The maximum loads during fatigue cycling ranged from
approximately 60 to 80 percent of the static load capacities of the joints. The
maximum load was arbitarily selected at a higb level to reduce the possibility
of fatigue run-out during the screening tests.

Boron-reinforced specimens were cycled at 1800 cycles per minute in a
Sonntag testing machine. Most of the fiber glass-reinforced specimens were
cycled at 900 cycles per minute in a Krause testing machine to reduce the
temperature rise due to hysteresis effects in the spccimens. Some of the
low-stress, high-cycle fatigue specimens of boltcd fiber glass were tested
in the Sonntag machine to reduce the test's duration.

The thermocouples were installed on three of the boron bolted specimens,
as noted in Table XXV, For the single-lap joints, an appreciable tempera-
ture rise {(about 50°F) was observed. However, in the symmetrical double -
lap joints, the temperature quickly stabilized at about 86°F. One of the fiber
glass fatigue specimens cycled at 1800 cycles per minute in the Sonntag
testing machine had a thermocouple attached to check temperature conditions
at the higher cyclic rate. Due to the relatively low applied loads, no tempera-
ture rise was observed in these specimens. Adhesive specimens were not
thermocoupled, but they were monitored during the fatigue tests. No temper-
ature rise was detected in the adhesive specimen, not even in those that
achieved runouts.

A Typical test setup is illustrated in Figure 75, and results of the screening
tests are summarized in Tables XXVI and XXVII. Maximum load for the
stepped-lap configurations was considerably greater (8200 pounds) than the
other joints, and, consequently, the cycles to failure were quite low. The
last two specimens of this configuration were cycled at a maximum load of
6600 pounds to produce an average adhesive stress level comparable to the
scarf joint fatigue tests,
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TEMPERATURE RISE IN FATIGUE SPECIMENS

TABLE XXV

—— - =

. ——

ELAPSED

CONFIGURATION | SPECIMEN THERMOCOUPLE CYCLES TEMPERATURE

23824852 MATERIALS LOCATION {103 CYCLES) (°F)

-1 BORON/ ATTACHED TO 1] 74

(SPECIMEN NO. 1) | ALUMINUM BOLT HEAD 1 80

2 90

BOLTED SINGLE 3 %

LAP 5 100

7 101

10 104

15 105

20 106

24 (FAILURE) 118

-503 BORON/ ON BORON 0 74

{SPECIMEN NO_5) | BORON LAMINATE 5/8- 1 7%

INCH FROM 2 86

BOLTED SINGLE BOLT G ON 3 94

LAP LOAD LINE 4 103

5 M

6 118

7 {(FAILURE) 124

507 BORON/ ATTACHED TO 0 73

(SPECIMEN NO_5) ALUMINUM BOLT HEAD 1 78

2 81

BOLTED DOUBLE 3 84

LAP 5 85

8 86

% 86

50 85

100 85
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FIGURE 75. FATIGUE TEST SETUP
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The bolted double-lap specimens produced the longest fatigue life of the
screening specimens and resulted in each case in failure of the aluminum
alloy details through the bolt hole. Figure 76 illustrates the hole condition
in the boron laminate details at failure. In general the lower the fatigue
life the worse the appearance of the hole. Specimen Z23824852-507 accumu-
lated 2. 677 million cycles without failure, and the hole condition was
excellent when the test was suspended. At the suspension of this test, no
relaxation of the bolt torque was detected. Figure 76 indicates considerable
damage at the unloaded edge of the bolt holes in the composite. No specific
reason for this damage was observed during the tests. It was theorized that
the back edge of the hole in the metal element damaged the laminate as the
metal deformed urder load at the bearing surface.

For two of the longer life joint configurations (double-lap bolted and
scarf adhesive), the boron laminate was not the critical element in the joint
failure. In the bolted joint, the aluminum alloy members failed through the
fastener hole; in the scarf joint (and in the other adhesive joint concepts],
the adhesive or the resin adjacent to the adhesive failed. Laminate failures
in tension and interlaminar shear occurred in the combination bolted and
bonded specimens.

The combination bolted and bonded joint in boron performed well in
fatigue. Cycles to failure ranged from 101,000 to 176,000 at a maximum
load of 4950 pounds. This was the only non-eccentric joint in which laminate
fatigue failures were produced during the screening tests. Three of these
specimens failed in the laminate through a section at the bolt hole. In two
of the specimens, the aluminum alloy failed through the basic section (not at
the bolt hole).

Fatigue test results of the composite-to-aluminum alloy joints are
summarized in Figure 77. The bolted double-lap joints in fiber glass each
exceed one million cycles, and no failure occurred in the laminates. In
one specimen the aluminum alloy failed through the fastener hole. Maximum
load for these tests was 1890 pounds, which was 80 percent of the joint's
static load capacity.

Although the scarf joint had one of the higher average adhesive stresses
of the group tested, its fatigue life was roughly one order of magnitude
better than the other adhesive joints. This superiority can be explained by
considering the stress concentrations in the adhesives of the various joint
concepts. Adhesive stress concentration factors (SCF) were calculated
using discrete element analyses and linear-elastic theory. These SCF's
are shown in Table XXVI, together with the resulting relative stress levels
in the adhesive. When stress concentrations were considered, it was
concluded that actual adhesive stresses were less severe in the scarf joint.
The expected trend of reduced life with increased stress was also indicated.
Analytical determination of the stress concentration factors is discussed
in Section VI,

S-n Data Tests

The two joint concepts selected for S-n data tests were the scarf and
double-lap adhesive joints. These specimens were also tested at a stress
ratio of + 0. 05. Drawings 23824858 and Z3824860 were prepared for the
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FIGURE 76. BOLTED JOINT — HOLE CONDITIONS AFTER FATIGUE CYCLING — 10X
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LOAD DIRECTION

2,677,000 CYCLES

FIGURE 76. BOLTED JOINT — HOLE CONDITIONS AFTER FATIGUE CYCLING — 10X {Continued)
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scarf and double-lap specimens, respectively, and arc included in Volume II.
The grip ends of these specimens were redesigned to incorporate stainless
steel shims within the composite elements. This change was intended to
strengthen the grip ends of the specimens and to conserve boron. Test
variables for these specimens are summarized in Table XXVII. Primary
variables are lap lengths and/or fiber patterns.

Four specimens of each fatigue joint coniiguration were static tested to
failure to determine static load capacity of the exact specimen configuration
used in the S-n data tests. Static loaas were introduced through the 1/2-inch-
diameter pin holes to be consistent with fatigue loading conditions. In gen-
eral, the static load capacity of the scarf joint fatigue specimens exceeded
the corresponding static test configurations (Z3824829), and the double lap
joint fatigue specimens indicated reduced static strength compared to the
corresponding static test configurations (Z3824827). Test results are shown
in Table XXIX.

The increased static load capacity for the scarf joint fatigue specimens
was attributed to improved bond line thickness control and more uniform
distribution of loads to the bonded joint area through the shim design in the
grip ends. Bond line thicknesses for the fatigue specimens were consistently
measured at about 0. 003 inch, compared to thicknesses varying from 0. 004
to 0.008 inch for the original static load specimens. The reduced static
load capacity of the double lap joint fatigue configurations resulted from the
close proximity of the grip reinforcing shims to the adhesive joint. Stress
concentrations at the end of the shims caused static failures in that region
on five of the specimens using Pattern A. This mode of failure did not occur
in the fatigue tests.

Fatigue test results for the 5-n data specimens are summarized in
Table XXX. The specimens were cycled to failure or to a runout value of at
least one million cycles. Residual static strength was determined for each
of the runout specimens as noted in Table XXX.

The fatigue failures were generally caused by shear failures of the
adhesive and/or the epoxy resin adjacent to the adhesive. Thus, the S-n
curves were plotted with average adhesive stress (at maximum cyclic load)
as the ordinate and cycles to failure as the abscissa. These curves are
shown in Figures 78 and 79. A similar plot using percent of static ultimate
load as the ordinate parameter is shown in Figure 80. The adhesive joints
made a transition from relatively early failures to runout conditions over a
narrow range of stress levels. The residual strengths of the runout speci-
mens were greater in each case than the average strength of the static load
specimens,

The proportional limit stress in shear for Shell 951 adhesive was
approximately 3000 psi in the torsion ring adhesive tests (Section III).
Considering the stress concentration factors in the scarf and double lap
joints, this was very near the peak stress level of the adhesive in the joints
that achieved ruriouts. Thus, it was theorized that above this stress level
cracks were initiated in the highly stressed regions of the adhesive (or resin).
These cracks changed the effective joint geometry and aquickly propagated
the failure through the joint.
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TABLE XXVIll
SUMMAPRY OF S-N DATA FATIGUE TEST VARIABLES

i A e S e i

NOMINAL NUMBER NUMBER

DRAWING JOINT TYPE OVERLAP FIBER | STRESS OF .OF CUMULATIVE

NUMBER LENGTH (IN.) | PATTERN| LEVELS® REPLICATES] SPECIMENS TOTAL
Z3824858-1 SCARF 1.5 A 5 4 20 20
23424858-501 1.0 A 5 4 20 10
23824860-1 DOUBLE LAP 2.0 A 5 4 20 60
Z3824860-501 2.0 B 5 4 20 80
Z3324860-503 1.0 A 5 4 20 100

*ONE STRESS LEVEL WAS STATIC ULTIMATE STRESS IN EACH CASE.
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TABLE XXX
SUMMARY OF Sn FATIGUE DATA
] RESIDUAL STRENGTH
NOMINAL MAA XTI PERCENT AVERAGE ADHESIVE
SPEQVEN LAP LENGTH FATIGUE OF STATIC STRESS AT MAXIMUM CYCLES TO FAILURE ULTIMATE PERCENT OF
NUMBE R [(L D] LOAD (L®) LOAD LOAD (r52) FAILURE M00D€ ** STRESS 9#S)) STATIC LOAD
238248511 1.5 S000 s7 3340 12,000 k]
SCARF 42,000 3
(0P/45°1—-45°KP) 44 000 3
150,000 3
L 528 3100 95,000 3
95,000 3
132,000 143
880,000 3
az20 % 2530 17.000 3
. 189 000 1
191.000 ]
1,000,000 RAUNQUT 6835 7
3830 437 2560 798.000 3
1,000,000 AUNOUT 6690 124
1,039 .000 RUNOUT 6250 e
1,061 000 RUNOUT £700 124
ZIBEL-501 10 3100 52 e 57,000 3
SCARF 96.000 3
001450/ —46° 107 926,000 3
2950 ©s 270 18 000 2
34 000 2.3
70 000 2
1,000 000 AUNOUT [ v 172
ZIB24BER-4 1.0 2800 « 220 971,000 3
2670 45 ™ 1,000 000 RUNOUT B30 124
1,000 000 RAUNOUT 10 124
1 408 000 RUNOUT SEI8 124
1674 000 RUNOUT 6460 ne
*STRESS RATIO. A = +0.05
- 4+F AILURE MOOES
(1) ALUMINUM ALLOY FAILED
(2) ADMESIVE OR COHESIVE
(3) WNTERLAMINAKR SHEAR
(4) COHESIVE ONE SIDE AND ALUMINUM ALLOY FAILURE OTHER SIDE
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TABLE XXX
SUMMARY OF $-n FATIGUE DATA® (Continued)
RESIDVAL STRENQTH
NOMINAL MAXRIUM PERCENT AVERAGE ADHERIVE
WECMEN LAP LENGTH FATIGUE Of STATIC STRESS AT AL CYCLE8 TO FAILURE ULTIMATE PERCENT OF
NUMBER (L5} LOAD (LB} LOAD LOAD 0"52) FAILURE MODE & STRESS (P81) STATIC LOAD
2248581 10 2340 » 2380 1,000,000 RUNOUT 6500 "8
ICONTINUE D) 1.000 000 AUNOUT 6180 109
1.000 000 RUNOQUT 6675 120
7.018.000 RUNOUT 6720 12
23824880 1 20 4750 92 1200 1,0001 2
DOUBLE LAP 1.0007 2
10°148°/ -46°0°)
00 62 05 48 000 2
54,000 a
2850 3 73 95 000 4
116,000 2
120,000 2
295 000 2
35 a5 86 283000 4
318 000 4
447 000 L]
} 660.000 1
1900 n 430 617,000 )
720,000 1
1,045 000 .
1,000,000 RUNOUT 1500 18
Z2824800-501 20 2850 5 120 1,0007 3
OOUBLE LAP 3.000 3
|eas° 0P 2001 —45°)
7300 a 7 18,000 3
34 000 3
34,000 3
155 000 3
2100 0 532 25,000 3
33.000 3
*STRESS RATIO R » = 0.0%
T CYCLES ESTIMATED FROM DURATION OF RUNI 000
CYCLES 15 SMALLEST DIVISION ON CYCLE COUNTER
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TABLE XXX
SUMMARY OF S-n FATIGUE DATA® (Concluded)
RESIDUAL STREMGTH
MAMLM PERCENT AVERAGE ADMESIVE
SPECREEN LAP LENGTH FATIGUE OF STATIC | STRESS AT MAXIMLM | CYCLES TO FANLURE ULTHRATE PERCENT OF
MARER ([ F] LOAD (LB LOAD LOAD P} FAILURE MOOE * = STRESS iF8a) STATIC LOAD
ZIE24880-501 20 1900 36 90 45,000 3
CONTINUE D) 52 000 3
1.575,000 1.3
1,000,000 AUNOUT 1784 142
1800 n a2 354.000 1.3
1,001,000 AUNOUT 1020 81
1,283.000 AUNOUT 2% 98
TI24B00-503 10 2200 34 10 19.000 2
DOUBLE LA 29,000 2
10P 14501 —45° ) 20,000 2
04,000 2
1900 2 960 64,000 ?
74 000 2
101,000 2
1,000,000 RUNOUT 3000 9
1550 24 70 1,000,000 RUNOUT 2900 90
1,400,000 RUNOUT 3490 108
1,542,000 RUNOUT %20 114
1200 18 s10 1,000,000 RUNOUT 3560 "m
1,000,000 RUNOUT rm "7
1,017,000 RUNOUT = 22
1,142 000 RUNOUT 238 74

*$TRESS RATIO.R = + 0038

154




'

.

»

g ‘omm. OGonp Goeg ey Yoy Dew e AWER  eay ey

———

AVERAGE ADHESIVE SHEAR STRESS AT MAXIMUM LOAD (KSI)

AVERAGE ADHESIVE SHEAR STRESS AT MAXIMUM LOAD (KSI)

35

30

25

2.0

1.0

05

BORON/NARMCO 5505
LAMINATE TO 7075 T6 AL.
STRESS RATIO, R = +0.05

A a8 a
SHELL 953 ADHESIVE
SPECIMEN
23824858.501 {1 INCH) °c @ a ©
No. o o >~
\A \n‘
SPECIMEN . 4
238248581 (1-1/2 INCH)
O 0P
A =l
.—’ .—.
© DENOTES 1-IN. SCARF
5 DENOTES 1-1/2-IN. SCARF
CLOSED SYMBOL DENOTES RUNOUT
) 1 ]
104 105 108 107

CYCLES TO FAILURE

FIGURE 78. FATIGUE DATA FOR ADHESIVE SCARF JOINTS

SORON/NARMCO 5505
LAMINATE TO 7075 T6 AL
STRESS RATIO, R = +0.05

SPECIMEN SHELL 951 ADHESIVE
23824860503 (1 INCH) -
0/45/—45/0 ~
oo\ i
oQ_ 0 L4
SPECIMEN
23824860-1 (2 INCH) \m
0/45/—-45/0 o o
00 ja]
N, N 0o o °*°
SPECIMEN “~a a
Z3824860-501 (Z INCH) = aa Q\m a

O DENOTES 1-IN. LAP, 0/45/-45/0 PATTERN

DENOTES 2-IN. LAP, 0/45/45/0 PATTERN

& DENOTES 2-IN. LAP, 45/0,0/-45 PATTERN
CLOSED SYMBOL DENOTES RUNOUT

o

1 ) 1

10‘ 105 106 107
CYCLES TO FAILURE

FIGURE 79. FATIGUE DATA FOR ADHESIVE DOUBLE LAP JOINTS
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MAXIMUM LOAD {% OF STATIC ULTIMATE LOAD)

T T T T N AT N N

70 —& o
SPECIMEN I
23824858-501
{1.INCH SCARF)
- ad O @ O
<
sn;gcumm n
60 |- Z3824858-1 Py
{1-1/2-INCH SCARF) . N
-.\
SPECIMEN 23824860-501
S0~ 2.INCH DOUBLE LAP {45°/0°/0°/-45)
ok SPECIMEN Z3824860-1
2.INCH DOUBLE LAP (0/45/—45/0)
® ®
e ©
SPECIMEN Z3824860-503 \. ]
30 I© 1.NCH DOUBLE LAP (0°/45°/—-45°/0)
20pPF
0}
BORON-NARMCO 5505
LAMINATE TO 7075-T6 AL
SHELL 951 ADHESIVE
. \ STRESS RATIO = +0.05

R e

CYCLES TO FAILURE

FIGURE 80. FATIGUE STRENGTH FOR ADHESIVE JOINTS
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Failures of the scarf joints are illustrated in Figures 81 through 83.
Broken fiber ends were visible to some degree in each failure, indicating
that interlaminar shear near the fiber ends was instrumental in causing
failure.

In the 2-incbh double lap joints, progressive failures of the adhesive (in
Pattern A) or the resin between the first and second layers of the laminate
(in Pattern B) were observed during the fatigue cycling. These progressive
failures continued in some cases through about 70 percent of the lap length.
The specimens after failure are shown in Figures 84 and 85. Residual
strengths of the double lap specimens after fatigue cycling ranged from
74 to 142 percent of the static load capacity. Two of the five residual strength
specimens that failed at less than 100 percent static strength incurred
visible damage (adhesive or resin cracks) during the fatigue cycling.

A l-inch lap joint fatigue failure is shown in Figure 86. This specimen
clearly indicates that fatigue failure was initiated in the adhesive at the ends
of the lap.

Two each of the scarf and double lap specimens failed in fatigue through
the basic aluminum alloy specimens. The balance of the aluminum fatigue
failures in the double lap joints were regarded as secondary, occurring
after an adhesive or interlaminar shear failure had occurred at the opposite
adherend.
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FIGURE 81. FATIGUE FAILURE OF ALUMINUM ALLOY ADHEREND - 1.5-INCH ADHESIVE
SCARF JOINT
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FIGURE 82. FATIGUE FAILURE IN ADHESIVE AND INTERLAMINAR SHEAR — 1.5-INCH ADHESIVE
SCARF JOINT

FIGURE 8. FATIGUE FAILURE IN ADHESIVE AND INTERLAMINAR SHEAR — 1-INCH ADHESIVE
SCARF JOINT
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FIGURE 84. FATIGUE FAILURE IN ADHESIVE — 2-INCH DOUBLE LAP JOINT (PATTERN A)

FIGURE 85. FATIGUE FAILURE IN INTERLAMINAR SHEAR ~ 2-INCH DOUBLE LAP JOINT
(PATTERN B)
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FIGURE 86. FATIGUE FAILURE IN ADHESIVE — 1-INCH COUBLE LAP JOINT (PATTERN A)
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SECTION V

WEIGHT STUDIES

The most efficient structures are those that are continuous and have no
Joints. Because joints cannot be completely eliminated in most aircraft
applications, the designer must make the necessary joints as efficient as
possible. Many investigators define joint efficiency as the ratio of joint
strength to basic panel strength. However, it is possible to achieve an
efficiency of 100 percent with a badly balanced joint configuration, so this
criterion was not used in the present analysis. Rather an efficiency crite-
rion based on minimum total weight of the complete structure was used.

In this investigation, uniformly loaded tension panels having joints at
each end were considered. A range of load intensities between zeroc and
20,000 pounds per inch and a panel width of 20 inches were arbitrarily
selected. A panel aspect ratio of 3 was used, giving a panel length of
60 inches. These values are typical of aircraft design conditions.

The joint weight increment for these studies was defined as shown in
the following sketch. A bolted joint is shown, but the definition of weight
increment applies equally well to bonded joints. The following sketch shows
a panel of basic thickness, t, joined by two rows of bolts. The edge of the
panel is reinforced to thickness t;.

H—-p-—h’t—b.——’i‘c"-l

All weight additional to the shaded area of the basic panel was defined
as the weight penalty. Note that when the two sides of the joint are consid-
ered together, the basic panels meet at Section x-x to form the equivalent
of a panel without a joint.

For bolted joints, weights of bolt heads, nuts, washers, and the parts
of the bolt standing clear of the members being joined are shared equally
between the two sides of the joint. This enabled each side to be considered
separately, which is necessary when the joined panels are not identical.
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In formulating a weight-efficiency criterion, the basic panel must itself
be defined since it is a reference datum for the weight penalty. The concept
of a basic panel thickness is of prime importance. If panel thickness is
increased, the weight of the joint with respect to the new thickness is
decreased. This results in an apparent reduction in weight penalty, despite
the fact that joint strength may be unchanged and the total weight increased.
For purposes of comparison, all the joints considered in the present study
were assumed to be loaded in tension and the basic panel thickness was the
minimum required to give adequate tensile strength.

For purposes of comparison, panel and joint strengths were cal-
culated for both boron/epoxy and 7075-T6 aluminum alloy panels. The
strengths of the boron/epoxy laminate joints were calculated using the
strength prediction methods described in Section IV. Material proper-
ties and strength aliowables used in the weight studies are summarized
in Table XXXI.

BONDED JOINTS

Bonded joints considered in the weight study included single and double
lap, scarf, and stepped lap joints. Strength and weight comparisons for
these joint configurations were determined from tests results using
Shell 951 adhesive (see Figure 87). Lap joint strengths were based on
the strength prediction methods described in Section IV. Scarf and
stepped-lap joint strengths were based on adhesive stresses attained in
test (4650 and 6000 psi, respectively). As a practical limitation, a minimum
scarf angle of 4° was used. To transmit the maximum tensile load possible
in the adherends, a local thickening of the joint was necessary to produce
the required bond area. In the weight studies, an adhesive density of
0. 043 pounds per cubic inch and an adhesive thickness of 0. 010 inch were
used.

Lap Joints

The strength of lap joints depends primarily on lap length and the
extensional stiffnesses of the adherends. Because an Et ratio of unity
yielded the highest strength, this condition was assumed for the weight
analysis. Average adhesive shear stress attained in the joint tests is
plotted as a function of length in Figure 88. Variations of E and t did not
affect this relationship. The strength of the joint is plotted against lap
length in Figure 89,

Using joint strengths from Figure 89 and the previously defined weight

increment (including both halves of the joint), the weight-strength relation-
ships for bonded lap joints were plotted and are shown in Figure 90.
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; TABLE XXXI{
l MATERIAL PROPERTIES AND ALLOWABLE STRESSES

USED IN WEIGHT STUDIES
: MATERIAL BORON LAMINATE ALLUMINUM ALLOY | ALLOY STEEL
L PROPERTY -0°/45°/45% 07 7075-T6 CLAD SHEET | BOLT MATERIAL
ULTIMATE TENSILE STRENGTH, f_ (PSI) 110,000 78,000 166,000 TO 180,000
E ULTIMATE BEARING STRENGTH, f,_  (PSI} 150,000 148,000 AMPLE
SHEAR-OUT STRESS, f__ (PSI) 18,420 MAX.* 47,000 100,000
t TENSILE STRENGTH BETVEEN
F FASTENER HOLES, f, (PSI) 40,000 26,000 NOT APPLICABLE
DENSITY, p {LB/CU IN.) 0.072 0.102 0.283
b
*THE LAMINATE SHEAR-OUT STRESS MUST BE REDUCED FOR t/d AND s
EFFECTS IN ACCORDANCE WITH FIGURE 73, SECTION IV.
1

o
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FIGURE 87. BORON-TO-ALUMINUM BONDED JOINT STRENGTHS
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FIGURE 90. WEIGHT INCREMENTS FOR BONDED LAP JOINTS
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Scarf Joints

For the range of scarf angles likely to be used in practical applications,
the average adhesive shear stress was 4650 psi for Shell 951 adhesive join-
ing boron and aluminum adherends. Using four degrees as the minimum
practical angle for machining, it was necessary to add local thickening in
the scarf joint to provide adequate lap length for the maximum load possible
in the adherends. The local thickening is shown in the following sketch.

) 4
— gp——ude i
R L L

To eliminate the dimension '""a'" as an unknown, it was assumed to be
6(t) - t). The weight increment for both halves of the joint (neglecting the
cosine term for the bond line)is given by the equation

AW = (L+a+b) (ty-t)-(p - p, )Lt

Weight increments for joints in both boron and aluminurn panels are
shown in Figure 91. Note that the aluminum joint had a lower penalty
because of the thicker basic aluminum panel.

Stepped Lap Joint

For boron and aluminum joirts with Shell 951 adhesives, the stepped-
lap joint developed an average shear stress of 6000 psi. The strength of
the joint was not significantly affected by the number of steps. However,
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weight penalty increased as the number of steps was reduced because of the
offset configuration shown by the following sketch.
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The advercse weight effect of the offset configuration was compensated for
by the fact that no local laminate thickening due to loss of area was required
in the region >f the joint. Weight increment for both joint halves was
calculated using the following equation:

AW - (%-E) +(0. 00043L)-(p - Pa)ta(ﬁN;l)

Weight increment is plotted in Figure 92 against load intensity (P) and
number of steps (N) for boron panels. Boron and aluminum joints are
compared in Figure 93 for four-step joint configurations. The four types
of bonded joints are compared in Figure 94. The stepped lap joint was
superior for all load levels.

BOLTED JOINTS

The weight increments of bolted joints are plotted against joint strength
in Figure 95 for boron laminates having a 0°/45° /-45° /0° pattern. The
various types of bolted joints tested in this program were compared. The
use of bushings to reinforce the hole was less effective than reinforcing the
end of the joint by increasing laminate thickness or by inserting metal
shims. Of the latter two methods, the thickened-end joint was easier to
fabricate, but shims can be used to advantage where space is limited.

The joint selected for the weight study was the single-bolt, reinforced-
end configuration in which the layers of reinforcement retained the basic
0°/45°/-45°/0° pattern. Relevant joint geometry is shown in the following

sketch.
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The configurations for single and double lap joints and the elements
that comprise the weight increment are the following.
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FIGURE 92. WEIGHT INCREMENTS FOR STEPPED LAP JOINTS IN BORON PANELS
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The weight of the bolt assembly external to joint thickness was

designated Wg. In practice, bolt weights would be read from catalog values.
For this analysis the following approximation was used:

Wp = 0,15 D% /s

Weight increments for the single and double lap bolted joints were
calculated by summing up the appropriate weights elements as follows:

For single lap joints

= + + + 4
AW Wa Wb we'wh*wB

For double lap joints

AW =W + W +W +W,+2W, +2W
a b c d

h B

In the design of the bolted joints for the weight study, the number of
unknowns was reduced to five (D, e, s, t, and t}) by assuming the following

relationships:
a=1.5D
b = 6(tl-t)

Additional restrictions of minimum edge distance ratio (e/D) and side

distance ratio (s /D) equal to two were also imposed. The following stress
relationships were written:

Bolt Shear Stress, 7s * (73157,  TB%m
Shear-Out Stress, ogo = Zzgpt - ;pt
€ e
2sP

Bearing Stress, oy, = Dt

Stress Througn Hole, o4p = -—_(;:_PD)t

Where:

"

n = 1 for Single Shear

3

n = 2 for Double Shear

Re = Effective Shear-Out Length

Weight increments were calculated for joints having a '"balanced design"
in which all modes of failure occurred simultaneously (i. e., bolt ghear,
laminate shear-out, bearing, and tension at a section through the fastener
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hole as determined for the foregoing equations). These weight increments
are shown in Figure 96. However, it was found that the balanced design is
not necessarily minimum weight, because the weights of the attaching
hardware were more penalizing for larger diameter bolts. Thus, the joint
geometries determined for the '"balanced design'' were modified by investi-
gating weight increments for smaller diameter bolts {to a minimum diameter
of 0. 190 inch). Joint strengths were consistent in each case with Fig-

ures 72 and 73 in Section IV. The results of these investigations are shown
in Figures 97 and 98, respectively, for single and double lap bolted joints.

PANEL AND JOINT WEIGHT COMPARISONS

The significance of the weight increments for different joint
configurations becomes more apparent when seen in relation to total panel
weights. Basic panel weights, Wp, were calculated for both boron laminate
and 7075-T6 aluminum alloy panels for various load intensities. The panel
weights were calculated using the following equation:

W _ = pblt = pblP
P Oy

p - Material Density (pounds/cubic inch)

b = Panel Width (inches)

1 = Panel Length (inches)

P = Load Intensity (pounds/inch)

% = Allowable Tensile Stress (pounds/square inch)

The resulting panel weights were used in conjunction with appropriate ioint
weight increments to construct the weight comparisons of Figure 99

through 101,

Total panel and joint weights are shown in Figure 99 for boron laminate
and aluminum alloy. The boron laminate panel weights ranged from 50 per-
cent of aluminum alloy for the four stepped lap joints to 55 percent of
aluminum alloy for the bolted double lap joint. In the case of the scarf joint,
where aluminum joints had the lower weight increments, the difference in
joint weight increment was insignificant in comparison with the basic panel
weights. The scarf and the stepped lap joint had small weight increments
compared with the lap joints and, because the increments were small in
comparison to panel weights, there was little difference in total weight

between them.
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The relative amounts of panel and joint weights are shown in
Figure 100 for double lap bolted joints at load intensities up to 20, 000 pounds
per inch. Joint weight increments were a greater proportion of the total
weights as load intensity increased. At a load intensity of 5000 pounds/
inch, the joint weight increment was 23 percent of the total weight. At
20, 000 pounds/inch, the joint weight increment increased to 45 percent of
the total. Design details for double lap bolted joints at 10, 000 pounds per
inch load intensity are shown in Figure 101.

181

Ry

f




o o e s ol

- A

AR ISR AR

oy fpre oy a4  Guamp

o~

g oy dpsoay Sy Spuy, Sutmn

SECTION VI

ANALYTICAL STUDIES

The basic joint configurations in tlie experimental program were studied
analytically to evaluate available analysis methods and to provide insight
into the experimental results. The analytical studies consisted primarily
of linear matrix computer analysis using lumped parameter modeling
(References 16 and 17).

The results of the linear digital analyses of bonded joints were
evaluated in two ways.

. Stress concentration factors from the linear digital analyses were used
to normalize the results of fatigue screening tests. The fatigue data
included single lap, double lap, stepped lap and scarf joints, with stress
concentration factors ranging from 1.7 to 8.6. The correlation of data
was very satisfactory in spite of the broad scope of data.

° Stress distributions from the linear digital analyses of double lap bonded
joints were modified by an approximate plasticity method (Reference 18)
to predict the ultimate strength of joints. The predictions agreed very
well with adhesive and adherend failures.

In the correlation of the fatigue screening data, several of the digitally
computed stress concentration factors were scaled to account for differences
in the experimental and analytical configurations. The data were scaled using
a one-dimensional, linear, analytic soluiion for shear stresses in bonded
joints (Reference 19). The satisfactory correlation of the fatigue data,
therefore, also verified this method.

The linear matrix computer analysis method was also used to analyze
bolted joints. The results were unsatisfactory. However, the approach is
summarized in this document for the benefit of future investigations.

Double lap bonded joints were also analyzed by a nonlinear digital
method (References 20 and 21). The method and representative results are
discussed in this section to indicate the potential of nonlinear analyses in
the prediction of strength of joints in composite structures.

LINEAR ANALYSIS OF BONDED JOINTS

Seventeen joint configurations were analyzed by the linear matrix
computer method (Table XXXII). Variations included joint type, adherends,
adhesive, lap length, and reinforcement pattern.

The idealization in Figure 102 is representative of the modeling of
bonded joints. The grid lines represent centerlines of bars that carry axial
loads, and the grid intervals represent rectangular panels that carry shear
loads only. In the analysis, bars were assigned properties that represented
those characteristics of the real structure that are associated with normal
stresses, and panels were assigned propecties that represented those
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TABLE XXXI)
LINEAR MATRIX COMPUTER ANALYSES — BONDED JOINTS

ADHEREND GAGE AND MATERIAL®"® LAP
JOINT LENGTH SCF
ANAL YSIS TYPE® BASE SPLICE ADHESIVE {INCHES) {SHEAR)
1 SL 0.072 FG 0.102. Al 0.005 FM-47 1375 74
2 oL 0144 FG 0.102 Al 0.005 FM-47 1375 68
3 DL 0.120 FG 0.160:A) 0.005 MB-408 15 5.2
4 oL 0.080 BO 0.04080 0.005 MB8-408 15 4.2
5 oL 0.12080 0.160:A) 0.005 MEB-408 0.5 15
6 oL 0.120 80 0.160:Ti 0.005 M3-408 05 155
7 oL 0.12080 0.160iSt 0.005 M8-408 0.5 16
8 sC 0.080 BO 0.080.80 0.00525 MB-408 0.25 14
9 sC 0.080 B8O 0.080.Al 0.00525 MB-408 0.25 14
10 23 0.040 BO 0.040: Al 0.006 SHELL 851 20 8.1
1 SC 0.080 BO 0.080 Al 0.00525 SHELL 951 0.25 14
12 SC 0.080 BO 0.080: Al 0.00525 SHELL 951 0.75 1.7
13 45 0.080 8O 0.080 Al 0.005 SHELL 951 20 36
14 SL 0.040 BO 0.063 Al 0.005 SHELL 951 20 96
15 SL 0.040 8O 0.063 Al 0.005 SHELL 951 20 12.30h
16 OL 0.080 BO 0.063 Al 0.005 SHELL 951 20 39
17 SC 0.160 8O u..60 Al 0.00525 SHELL 951 20 14
*sSL  — SINGLE LAP **FG  — FIBER GLASS LAMINATE
DL — DOUBLE LAP 80 — BORON LAMINATE
SC — SCARF Al — ALUMINUM ALLOY 7075-T6
25 ~ TWO-STEP LAP TI — TITANIUM ALLOY 6 Al-4V
4s  — FOUR-STEP LAP St — STAINLESS STSEL
tfy — eaTTERNS

characteristics of the real structures that are associated wit.: tangetial
stresses. Assigned properties were based on the effective properties of the
individual laminae in the plane of the idealization. Poisson coupling was
included in all but the earliest analytical cases (analyses 1 through 9 in
Table XXXII). The digital solutions were computed using a matrix displace-
ment computer program that takes advantage of the regularity of the grid
and the symmetry and banding of the stiffness matrix.

The shear stress distribution in the adhesive of the two-step lap joint is
shown in Figure 103. The curve includes the peak stresses at the ends of
adhesive that are characteristic of bonded joints, It also includes stress
concentrations at the central discontinuity. This curve also demonstrates
another characteristic of bonded joints: In relatively long joints, the central
zone of the adhesive is virtually ineffective, and peak stress is independent
of the joint length. Oneimplication of this characteristic is that a critical
lap length exists, beyond which increased lap length does not substantially
increase fatigue life. For the adhesive/adherend combinations in this investi-
gation, the critical length was less thanl inch.

The stress concentration factors determined by digital analysis
(Table XXXII) were used to normalize the results of the fatigue screening
tests to evaluate reliability of the computed stress concentration factors.
The results of the normalization process are shown in Figure 104. The
ordinate scale represents peak adhesive shear stress, which is the product
of the average shear stress level in the fatigue screening test and stress
concentration factor as determined by analysis. Not all joint configurations
were analyzed digitally, and therefore some of the digitally computed stress
concentration factors were scaled tc correct for the configuration differences.
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FIGURE 103. STRESS DISTRIBUTION IN THE ADHESIVE OF A TWO-STEP LAP JOINT
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FIGURE 104. FATIGUE STRENGTH OF BONDED JOINTS

The scaling was based on a linear, one-dimensional, analytic solution for
shear stresses in a symmetric, double lap, bi-modular joint (Reference 19).
For joints longer than 1/2 inch (for the adhesive/adherend combinations in
this study), the stress concentration factor was given by

where

18

F is the stress concentration factor

t

K
a

K

K

L is the lap length

is the thickness of the adhesive

basic adherend

z splice adherend

1/2

is the product of thickness and shearing modulus of .he adhesive

is the product of the thickness and direct stress modulus of the

is the product of the thickness and direct stress modulus of the

(For K1 and K2, the thickness is for a symmetric half of the joint)
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For example, the stress concentration factor is proportional to the lap length,
inversely proportional to the thickness of the adhesive, proportional to the
square root of the shearing modulus of the adhesive, etc. Using this expres-
sion as a guide, the most applicable stress concentration factors from

Table XXXII were corrected for the test specimen configurations and used as
factors on the stress levels in the fatigue screening tests. The results
{(Figure 104) were very satisfactory in spite of the broad scope of data. These
results verify, for design purposes, that (1) the peak shear stress concept is
valid for evaluation of relative fatigue life of bonded joints, and (2) linear
analysis methods can be useful in predicting relative fatigue life of bonded
joints in composite structures.

Stress distributions in the adhesive, determined by linear matrix com-
puter analyses, were modified by an approximate method to account for
plasticity and estimate ultimate strength (Reference 18). The approximate
method is based on the assumptions that (1) the adhesive is an elastic/
perfectly plastic material, and (2) at failure, the width of the plastic zones
at the ends of the adhesive is constant for a given joint type, adhesive, and
overlap length. This approximation was applied successfully in an investiga-
tion of brazed joints (Reference 18). In this investigation the width of the
plastic zone was determined by analysis of test data for a joint witha 1-1/2-
inch lap. A test-theory comparison of ultimate strength for double lap bonded
joints is shown i1n Figure 105. The correlation is good for both adhesive and
adherend failures, verifying the value of linear analysis, with the approximate
plasticity technique, as a valuable design tool for double lap joints.

8 r— == T - _“" Tttt T _‘_'T - —_— == r - T
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FIGURE 105. ULTIMATE STRENGTH OF DOUBLE LAP BONDED JOINTS
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LINEAR ANALYSIS OF BOLTED JOINTS

A three-phase approach was used to analyze boited joints (Figure 106).
First, a pin-loaded strip was analyzed as a plane stress problem to detex-
mine stress and deflection influence coefficienta. Second, the pin-bending
effect was analyzed using influence coefficients from the first step to determine
force and deflection influence coefficients for a basic fastener unit. Third,
the multiple-fasterer system was analyzed using the influence coefficinnts
from Step 2 to determune the distribution of loads between fasteners. The
detail behavior of the joint (e. g., bearing stress in different laminae) were
then defined by the fastener loads and the influence coefficients from Steps 1
and 2.

This three-phase approach was applied successfully to metallic joints
(neference 22); however, the results were unsatisfactory for bolted joints in
composite structures. The difficulty was a severe material nonlinearity in
the first step. The mechanism apparently consisted of three basic
nonlinearities:

o Variable contact area in bearing
o Plastic deformation of the matrix material

o Local buckling of the fibers

An extremely sophisticated ncnlinear analysis capability will be required to
account for these mechanisms in predicting force-deformation characteristics.

o] -—E
)} -~ PIN-LOADED STRIP 1 — PIN BENDING
s = o O xS o
R | ——

— 1 i | r]
i adis adie ndhe né

1l — FASTENER LOAD DISTRIBUTION

FIGURE 106. BOL TED JOINT ANALYSIS
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MNMONLINEAR ANALYSIS OF BONDED JOINTS*

A 1/2-inch double lap bonded joint consisting of a boron/epoxy
laminate (Pattern A) and aluminum alloy splice plates was analyzed to
evaluate the effects of nonlinear material behavior in appropriate elements
of the joint,

Joint Idealization

The jouint was modeled as a two-dimensional idealization similar to the
one shown in Figure 102. Behavior associated with normal stresses was
represented by bars that carry only axial loads, and behavior associated
with tangential stresses was represented by rectangular panels that carry
only shear loads. Taking advantage of symmetry about the midplane of the
basic adherend, one-half of the joint was represented by 773 bars and panels,
of which 150 exhibited nonlinear behavior during the analysis. The idealized
aluminum and composite adherends were extended beyond the ends of lap
to minimize the effects of assumed loading distributions at the adherend ends
(St. Venant principle). This distance was 0.160 inch, which was twice the
thickness of the composite (0. 080 inch) and 2. 5 times the thickness of the
aluminum (0. 063 inch). The external load was applied uniformly at the ends
of the adherends,

Bars oriented in the load direction and representing the laminae with
fibers oriented at zero degrees were assigned an elastic modulus of E,
whereas bars normal to the load direction and within the same laminae had an
elastic modulus of Eq. Bars representing the other laminae (fibers oriented
45 degrees to the load direction) were assigned elastic moduli of 2.6035x 100
psi and 2. 44 x106 psi, as obtained from the stiffnesses of the 45-degree
laminae in directions parallel and normal to the load direction, respectively.
Poissoc:. coupling for deformations between these two sets of lumped param-
eters was designated as ¢y 7/ ¢],. All shear panels were assigned an elastic
modulus of Gy 1.

Nonlinear Material Representations

The joint consisted of aluminum alloy (7075-T6) and boron/epoxy
adherends, with Shell 951 adhesive. Nonlinear behavior was considered in
the aluminum alloy, in the adhesive, and in the resin of the composite in
interlaminar shear. Only elastic behavior was considered for bars repre-
senting composite behavior parallel and normal to tne load direction, This
type of behavior is ‘ustified for bars parallel to the load direction because
the fibers which provide most of the stiffness exhibit elastic behavior only,
Test data substantiate this approximation, Inelastic strains in the composite

* These studies were conducted under the contractor's Independent Research
and Development Program, and are documented in References 20 and 21.
Results are summarized in this report because of their particular relevance.
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in the direction normal to the load were considered secondary and were
ignored. Inelastic deformation was considered for shear panels representing
interlaminar behavior, Nonlinear response in interlaminar shear was
deduced from inplane shear tests of unidirectional laminates(see Table V,
Section III),

The coupling of strain in the aluminum and the adhesive was defined
using the Prandtl-Reuss stress-strain relationships., The equivalent
stress-strain diagrams required by these relationships were represented
with curves having linear segments as shown in Figure 107. Egquivalent
stress-strain data were obtained from simple tensile test data for the alumi-
num and from torsion ring shear test data for the adhesive. The uncoupled
stress-strain properties in interlaminar shear were also represented by
linear segments {Table XXXIII).

Method of Analysis

The matrix force method implemented in FORMAT (Reference 23) was
used to compute elastic stresses in each lumped parameter element uue to
unit external loads and unit plastic strains in each of the structural elements,

The increments of stresses due to loads and plastic strains were obtained

by superimposing the two elastic solutions (('!L and d €(P)) in a manner that

maintained the appropriate relationships between stress and strain incre-
ments, The analysis method may be formulated in matrix notation as follows.

.. - (P)
g = aL+o€6

where
0 is a column matrix of element stress increments

L is a column matrix of the component of the element stress
increments due to external loads

O¢ is a matrix d¢f influence coefficients for member stresses
due to unit member strains

é(P) is a columfn matrix of element plastic strain increments,

From the governing stfess-strain relationships,

where

D is thefplastic flexibility matrix.
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FIGURE 107. NONLINEAR MATERIAL REPRESENTATION

TABLE XXXt
NONLINEAR STRESS-STRAIN CHARACTERISTIC USED IN BONDED JOINT ANALYSIS

ALUMINUM ALLOY

SHELL 951 ADHESIVE

BORON LAMINATE

(7075-T6) (UNIOIRECTIONAL)
ELASTIC PROPERTIES
E (1c8psn) 10.0 0.208 33.5 {LONGITUDINAL)
2.32 (TRANSVERSE)
G t108psi) 3.76 0.075 0.70
u 0.3 0.387 0.244 (LT)
0.250(T2)

STRESS—~STRAIN

TENSION PROPERTIES

SHEAR PROPERTIES

INTERLAMINAR
SHEAR PROPERTIES

CHARACTERISTICS . STRESS STRAIN STRESS STRAIN STRESS STRAIN
POINT (xsl} (INCH/INCH) H(KSI) (INCH/INCH} (Ksh} (INCH/INCH})

1 59.0 0.0059 3.00 0.04 0.98 0.0014

2 66.0 0.0074 3.85 0.15 3.00 0.0057

3 69.0 0.0068 445 0.38 6.00 0.0141

4 70.2 0.0106 G.40 1.08 10.00 0.0334

5 70.2 0.0106 6.00 1.88 12.00 0.0600

X C - - 6.00 > 188 12.00 > 0.0600
*SEE FIGURE 107
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Combining equations

o = <'1L+a€ Do
or
. -l .
o = (I - O D) gy,
where

I is the identity matrix,

The plastic flexibility matrix D is nonlinear and depends on the slope of
the equivalent stress-strain diagram at the '"current' state of stress. The
computer program used in the analysis automatically incremented the loading,
recomputed the matrix D, and printed a history of stresses and strains
through the loading range to failure,

Test-Theory Correlation

Results of the nonlinear analysis of the 1/2-inch double lap joint
are shown in Figure 108, Normalized adhesive shear stresses (shear stress
divided by external load) are plotted as ordinates at stations along the lap
length (abscissa). Linear analysis was valid to an external load level of
221 pounds, which was only 8, 5 percent of ultimate strength of the joint,
At this point, a shear panel in the adhesive reached its proportional limit
stress {i.e., point | in Figure 107).

A load of 2851 pounds was uetermined analytically as the ultimate
strength of the joint. This load was considered as ultimate because critical
elements of the adhesive were developing shear strains comparable to
experimental failure strains, and several structural elements unloaded as the
external loads were increased, This indicated that a maximum (or relative
maximum) joint stiffness has been achieved. As noted on Figure 108, this
ultimate load agreed with experimental results within 2 percent,
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FIGURE 108. NONLINEAR ANALYSIS — 1/2-JNCH DOUBLE LAP JOINT
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SECTION VII
CONC LUSIONS

Joint weight penalties less than current state-of-the-art penalties in
aluminum alloy are feasible for mechanical joints in composite structures,
Design practices for composite joints can generally follow the practices
established for mechanical and bonded joints in isotropic materials. How-
ever, the relatively low shear strength of epoxy resin composites makes this
property limiting in the design of many composite joints, both mechanical
and bonded.

In terms of weight efficiency, bonded joints are superior to bolted joints,
reducing the weight penalty by one order of magnitude. For highly loaded
joints, mechanical properties of the adhesive are of prime importance.
However, it was found that ultimate shear strength alone was not a good cri-
terion for selection of an adhesive. In cases of strain incompatibility in the
adherends, it was demonstrated that improved strength was obtained using
an adhesive that exhibited considerable ductility.

In bonded joints of epoxy resin composites with L/t ratios of about 25,
interliminar shear strength of the laminate is the limiting strength. When a
ductile adhesive of moderate shear strength (about 6000 psi ultimate) is used,
these interlaminar shear failures occur after the adhesive is stressed well
into the plastic range. Thus, improvements in interlaminar shear strength
of the lamirates must be accomparnied by improvements in adhesive shear
strength for significant gains in bonded joint performance.

Scarf and stepped lap adhesive joints may be scaled up to react the
static loads needed in primary structural joints. The scarf joint is superior
to the stepped lap joint (and other bonded configurations) in fatigue because
of lower stress concentrations in the adhesive. The scarf joint, in theory,
has no inherent weight penalty. From a practical design standpoint, how-
ever, prec:sion scarf angles less thar about 4 degrees are difficult to pro-
duce. Therefore, some weight penalty is incurred in local thickening of the
joint area to produce the required lap lengths for currently available adhe-
sives and practical scarf angles.

Mechanical fastening is required in demountable joints and numerous
stressed and unstressed access doors. In mechanical joints optimum rela-
tionships between e/D, s/D, and D/t ratios vary for different laminate
patterns because composite strength in shear, tension, and bearing are
functions of laminate pattern. For laminates consisting of 59 percent zero-
degree plies and 50 percent + 45-degree plies, an e/D ratio of about 4.5 is
required to develop consistent shear and bearing stresses in unreinforced
laminates. This ratio compares to an e/D ratio of about 2 for common
structural metals. The composite joint ratios of s/D and D/t are more
consistent with metal joint design practices because laminate strengths in
tension and bearing are more comparable to metal properties than is shear
strength.

Laminate reinforcing, such as metallic shims or laminate buildups,

are required in mechanically fastened joints to develop the load intensities
required in primary structures for aircraft. Shear-out failures predominated
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in plain laminate bolted joints, even when thickness and cdge distances were
unrealistically large. At low load intensities (about 2000 pounds per inch),
double lap bolted joints performed well in fatigue, resulting in fatigue run-
outs (106 cycles) in many tests. Additional fatigue data are needed for
shim-reinforced joints at higher load intensities.

The combination bolted/bonded joint performed well under both static
and fatigue load conditions. The presence of the bolt enhanced the perform-
ance of the bond, and vice versa. This synergistic effect resulted froma
fundamental change in the mode of failure of the joint from the modes
observed in similar joints using bolting and bonding separately. The com-
bination joint failed in interlaminar shear and in tension in the laminate ata
section through the fastener hole. Similar joints using only bolts failed in
shear-out, and similar bonded joints failed in a shear mode at the adhesive/
resin interface.

Theoretical techniques for determination of elastic and strength proper-
ties of laminates and adhesive joints are in substantial agreement with total
results, However, better definitions of material properties and failure
criteria are required for adhesives and laminates (especially in interlaminar
shear of compound patterns) before analytical techniques can be used with
confidence in joint design. Load-deformation characteristics of bolted joints
in composites cannot be adequately predicted with linear analysis. These
load-deformation characteristics are needed for minimum weight design of
multiple fastener joints, At present, semi-empirical methods are the most
effective approach to rational joint design in composite structures.
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APPENDIX 1

SPECIMEN FABRICATION PROCEDURES

Processing and machining methods used in specimen fabrication are
described in this appendix under the headings Laminate Processing, Machin-
ing and Drilling, and Adhesive Bonding.

LAMINATE PROCESSING

Laminates required in the joint and data specimens fell into four
categories: flat panels, tubular laminates, stepped or tapered laminates,
and steel shim-reinforced laminates. Some specimens in the first two cate-
gories included small amounts of whisker additives to the resin (1 or 2 per-
cent of resin weight). Fabusication procedures used in preparing these
laminates are described in the following subsections.

Flat Panels

Flat panels were laminated on a 1/4-inch aluminum alloy plate. The
surface of the plate was free of surface scratches and other defects. Most of
the panels were made using 0.004-inch Teflon film as a surface parting agent,
but acceptable results were also obtained using Ram 225 or Prekote B7-X76
from the Ran: Chemical Company or MS-122 Fluorocarbon from the Miller-
Stephens Company as mold release agents.

The packages of 3-inch prepregged boron tape were removed from cold
storage (6°F) and allowed to stand a minimum of two hours (usually overnight)
at room temperature before opening. (This precaution was taken to avoid
moisture condensation on the tape.) After opening the packages, sections of
tape were cut to proper length and placed face down on clear Teflon film.

The paper backing was removed from the tape to expose the 104 glass scrim
cloth carrier surface. This surface was laminated face down on the mold.

The clear Teflon film allowed close visual location of the butting edges of the
3-inch tape in desired locations. The tape had good tack and retained its
position after light pressure was applied. The Teflon {film was easily removed
prior to locating the next layer of fibers. The 45-degree layers were trim-
med to match the edges of the panel. The specified number of plies were
laminated by this procedure to meet the drawing requirements.

After completion of layup, an edge dam was located against the edges of
boron layup to help control the flow of resin as the material was cured. An
aluminum ''picture frame' coated with MS-122 Fluorocarbon mold release
was used as an edge dam for most of the panels. Silicone rubber and cork
rubber sheet waere also used successfully as edge dam materials.

As many as 32 plies were required for some specimens, so special care
was taken to ensure that the proper sequence and orientation of layers was
maintained. A layer check-off sheet was prepared for each laminate that
identified the specimens to be made and the fiber orientation for each ply of
material. The laboratory technician fabricating the panel recorded each ply
of laminate as it was applied to the tool.
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One layer of Armalon, a Teflon-coated fabric perforated on approxim.ately
1/2-inch centers, was placed on top of the laminate as a parting film. Glass
fiber bleeder cloths were added next to the Armalon in amounts depending on
panel thickness. Bleeder cloths were added as follows:

PANEL THICKNESS
(1)

BLEEDER CLOTH REQUIRED

1 LAYER 120 GLASS CLOTH

0.020

0.040 2 LAYERS 120 GLASS CLOTH
0.060 TO 0.100 1 LAYER 181 GLASS CLOTH
0.100 TO 0.120 1 LAYER 120 GLASS CLOTH

1 LAYER 181 GLASS CLOTH

The perforations in the Armalon allowed volatiles to escape and resin to flow
into the bleeder cloth uniformly across the surface of the panel.

One layer of Mylar film was placed over the bleeder cloth and the edge
dams. Silicone pressure-sensitive tape was used to secure the edges of the
Mylar film to the dam, and the edges of the dam to the mold surface. This
was done to restrict resin flow at the panel edges and ensure resin flow only
into the glass bleeder cloths. A 0.060-inch-thick aluminum pressure plate,
coated with MS-122 Fluorocarbon mold release was placed over the mylar

film.

The layup assembly was placed in a Mylar vacuum bag (as illustrated in

Figure I-1), evacuated, and checked for leaks.

This unit was placed in the

autoclave, the pressure was raised to 100 psi, and the vacuum line was
opened to the atmosphere. The following curing pressure and temperature

cycle was used:

1/2 hour Atmospheric Pressure
2 hours 100 psi

2 hours 100 psi

1 hour Post Cure

Room Temperature
200°F
300°F

350°F

The panels were cooled under pressure to below 200°F before removal from

the autoclave.

Preceding Page Blank
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Glass laminate specimens were fabricated from 20-end S-HTS glass
roving impregnated with the ''B''-staged 5505 epoxy resin. The roving was
wound on an ll-inch-diameter drum (over a Teflon parting film) to produce
broad-goods. A fiber spacing of 0.072 inch per revolution was used. This
fiber spacing gave a cured laminate thickness of approximately 0.010 inch
per ply. The single layer of roving was cut from the mandrel and laid flat
to produce a collimated sheet 10 inches wide and approximately 34 inches
long. The flat fiber glass panels were laminated from this material. The
specimen fabrication procedure was similar to the borcn laminates with the
exception of number of layers of material, as specified on the engineering
drawings.

Selected specimens contained small amounts of whisker additions to the
resin. Two types of whisker mixtures were used as noted in Table I, Section
IIi. These specimens were included in the test program to determine the
effects of high-modulus whisker additives on the properties of the composites.

The desired whisker content (1 or 2 percent of resin weight) was obtained
as follows:

] The weight of resin (based on an estimated composite resin content
of 30 percent) was calculated.

) Whiskers were measured into a tray totaling ! or 2 percent of this
calculated value, as appropriate.

° The whisker; were divided into 23 equal volumes.
. The 23 equal volumes were applied, in turn, between each layer of
the 24-ply laminate. A small, stiff brush was used to disperse the

whiskers uniformly over the desired area.

) The laminate was cured using the procedure described previously
for flat laminates.

After curing, the laminates were examined under 2 microscope at magnifica-
tion up to 500X to check the dispersion of whiskers during cure. The whisker
dispersion was quite uniforin (see Figure 3, Section Ill).

Tubular L.aminates

The compression specimens were fabricated in a tubular configuration
in accordance with Drawing Z3824818, Volume II. The specimens were layed
up individually on a precision-ground, hard-anodized, aluminum alloy mandrel
with an outside diameter of 2.960 inches. The surface of the mandrel was
prepared with a layer of polished Simonize wax and a coat of Ram 225 mold
release before each layup was begun.

Specimens were fabricated using boron and/or fiber glass-reinforced
epoxy laminates. Three-inch tape per DMS 1919A was used for the boron-
reinforced specimens., The cutting and layup of the tapes to the prescribed
patterns were similar to the fiat laminate panels. The major change in
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fabrication procedure was a step densification process used during the lami-
nation buildup. After each four layers of lamination were applied to the
mandrel, a layer of Armalon parting film was placed around the cylinder.
The partial layup was then vacuum bagged and heated to 150°F. This process
densified the four-layer laminate and minimized the chance of wrinkles in

the completed cylinder. The partial layup was cooled under vacuum pressure,
and the vacuum bag and Armalon were removed. This process was repeated
until the specimen wall was built up to the desired pattern and thickness.
After the final layer was applied, Armalon parting film was placed over the
part and l-inch Mylar shrink tape was wrapped around the Armalon. The
cylinder was placed in a vacuum bag and cured in the autoclave using the
standard curing cycle. Fiber glass-reinforced cylinders were fabricated in
a similar manner using the drum-wound broad-gcods described previously.

The combination boron-fiber glass cylinders were also fabricated in a
similar manner, but materials of a different form were used. The fiber glass
layers were circumferential wraps using prepregged 20-end roving as sup-~
plied by the vendor. These layers were applied directly to the cylinder with
5 pounds tension in the roving and a spacing of 0.072 inch per revolution.

A 1/8-inch-wide collimated boron tape (without glass scrim) was wrapped
onto the ll-inch-diameter drum at a spacing of 0.104 inch per revolution.
This spacing resulted in a slight overlap (no gaps) in the parallel boron fibers.
The wound tape was cut from the mandrcl and laid flat, as with collimated
boron fiber sheet. This sheet material was cut to size for each layer of
material required in the cylinder. The step-densification procedure was
used for each four layers. The bagging and curing techniques were the same
as for the other cylinders. :

Whiskers were applied in selected configurations of the compression
specimens as specified on the engineering drawing. These whiskers were
applied using the technique described previously for the flat laminate panels.

Stepped or Tapered Laminates

Stepped or tapered laniinates were required on several of the joint
specimens. Stepped lap joints were called for on Drawings Z3824830 and
73824850 (Volume II). Tapered laminates were required on the composite-
reinforced bolted specimens (Drawings 25824838 and Z5824839) and at the
grip ends of the fatigue specimens (Drawings 23824849 through Z3824852).
These specimens were laminated on machined aluminum alloy molds to main-
tain dimensional accuracy throughout the specimen thickness.

The stepped lap specimens were laminated in place on aluminum alloy
plates with precision-machined step length and depth dimensions. Ram
Prekote 87-X76 mold release was used as a parting agent. The layup proce-
dure was similar to the flat panels, except that special care was taken to butt ;
the individual layers snuggly aginst the machined steps of the layup tool. Edgelﬁ‘
dams were placed on three sides of the completed layup, and the stepped tool
served as the fourth side. The layups were prepared for curing using bleeder’
cloths and vacuum bagging as described previously. 3
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Twe-piece aluminum molds were machined to match the tapered end
uilt-up areas for each tapered specimen configuration. The molds were of
sufficient length to make the required number of specimens with adequate
trim allowances between specimens and at the panel edges.

The mold surface preparation consisted of two coats of polished Simonize e
wax and one coat of Ram Prekote 87-X76 mold release to ensure laminate
release from the tcol after curing. One-half of the layup was made on each
half of the two-piece mold. The layups were made using 3-inch prepregged
boron tape or drum-wound fiber glass broad-goods described previously. A _
layer check-off sheet was prepared for each panel to ensure that the plies i
were applied in the proper orientation and sequence. The laboratory techni- =
cian recorded each ply of the laminate on the check-off sheet as it was applied ’
to the layup.

The lavers in the built-up areas were uniformly stepped in length for a
smooth transition in specimen thickness. A typical taper consisted of an
0. 080-inch change in thickness over a 1.5-inch length. Because this change
in thickness involved i6 layers of boron tape, each layer of buildup was made
3/32-inch longer than the previous one.

Upon completion of the layup halves, the laminates were trimmed flush
with the edges of the laminating tools and the two halves mated. The edges
of the tools were aligned to coordinate the locations of the tapered areas in
the layup balves. End plates were coated with MS-122 Fluorocarbon mold
release ana located at the four edges of the tool to cover the exposed edges of
the layup. This was equivalent to the dam around the edges of the flat lami-
rate panels. The edges were sealed with masking tape to maintain the align-
ment and minimize resin flow from the edge of the panel during cure. The
assembiy was vacuum bagged as shown in Figure I-2 and cured in the con-
ventional manner. Post cure of the panels was always accomplished on the
laminating tool.

Steel Shim-Reinforced Laminates

Steel shim reinforcing was specified on Drawings Z5824840, Z5824841,
73824858, and 723824860 (Volume II). The shim materials were 17-7PH,
PH15-7 Mo, and Type 301 full-hard stainless steel.

The PH steels were heat treated to 210, 000 psi, cleaned by sandblast,
and rinsed in MEK. The Type 301 stainless steel was cleaned by acid etch.
The shim surfaces were primed with Shell 9261 Epon R primer and dried at
150°F for one hour before installation in the laminates. In these specimens
the outer plies of material were continuous across the steel shims. The
stainless steel comprised the entire change in specimen thickness in the
built-up area. This is in contrast to the tapered buiidup of the outer layers in
the tapered composite specimens.

The pregarations for curing the panel were similar to the tapered lami-
nates described previously. The vacuum bagged assembly, ready for auto-
clave curey is illustrated in Figure I-3, Post cure was accomplished on the
laminating tool.
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MACHINING AND DRILLING

Each of the laminate details required machining at the boundaries for
compliance with drawing dimensions. The bolted joint specimens also
required fastencr holes. Methods used to machine and drill the laminates,
both with and without steel shim reinforcing, are described in this section.

Machining

Straight cuts in both plain and steel shim-reinforced laminates were
made using a 12-inch-diameter diamond abrasive wheel at 1500 rpm. A con-
tinuous spray of water soluble oil was used as a coolant and lubricant. The
specimens were hand-fed past the wheel at a slow rate. The specimens con-
taining steel shims were difficult to cut using hand-feed methods, but satis-
factory cuts were obtained as shown in Figure I-4, Improved cuts were
obtained using machine feed at a rate of 1-1/8 inches per minute,

The scarf joint coupons of boron and glass reinforcement were machined
to the proper scarf angle using a six-inch-diameter electro-bonded diamond
wheel on a horizontal bed mill. A water soluble oil was sprayed cver the
cutting surface and wheel to act as a coolant and lubricant. The wheel was
turned at 1330 rpm with a feed rate of 7 inches per minute. The machining

setup is shown schematically in Figure -5, and finished details are shown
in Figure 1-6,

The compression cylinders were initially cut to approximate length using
a water cooled diamond cutoff wheel. The cylinders were then mounted on
lathe centers using an expanding internal holding fixture, While the cylinder
was rotated on the lathe centers the ends were machined square and parallel

(within the precise drawing tolerance) with a water cooled diamond abrasive
wheel turning at 1500 rpm.

The fatigue specimens were designed with reinforced gripping provisions
for a Sonntag (or Krause) fatigue machine to ensure failures in the joint zreas.
For increased strength, the grip areas were tapered in both thickness and
width dimensions. The taper in thickness was provided by two-piece machined
aluminum alloy molds described earlier. Dimensional control of the com-
posite specimen width was provided with a machined profiling setup in a con-
ventional vertical milling machine, as shown in Figure I-7. The specimen
shape was controlled by following a metal pattern with a tracing stylus as
shown. The cured composite laminate stock was removed with a 6-inch-
diameter diamond cutter, as shown in Figure I-8. A spindle speed of 3400
rpm and a feed rate of 30 inches per minute resulted in excellent machine
cuts. Typical finished details are shown in Figure I-9. The profiling was
originally accomplished using a vaporized coolant spray, (Figure I-8). This
technique did not adequately confine the abrasive cutting dust, which could
damage the machine's working surfaces, from the boron laminates. A coolant-
flood technique was used to confine the cutting dust in subsequent profiling
operations.
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FIGURE (-6. SCARF JOINT SPECIMEN DETAILS AFTER MACHINING
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FIGURE 1-7. PROFILING SETUP FOR FATIGUE SPECIMEN MACHINING
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Radius cuts on laminates containing steel shims were produced on a
surface grinder. A silicon carbide wheel (GC 100-H11-VR manufactured by
Carborundam) was used to rough cut the required shape, and a resin-bonded
diamond wheel (BT-71-CX-80/100) was used for finished dimension cuts.
The wheels were turned at 1806 rpm and cooled with a water-soluble oil.
The removal rate was 0.002 to 0.005 inch of depth per pass across and/or
along the specimen edge. The grinding wheels were moved constantly back
and forth across a stack of four to six specimens that were machined simul-

taneously, The traverse feed rate was by hand. This technique produced an

excellent finish as shown in Figure 1-10.
Drilling

Composite laminate specimens (without steel shims) were drilled on a
conventional drill press using water cooled diamond core drills of proper
diameter from the Felker Manufacturing Company. Drill jigs were used to

locate the holes and center the core drills. Plate glass was used as a backup

member to minimize edge delamination due to drill breakout.

For 0.190- and 0.250-inch-diameter holes, reasonable hole quality was
produced in both fiber glass and boron/epoxy steel-shimmed specimens using

a solid carbide twist drill in a Bridgeport milling machine at 2000 rpm. A
manual feed and water coolant were used. The specimens were clamped
firmly in a special drill jig with a bushing to locate the hole and support the
drill bit. A mild steel backup member, 1/16-inch thick, was also clamped
in the setup to prevent delamination of the specimen at drill breakout. The
surface of each specimen was first center-drilled, using a full-size drill in
the locating bushing. An undersize drill was then centered in the hole and
used to penetrate the buildup composite and the 1/16-inch steel backup shee
A full-size drill was then carefully fed through for final sizing of the hole.

Examination of the holes after drilling showed slight damage in some

t. .

instances in the form of minor delamination and chipped fibers adjacent to the .
hecle. These imperfections did not adversely affect the strength of the joints

during test. An enlarged picture of a hole condition after drilling is shown
in Figure 1-11,

The 1/2-inch-diameter holes in the steel shim-reinforced fatigue speci-

mens were produced using a 118-degree included angle, high-speed steel

drill. Both surfaces of the specimen were supported by in-line drill bushings

to minimize edge delamination of the hole. The holes were drilled at 110 rpm

using a flood of water-soluble oil as a coolant and a feed rate of 0,005 inch
per revolution.

The hole quality was acceptable for this application, since no failures
occurred at the hole during test. However, burrs were produced in the ste
shims as shown in Figure 1-12,
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ADHESIVE BONDING

During fabrication of the adhesive specimens, special attention was
devoted to cleaning the detail parts. The metal components were cleaned
with a hot alkaline cleaner and a sulfuric acid-sodium dichromate etch. The
laminate bonding surfaces were cleaned in a three-step process as follows:

1. The surface was cleaned with a solution of Ajax household cleanser
and rinsed with water.

2. The honding surface was scuff-sanded.
3. The surface was washed with MEK and dried in an oven. -

Special bonding tools were used for each type of specimen to locate the
details in correct position during the cure cycle. The bonding tools are
shown schematically in Figure 1-13 for each type of adhesive joint specimen.
The Shell 951 adhesive, used in most of the specimens, was cured in the
autoclave at 50 psi and 350°F for one hour.

The variable stiffness adhesive specimens (Z3824854) were designed
using a ductile adhesive (Shell 951) at the joint extremities, and a high-

. strength adhesive (AF130) in the joint center. These adhesives were chosen
both for theu- engineering properties and their common curing cycles (i.e.,
50 psi, 350°F for one hour). The AF130 adhesive was cut to size for each
coupon and located in position on the metal detzil. The adhesive had adequate
tack and remained in position. The Shell 951 adhesive was cut to 3/8-inch
width to allow a 1/8-inch lap outside the 1/4-inch bond area. The adhesive
did not have adequate tack and was secured in position on the metal details by
a spot heat tack with the tip of a warm soldering iron. The rest of the coupon
details were assembled, placed under a vacuum bag, and cured i1n an auto-
clave at 50-psi pressure for one hour at 350°F.

Aluminum tabs were secondarily bonded to the composite surfaces that
were gripped in the test machine. The tabs were cleaned by standard metal
bond procedures. The surface of the composite was recleaned with MEK
solvent wipe. Initially, Lefkoweld 109 cold-set epoxy was used as the adhe-
sive system, and the bonds were cured at room temperature. Some of these
bonds failed during test, so the remainder of the tabs were boaded using
Narmco 252 adhesive systems for higher strength. This adhesive was cured
at 250°F for 90 minutes under-50 psi autoclave pressure.
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APPENDIX II

SHELL 951 ADHESIVE CHARACTERISTICS

Shell 951 adhesive was supplied by the Shell Chemical Company,
Adhesives Department, Pittsburg, California. This adhesive has been
thoroughly evaluated and has established a long and successful production
background. The adhesive for the program was ordered, purchased, and
tested by standard quality control procedures to meet the requirements of
Douglas Materials Specification (DMS) 1808C Adhesive, Epoxy-Nylon. It
is a nontacky, unsupported epoxy-nylon filrn with a nominal thickness of
10 mils. The material meets the requirements of Federal Specification
MMM-A-132, Type I, Class I, and resists common aircraft fluids, salf

water spray, water, and high humidity. The film can be stored in a cealed

container at 40 F for six months and meet all of the requirements of
DMS1808C.

The surfaces to be bonded must be thoroughly cleaned by established
procedures. The bonding pressure must be sufficient to give positive
contact between the surfaces being joined. Extra pressure will squeeze
out the melted adhesive and thus, affect bondline thickness and strength.
The pressure required for acceptable curing varies from as low as 10 psi
for well matched small Jetails to 100 psi for larger parts that require
some force to obtain bond line contact. Pressure over 100 psi may cause
excessive adhesive flow and is not advised.

The normal curing cycle for Shell 951 is 350°F bond line temperature
for one hour in an autoclave at 50 psi pressure. The adhesive melts at
3157F, flows, and wets the bonding surfaces. The rate of polymerization
is very slow, {uring is not recommended below 325 F. Curing tempera-
tures up to 400 F are acceptable if the materials being bonded are not
degraded by the higher temperature.

Heat-up time is not critical in developing high-strength properties in
faying surface bonds.oHowever, honeycomb to skin bond line temperature
must be raised to 350 F within 30 minutes. The strength of a sandwich
bond is significantly reduced by a siow heat-up rate.

DMS1808C requirements and producers data for strength, creep
properties, and environmental resistance are shown in Table II-1.
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"Filament Wound Joint Design Study, ' ACF Industries, Inc. ACF-4]2-
256, October 1965,

Fabrication, processing, and testing details are given for both
bonded and bolted joints. Joint configurations include doutie lap, scarf,
stepped lap, interlocked, and multishim designs. A nurmrber of materials
were inserted at bondlines, and the addition of tungsten filaments
increased the bond strength of these. Maraging steel shims required
careful processing, but stainless steel shims yielded successful joints.
Results of tests are given as arithmetic means and standard deviations.
deviations.

MIL-Hdbk-17, 'Plastics for Flight Vehicles, Part 1, Reinforced
Plastics, " May 1954,

This handbook summarizes design information to its date of

publication. It deals mainly with glass fiber woven cloths, with ouly
brief mention of parallel filament composites.
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