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Abstrat

In this paper it is presented a detailed numerial investigation of aousti

emission signals obtained from test samples of �breglass reinfored polymeri

matrix omposites, when subjeted to tensile and �exural tests. Various fratal

indies, harateristi of the signals emitted at the di�erent strutural failures of

the test samples and whih satisfy non-stationary distributions, have been deter-

mined. From the results obtained for these indies, related to the Hurst analysis,

detrended �utuation analysis, minimal over analysis and to the boxounting

dimension analysis, it has been shown they an disriminate the di�erent failure

mehanisms and, threfore, they onstitute their signature.

†
Corresponding author.

E-mail: lindberg��sia.uf.br

On sabbatial leave from:

Departamento de Fisia

Universidade Federal do Ceará

Campus do Pii, Caixa Postal 6030

60451-970 Fortaleza, Ceará, Brazil

§
Work partially �naned by the Brazilian agenies CNPq, Finep (CT-Petro)

and Capes.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0412478v1


1. INTRODUCTION

In a reent paper Ferreira et al [1℄ disuss the haraterization of failure

mehanisms that our in �breglass reinfored polymeri matrix omposites

when subjeted to tensile and �exural loads. The haraterization was based on

the analysis of aousti emission signals emitted by the omposite during the

proess of failure, whih onstitutes one the most important non-destrutive

testing for the detetion of strutural �aws in omposite materials [2-5℄.

The samples studied were manufatured with E-glass �bre roving reinfored

DER 331 epoxy resin and its preparation and experimental onditions are de-

sribed in detail in ref. [1℄. Besides tensile tests, �exural tests at three- and

four-points were also applied and four failure modes have been observed, namely,

matrix raking, �bre braking, �bre/matrix debonding and delamination.

The main purpose of the study was to �nd the signature of these failure

modes in the austi emission signals. In order to identify these signatures, the

signals were studied by using Fourier spetral analysis and wavelet analysis. Al-

though relevant information has been obtained from these analyses, the authors

in ref. [1℄ have not been able to haraterize in a lear way the various failure

mehanisms.

Therefore, in this paper we readdress the problem by looking at some fratal

properties of the aousti emission signals. In partiular, we obtain the fratal

indies related to the Hurst analysis [6℄, detrended �utuation analysis [7℄, min-

imal over analysis[8℄ and to the boxounting dimension analysis [9℄, whih will

be used to haraterize the di�erent failure modes.

These types of analysis have been widely used in the study of random non-

stationary series ranging from seismi [10℄ and limate data, [11℄ to wind speed

[12℄ and �nanial data [13℄, and in the study of di�erent musi genres [14℄. Their

use in the haraterization of aousti signal has been introdued by Duta and

Barat [15℄ in the analysis of ultrasonis baksattered signals obtained in the

study of single rystal and polyrystalline materials. More reently, Matos et

al. [16℄ have used this approah to haraterize the ultrasonis baksattered

signals obtained in the study of the ast iron with lamellar, vermiular and

spheroidal mirostrutures.

The study presented in this paper extends the above mentioned analyses to

a new type of aousti signals, namely, the ones obtained in the aousti emis-

sion nondestrutive testing. The main objetive of the work is to show that the

parameters determined from these analyses an haraterize the failure meha-

nisms in omposite studied. To this aim and in order to establish the parameters

to be alulated, we present in setion 2 a brief review of the numerial analysis

used in the treatment of the data, and in setion 3 we present and disuss the

results obtained.
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2. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

The numerial treatment of the signals will be performed on data from A-

san, whih ontains the amplitude of the aousti emission signals as a funtion

of time. The parameters to be determined, as pointed out in the introdution,

will be obtained from the Hurst analysis (R/S analysis) [6℄, detrended �utu-

ation analysis (DFA analysis) [7℄, minimal over analysis [8℄ and boxounting

analysis [9℄.

In order to make the paper self-ontained and to introdue the notation,

we will present a brief review of the these numerial tehniques whih will be

used in the analysis of the temporal series. They will be identi�ed as the set of

random values {yi}, where the label i orresponds to the time variable, whih

satisfy nonstationary distributions.

2.1 Hurst analysis

The R/S analysis will provide information on the temporal orrelations, on

various time-sales, of the data. Given the temporal series {yi}, with N terms

(1 6 i 6 N), we de�ne the average in the interval n as

< y >n=
1

n

n
∑

i=1

yi, (1)

and the aumulated deviation from the mean as

Y (j, n) =

j
∑

i=1

(yi− < y >n) , (2)

where n varies from 2 to N .

From these results, we an also de�ne in the interval n the range R(n) of
the aumulated deviation in the form

R(n) = max
16j6n

Y (j, n)− min
16j6n

Y (j, n), (3)

and the standard deviation S(n) as

S(n) =

√

∑n
j (yj− < y >n)

n
. (4)

Finally, we an obtain the resaled range R(n)/S(n)whih should satisfy the

saling relation

R(n)

S(n)
∼ nH , (5)
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where H is the Hurst exponent [6℄.

In the saling regime, the previous expression an be written as

R(n)

S(n)
= AHnH , (6)

whih de�nes the amplitude AH . Although this parameter has no universal

harateristi, as the amplitudes in the saling laws in ritial phenomena [17℄

where they are related to the interations, they an be used however as an

additional parameter to haraterize the temporal series.

2.2 Detrended �utuation analysis

The DFA analysis [7℄ aims to study the temporal orrelations by eliminating

the spurious trends in the data whih an ondut to misleading results. The

method onsists initially in obtaining a new integrated temporal series {zi},
from the original one {yi}, given by

zj =

j
∑

i=1

(yi− < y >) , (7)

where the average < y > is de�ned as

< y >=
1

N

N
∑

i=1

yi. (8)

In the following step the series is divided in time intervals of width n, and
an order-l polynomial is �tted in eah interval, and we identify the analysis as

DFA-l. Then, the detrended variation funtion of order l in the interval j, ∆l
j(j),

is obtained by subtrating the loal trend ontained in the �tted polynomial,

and is given by

∆l
j(n) =

jn
∑

i=(j−1)n+1

(

zi − zli
)2

, (9)

where zli is the value from the �tted polynomial.

Finally, we alulate the mean root square �utuation F l(n)

F l(n) =

√

√

√

√

1

N

int[N/n]
∑

j=1

∆l
j(n), (10)

whih should sale as

4



F l(n) ∼ nα, (11)

where α is the saling exponent.

The detrended �utuation analysis that we will present will be restrited to

the linear ase, namely, DFA-1. As in the ase of the R/S analysis, eq.(11) an

be written in the saling regime as

F l(n) = Aαn
α, (12)

whih also de�nes a new harateristi parameter Aα.
2.3 Minimal over analysis

This method has been reently introdued [8℄, and it relates the minimal

area neessary to over a given plane urve, in a spei�ed sale, to a power law

behaviour. The sale is introdued by dividing the domain of de�niton of the

funtion in n intervals of width δ. In eah interval j (1 6 j 6 n) we an assoiate

a retangle of base δ and height A(j) de�ned as

Aj = max{yi, iǫ[j, j + δ]} −min{yi, iǫ[j, j + δ]}, (13)

suh that the minimal area will be given by

S(δ) =

n
∑

j=1

Ajδ. (14)

In the saling region, S(δ) should behave as

S(δ) ∼ δ2−Dµ , (15)

where Dµ is the minimal over dimension, whih is equal to 1 when the urve

presents no fratality. We an also de�ne a new exponent µ given by

µ = Dµ − 1, (16)

whih measures the fratality of the urve and satis�es the saling relation

V (δ) ∼ δ−µ, (17)
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where V (δ) is the summmation of the heights of the retangles

V (δ) =

n
∑

j=1

Aj . (18)

The amplitude Aµ, as in the previous ases, is de�ned in the expression

V (δ) = Aµδ
−µ, (19)

and it also onstitutes a new harateristi parameter.

2.4 Boxounting analysis

The boxounting dimension, whih is one of the best known fratal dimen-

sion [9℄, is easily de�ned and obtained numerially. It an be introdued in a

general d-dimensional eulidean spae, where a hyper-volume is embedded, by

onsidering the number of hyperubes of side length δ, N (δ), neessary to over
the entire volume. As δ → 0, N (δ) satis�es the saling relation

N (δ) ∼ δDB , (20)

where DB is the boxounting fratal dimension.

For non-fratal objets, this dimension orresponds to the topologial di-

mension and, in partiular, for ontinuous planar urves DB is equal to 1.

The amplitude AB of the saling relation is, in this ase, given by

N (δ) = ABδ
DB , (21)

and it also onstitutes a new harateristi parameter.
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3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A detailed desription of the experimental setup and samples used for the

aquisition of the aousti emission signal from the di�erent tests is presented

by Ferreira et al. [1℄. Besides the tensile test, the samples were submitted

to three- and four-point �exural tests. They have identi�ed four basi failure

modes, namely, matrix raking, �bre breaking, �bre/matrix debonding and

delamination. In the di�erent tests, the failure mehanisms were a result of a

ombination of these failure modes, and they are presented in Table 1. We also

present in this Table the aronyms for the di�erent speimens.

In order to redue the noise in the data, the signals have been proessed

with an adjaent low-pass �lter with �ve points. For eah type of speimen the

tests were arried out in 03 samples, whih orrespond to the number of signals

available for eah kind of mehanial failure.

In Figs. 1-4 we present the various analyses made in a given signal from the

TEM speimen..These analyses are representative of the results obtained in the

study of the other signals. In the Hurst analysis, Fig. 1, the rossover from short-

to long- time orrelations is always present. As an be seen in Figs. 2-4, this

rossover also exists in the box ounting analysis and in minimal over analysis,

but not in the DFA analysis. It should be noted that the presene existene of

this rossover on the fratal analysis is harateristi of a multifratal behaviour.

Besides the eight parameters H,AH , α, Aα, µ, Aµ, DB, AB , we an yet de�ne

an additional one whih orresponds to the standard deviation σ of the signal.

This parameter has been reently introdued in the ontext of the harateri-

zation of limate of di�erent regions in the United States from the analysis of

maximum daily temperature time series [11℄.

From what we have presented, this multi-dimensional spae parameter an

be used to disriminate the various types of mehanial failure. As it will be

shown in the �gures relating the harateristi parameters, there is not a unique

signature, sine di�erent ombinations of the indies an lead to the identi�a-

tion of the signals.We have restrited our study to subspaes of the parameter

spae, as they an provide the desired signature of the signals. Expliitly we will

onsider the exponents H,α, µ and DB as funtions of the standard deviation of

the signal, σ, and also as funtions of the logarithm of its respetive amplitude

A.
These funtions, whih orrespond to projetions of the points of the pa-

rameter spae in di�erent planes, are shown in Figs. 5-17. Even onsidering

that the data for eah type of speimen onsisted of three samples only, whih

is a poor statistial sampling, we have alulated the standard deviation of the

variables presented as the error bar on these �gures. From the analysis of these

�gures we an verify that the �rst disrimination attained is the separation of

the failures aused by tration from the ones aused by �exion. This disrimina-

tion is learly seen in the diagrams H1×σ, H2×σ, DB2×σ and α×σ whih are

presented in the Figs. 5, 6, 8 and 11, respetively. This separation is the easiest

to be obtained sine the stress distributions in the samples are very di�erent in

the two ases, and this has strong e�et on the aousti emission signals.

By starting from any of these diagrams we an obtain the omplete disrim-
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ination of all the failures mehanisms and even distinguish the results obtained

from the three- and four-point �exural tests. This an be ahieved by using

the omplete set of �gures, namely, Figs. 5-17. In terms of these diagrams, all

possible solutions of the problem are presented in the tree type graph shown in

Fig. 18. In the branhes of the tree, we designate the various failure modes and,

in the nodes, we show the di�erent two-dimensional diagrams whih an lead

to the desired disrimination. As an be seen on the solution tree, we an iden-

tify unmistakably all the failure modes from the aousti emission signals and,

moreover, show that there are multiple paths whih lead to the identi�ation

we are looking for.
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Table 1. Failure modes and respetive mehanial tests for the

di�erent speimen types.

Test Speimen type Failure modes

Tensile Epoxy (TME*) Matrix raking

Tensile Fibre/Epoxy(TLEV*)

Fibrebreaking
Matrixcracking

F ibre/matrixdebonding
Tensile Fibre/Epoxy(TTEV*) Matrix raking

4-point �exural Fibre/Epoxy(F41*)

Fibrebreaking
Matrixcracking

F ibre/matrixdebonding

4-point �exural Fibre/Epoxy(F41S*)

Fibrebreaking
Matrixcracking

F ibre/matrixdebonding

4-point �exural Fibre/Epoxy(F42*)

Fibrebreaking
Matrixcracking

F ibre/matrixdebonding
Delamination

3-point �exural Fibre/Epoxy(F31*)

Fibrebreaking
Matrixcracking

F ibre/matrixdebonding

3-point �exural Fibre/Epoxy(F31S*)

Fibrebreaking
Matrixcracking

F ibre/matrixdebonding

3-point �exural Fibre/Epoxy(F41*)

Fibrebreaking
Matrixcracking

F ibre/matrixdebonding
Delamination

*Speimen aronyms.

F41S and F31S identify the samples with surfae treatment of �bres
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Figure aptions

Fig. 1- Hurst analysis of a signal obtained from a TME speimen.

H1 and H2 are the Hurst exponents assoiated with

short- and long-time orrelations, respetively.

Fig. 2- DFA analysis for the signal used in Fig. 1.

Fig. 3- Minimal over analysis for the signal used in Fig. 1.

µ1 and µ2 are the variation indies assoiated with

large and small fratal sales, respetively.

Fig. 4- Box ounting analysis for the signal used in Fig. 1.

DB1 and DB2 are the box ounting dimensions assoiated

with large and small fratal sales, respetively.

Fig. 5- Hurst exponent H1 (short-time orrelations) as a funtion

of the standard deviation σ of the signal.
Fig. 6- Hurst exponent H2 (long-time orrelations) as a funtion

of the standard deviation σ of the signal.

Fig. 7- Box ounting dimension DB1 (large fratal sale) as

a funtion of the standard deviation σ of the signal.

Fig. 8- Box ounting dimension DB2 (small fratal sale) as

a funtion of the standard deviation σ of the signal.

Fig. 9- Variation index µ1 (large fratal sale) as a funtion

of the standard deviation σ of the signal.

Fig. 10- Variation index µ2 ( small fratal sale) as a funtion

of the standard deviation σ of the signal.

Fig. 11- DFA exponent α as a funtion of the standard deviation σ
of the signal.

Fig. 12- Hurst exponent H1(short-time orrelations) as a

funtion of the logarithm of the amplitude AH1.
Fig. 13- Hurst exponent H2 (long-time orrelations) as a

funtion of the logarithm of the amplitude AH2.
Fig. 14- Box ounting dimension DB1(large fratal sale)

as a funtion of the logarithm of the amplitude ADB1
.

Fig. 15- Box ounting dimension DB2 (small fratal sale)

as a funtion of the logarithm of the amplitude ADB1
.

Fig. 16- Variation index µ1 (large fratal sale) as a funtion

of the logarithm of the amplitude Aµ1.
Fig. 17- Variation index µ2 (small fratal sale) as a funtion

of the logarithm of the amplitude Aµ2.
Fig. 18 - Tree summarizing all possible solutions for the disrimination

of the various failure modes, whih orrespond to di�erent paths

on the omplete graph. The modes are shown on the branhes, and

the diagrams disriminating the modes are attahed to the nodes.
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