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AND IMPACT DAMAGE PROPAGATION IN
TRANSPARENT MATERIALS AND LAMINATES
USING THE EDGE-ON IMPACT (EOI) METHOD

Elmar Strassburger, Ernst-Mach-Institut (EMI),
Efringen-Kirchen, Germany
Parimal Patel, James W. McCauley, Army Research
Laboratory, APG, MD,
Christopher Kovalchick, K.T. Ramesh, Johns
Hopkins University and Douglas W. Templeton, US
Army TARDEC, Warren, MI

ABSTRACT

Operation Iraqi Freedom has clearly demonstrated
the criticality of transparent armor in many army
systems. As the threats have escalated and become
more varied, the challenges for rapidly developing
optimized threat specific transparent armor packages
have become extremely complex. In order to
accelerate the development of validated design and
predictive performance models, the Army Research
Laboratory, the U.S. Army Tank Automotive
Research Development and Engineering Center, and
the Material Center of Excellence at Johns Hopkins
University have entered into a collaboration with The
Ernst-Mach Institute (EMI) of Efringen-Kirchen,
Germany. The unique, fully instrumented Edge-on
Impact facility at EMI, modified for dynamic
photoelasticity, is being used to quantify stress wave
propagation, damage nucleation and propagation
during high velocity impacts. Summarized in this
paper are a selection of results on monolithic and
laminated glass (Starphire™) and AION, a
polycrystalline transparent ceramic. Crack, damage
and stress wave velocities have been determined
directly. In addition, the stress wave and damage
retardation by various thickness bonding interfaces
has been measured: for a 5.08 mm interlayer, a delay
of 1.7 us was determined. A computational model
was constructed using ABAQUS Explicit to simulate
the elastic wave propagation within AION. The
simulations show that the damaged region observed
in the experiments corresponds essentially to the
region that has observed shear as a result of the wave
propagation. These results are a critical tool to
corroborate and refine existing materials and
transparent armor package models by providing
insight and critical data into the role of different
materials and interfaces that can eventually guide
materials and laminate design.

EXPERIMENTAL SET-UP

An Edge-on Impact (EOI) test method coupled with a
high speed Cranz-Schardin camera, with 0.10 ps
resolution, has been developed at the Fraunhofer-
Institute for High-Speed Dynamics, EMI, to visualize
damage propagation and dynamic fracture in
structural ceramics. Most work in the past has been
carried out in a reflection mode from the surface of
impacted ceramics. In the current study, the test was
reconfigured to photograph the propagation of
damage in the transmission mode using
shadowgraphs. In addition to plane light
observations, the test set up has been modified to
visualize the stress waves using dynamic
photoelasticity techniques. Figure 1 is a schematic of
the Edge-on Impact test with the added crossed
polarizers; Figure 2 illustrates an exploded view of

the impactor/sample interaction.
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Fig. 2: Test sample set up for shadowgraphs

Both steel solid cylinder and spherical impactors
have been used at velocities from 270- 925 m/s on
100x100x10 mm plates. Four different materials and
laminates of the glass materials were produced,
tested, and analyzed: aluminum oxynitride spinel
(ALON™), fused silica, Starphire™™, a soda-lime-



silica glass, and borofloat glass. Once the baseline
glass materials were tested and analyzed, multi-
component glass laminates were produced and tested
at 350 - 400 m/s. The data collected from the EOI test
consists of a series of 20 photographs as a function of
time, typically at 0.25 - 2 us intervals. Pairs of impact
tests at approximately equivalent velocities are
carried out in plane and crossed polarized light to
correlate the dynamic fracture with the associated
stress fields. Detailed graphs are then created plotting
crack, damage (failure wave) and compression and
shear stress wave velocities; exact measurements of
bonding layer stress wave and damage zone dwell
times are also determined.

BASELINE RESULTS WITH GLASS
Experiments performed in plane light show the
evolution of damage and material failure, while the
photoelastic visualization illustrates the stress wave
propagation as a function of time. Figure 3 shows a
selection of two shadowgraphs (top) and
corresponding crossed polarizers photographs
(bottom) of a baseline test with Starphire™ glass,
impacted by a spherical steel projectile of 16 mm
diameter at 440 m/s. The shadowgraphs show a crack
front growing from the impacted edge of the
specimen. Only one crack center can be observed
close to the upper edge of the specimen. The crossed
polarizers photographs illustrate the propagation of
the longitudinal and the transversal stress waves.
Release waves due to reflections at the upper and
lower edge can also be recognized. Note that damage
appears dark on the shadowgraphs and the zones with
stress birefringence are exhibited as bright zones in
the crossed polarizers photographs. The path-time
histories of the longitudinal and transversal waves
and the crack front propagation are depicted in Figure
4.

Figure 5 shows a selection of two shadowgraphs
along with the corresponding crossed polarizers
photographs of the baseline tests with the cylindrical
projectile. A coherent damage zone is growing from
the impacted edge, preceded by a zone with separated
crack centers, initiated by the stress waves. The path-
time histories of the stress waves and the damage
propagation are depicted in Figure 6. It can be
recognized that the stress wave front appears more
advanced and exhibits a different curvature in the
crossed polarizers view. This seeming discrepancy
can be explained by the different sensitivities that the
different optical techniques employed exhibit with
respect to the stress level that can be visualized. In a
shadowgraph image the light intensity depends on the
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Fig. 3: Selection of two shadowgraphs (top) and
corresponding crossed polarizers photographs
(bottom) from impact on Starphire glass with steel
ball at 440 m/s.
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Fig. 4: Path-time history of wave and crack
propagation in Starphire glass depicted in figure 3.

second spatial derivative &*n/0x” of the refractive
index, whereas in the crossed polarizers set-up the
intensity of the transmitted light depends on the
photo-elastic properties of the material. Therefore, it
is possible that the first visible wave front in the
shadowgraph configuration appears at a different
position than the forefront of the stress wave, visible
in the crossed polarizers set-up. Both techniques can
visualize different parts of the same stress wave.



Fig. 5: Selection of two shadowgraphs and
corresponding crossed polarizers photographs from
impact on Starphire glass with steel cylinder at 390

m/s
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Fig. 6: Path-time history of wave and damage
propagation in Starphire glass depicted in figure 5.

The expansion of four crack centers at the front of the
damage zone was also analyzed (Fig. 6) and the slope
of the straight line through the nucleation sites, which
is denoted damage velocity vp, was 3269 m/s, which
means, that the damage velocity is close to the
transversal wave velocity. This result is in agreement
with the observations made with other types of glass
in previous studies [1, 2].

GLASS LAMINATES

The influence of a polyurethane (PU) bonding layer
on wave and damage propagation was examined with
cylindrical projectiles only. Four pairs of tests with
specimens consisting of two parts of the dimensions
50 mm x 100 mm x 9.5 mm were conducted in order
to examine the influence of interlayer thickness.
Starphire specimens with bonding layers of thickness
0.64 mm, 1.27 mm, 2.54 mm and 5.08 mm were
examined. The influence of two PU interlayers (2.54
mm) was also tested with specimens that were built
of three parts of the dimensions 30 mm x 100 mm x
9.5 mm. Figure 7 illustrates a comparison of wave
propagation and damage in Starphire specimens with
bonding layers of thickness 0.64 mm, 2.54 mm and
5.08 mm. The impact velocity was 380 + 5 m/s in all
tests. The upper line of pictures shows the
shadowgraphs, while the corresponding crossed
polarizers photographs are presented in the lower line
of pictures, respectively. Figure 7a illustrates the
specimens at 10.7 ps and Figure 7b at 23.7 ps after
projectile impact. The shadowgraphs at 10.7 us show
that the first glass layer (left part of specimen) is
damaged through the coherent fracture front growing
from the impacted edge and through the nucleation of
crack centers, initiated by the longitudinal stress
waves. At that time, no damage can be recognized in
the second glass layer (right part of specimen). The
crossed polarizers photographs demonstrate, that the
first longitudinal stress pulse has not yet crossed the
thickest glue interlayer (right), whereas the stress
wave is clearly visible in the right half of the
specimens with the thinner glue interlayer.

0.64 mm 2.54 mm 5.08 mm
> T




0.64 mm 2.54 mm 5.08 mm

b.)23.7 s

Fig. 7: Starphire laminates with interlayer of different
thickness impacted by steel cylinder at 380 m/s

After 23.7 us (Figure 7b) the compressive stress
pulse has already been reflected as a tensile wave at
the rear edge of the specimens in all three cases. The
shadowgraphs illustrate that damage in the second
glass layer is mainly due to the tensile wave and
starts from the rear edge of the specimen. In the case
of the thickest glue interlayer only little damage was
observed in the second glass layer. The wave
propagation in the specimens was analyzed and the
path-time history for the case with the 5.08 mm
bonding layer is presented in Figure 8.

When the waves hit the interlayer one part is
reflected while the other part is transmitted into the
second glass layer. Due to the low acoustic
impedance of the interlayer compared to the glass,
the amplitude of the stress pulses is attenuated
considerably. The low wave velocity in the interlayer
effects a time delay of 1.7 us compared to the
unperturbed propagation through the glass. The delay
times measured in all tests were plotted in a delay
time versus bonding layer thickness diagram (Figure
9). Linear regression of the data yielded an average
delay time of 0.33us/mm. This is in good agreement
with the calculated value based on a longitudinal
wave velocity ¢, = 5770 m/s for Starphire glass and
¢ =~ 2000 m/s for the polyurethane [3]. The effect of
two bonding layers of 2.54 mm thickness is
demonstrated in Figurel10 which shows a selection of
four shadowgraphs and corresponding crossed
polarizers photographs in the time interval from 6 —
25 ps after impact of a steel cylinder at about 400
m/s. The first layer of glass was completely damaged
within the first 15 ps. Damage could be recognized in
the second layer after 16 us, when the first crack
centers became visible which were initiated by the
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Fig. 8: Path-time history of wave propagation in
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Figure 9. Interlayer bonding delay time versus
bonding layer thickness.

Fig. 10: Selection of four shadowgraphs and
corresponding crossed polarizers photographs;
Starphire specimen with two PU bonding layers;
Impact velocity 400 m/s

reflection of the compression wave at the interface
between the second glass and the second bonding
layer. No damage was observed in the third glass
layer during the time interval of observation.



AION

Recent progress in material technology has also made
available aluminum oxynitride (AION) as a
polycrystalline ceramic that fulfills the requirements
of transparency and requisite mechanical properties
[4]. AION has a cubic crystal structure (Fd3m) that
can be processed to transparency in a polycrystalline
microstructure. It differs from glasses which do not
have any periodic crystalline order, but is akin to
polycrystalline opaque ceramics such as aluminum
oxide. The grain size is typically 150 — 250 um on
average. The density is typically 3.67 g/cm?, but will
vary slightly depending on the composition and
porosity. Figure 11 shows a selection of four
shadowgraphs along with the corresponding
photographs in the crossed polarizers arrangement for
tests at 380 m/s nominal impact velocity, using a
solid cylinder impactor.

Fig. 11: Selection of four shadowgraphs and
corresponding crossed polarizers photographs of
AION specimen; impact velocity 380 m/s; solid
cylinder.

The high-speed photographs show rapidly growing
darkened to opaque regions, which reflect changes in
the optical transmission due to pressure induced
refractive index changes, damage and fractured zones
within the specimen. In addition, the nucleation of
crack centers ahead of the crack front is clearly
visible 8.7 ps after impact. In contrast to the
shadowgraphs, where a wave front is not discernible,
the crossed polarizers configuration reveals an
approximately semicircular wave front which is a
little further advanced compared to the damage front
visible in the shadowgraphs at the same time. From
the crossed polarizers photographs a wave front
velocity of 9367 m/s was determined. The coherent
damage/fracture front initiated at the impacted edge
of the specimen propagated at an average velocity of
8381 m/s. The observed crack centers were generated
in the interior of the specimens. This was validated
with a test on an aluminum coated AION specimen to
mimic the observations from previous work on
opaque ceramic [5].

Figure 12 illustrates the distinct change in damage
morphology and propagation (top row) and the nature
of the stress waves (bottom row) when a spherical
impactor is used instead of a solid cylinder of much
more mass.
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Figure 12. Spherical steel impactor on AION at 429
m/s: top row is plane light, bottom row is crossed
polarized light.

MODELLING

We have performed computational simulations of the
elastic wave propagation within the Edge-on Impact
(EOI) experiments on AION ceramic specimens [5].
In the experiments, the EOI technique was coupled
with a Cranz-Schardin high-speed camera to enable
direct visualization of damage development and wave
propagation through the solid (both with and without
crossed polarizers). A computational model was
constructed using ABAQUS Explicit to simulate the
elastic wave propagation within the experiment.
Since the experiment provides snapshots of the
deformation and the stress state at specific times, the
simulation results provide snapshots at identical
times for comparison. The computational model was
fully 3-dimensional, so that longitudinal and shear
waves, surface waves and plate waves could all be
captured.

The computational results show the observed
propagation of the longitudinal wave in the specimen
as a result of the impact, as well as the subsequent
edge unloading. The simulations also show that the
damaged region observed in the experiments
corresponds essentially to the region that has
observed shear as a result of the wave propagation
(Figure 13). The character of the damage itself, and
its kinetics, can of course NOT be captured with this
elastic simulation. However, the correlation of the
damage propagation speed with the shear information
is a useful correlation. In later work, we will explore
the development of damage within the specimen
using computational damage models.



c.)
Figure 13.  Comparison of experimental images
(showing damage and stress waves) with computed
equivalent shear stress state (from elasticity) at
identical times (8.7 pus) after impact at 381 m/s: a.)
crossed polarizers — stress wave; b.) plane light —
damage; c.) model calculation

CONCLUSION

The edge-on Impact test method was applied in order
to visualize wave and damage propagation in
materials for transparent armor. The influence of
bonding layer thickness on damage evolution in
Starphire glass laminates was examined. The high
resolution of the high-speed photographs allowed for
the determination of the stress wave time delay
during the transition through the bonding layers. It is
expected that the capabilities of the experimental
method help with the development of damage models
and that the combination of experimental and
computational modelling results can eventually guide
materials and laminates design.
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L CHHABILDAS MS 0821
D CRAWFORD ORG 0821
M KIPP MS 0820

T VOLGER

PO BOX 5800

ALBUQUERQUE NM 87185-0820

RUTGERS

THE STATE UNIV OF NEW JERSEY
DEPT OF CRMCS & MATLS ENGRNG

R HABER
607 TAYLOR RD
PISCATAWAY NJ 08854

THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS
AT AUSTIN

S BLESS

IAT

3925 W BRAKER LN STE 400
AUSTIN TX 78759-5316

SOUTHWEST RSRCH INST
C ANDERSON

JRIEGEL

JWALKER

6220 CULEBRA RD

SAN ANTONIO TX 78238

CERCOM

R PALICKA

991 PARK CENTER DR
VISTA CA 92083

GDLS

W BURKE MZ436 21 24

G CAMPBELL MZ436 30 44

D DEBUSSCHER MZ436 20 29
JERIDON MZ436 21 24

W HERMAN MZ435 01 24

S PENTESCU MZ436 21 24
38500 MOUND RD

STERLING HTS MI 48310-3200

INTERNATL RSRCH ASSN
D ORPHAL

4450 BLACK AVE
PLEASANTON CA 94566

10

NO. OF

COPIES ORGANIZATION

1

10

JET PROPULSION LAB
IMPACT PHYSICS GROUP
M ADAMS

4800 OAK GROVE DR
PASADENA CA 91109-8099

OGARA HESS & EISENHARDT
G ALLEN

D MALONE

T RUSSELL

9113 LE SAINT DR

FAIRFIELD OH 45014

CERADYNE INC

M NORMANDIA

3169 REDHILL AVE
COSTA MESA CA 96626

JOHNS HOPKINS UNIV
DEPT OF MECH ENGRNG
K T RAMESH

3400 CHARLES ST
BALTIMORE MD 21218

SIMULA INC

V HORVATICH

V KELSEY

10016 51ST ST
PHOENIX AZ 85044

UNITED DEFENSE LP
E BRADY

R JENKINS

K STRITTMATTER
PO BOX 15512

YORK PA 17405-1512

NATL INST OF STANDARDS & TECH

CRMCS DIV

G QUINN

STOP 852

GAITHERSBURG MD 20899

DIR USARL

AMSRD ARL D

C CHABALOWSKI

V WEISS

2800 POWDER MILL RD
ADELPHI MD 20783-1197



NO. OF

COPIES ORGANIZATION

66

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND

DIR USARL
AMSRD ARL WM

S KARNA

J MCCAULEY (20 CPS)

JSMITH

T WRIGHT
AMSRD ARL WM B

INEWILL

M ZOLTOSKI
AMSRD ARL WM M

S MCKNIGHT

R DOWDING
AMSRD ARL WM MC

R SQUILLACIOTI
AMSRD ARL WM MD

E CHIN

K CHO

G GAZONAS

JLASALVIA

P PATEL

J MONTGOMERY

J SANDS
AMSRD ARL WM T

P BAKER

B BURNS
AMSRD ARL WM TA

P BARTKOWSKI

M BURKINS

W GOOCH

D HACKBARTH

T HAVEL

C HOPPEL

E HORWATH

T JONES

M KEELE

D KLEPONIS

JRUNYEON

S SCHOENFELD
AMSRD ARL WM TC

R COATES

T FARRAND

K KIMSEY

L MAGNESS

S SEGLETES

D SCHEFFLER

R SUMMERS

W WALTERS

11

NO. OF
COPIES ORGANIZATION

AMSRD ARL WM TD
T BJERKE
JCLAYTON
D DANDEKAR
M GREENFIELD
H MEYER
E RAPACKI
M SCHEIDLER
T WEERASOORIYA



NO. OF

COPIES ORGANIZATION

3

FRAUNHOFER-INSTITUT FUR
KURZZEITDYNAMIK (EMI)
PROF DR K THOMA
DIPL-PHYS E STRARBURGER
AM KLINGELBERG 1 D - 79588
EFRINGEN-KIRCHEN
GERMANY

12





