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Abstract

Four types of glass which differ in their chemical composition, hardness and
materiadensity and tiles of SIC, TIB 2, and A1203 were impacted edge-on with
blunt steel projectiles at striking velocities between 20 m/s and 1000 m/s. The
propagation of shock waves, of primary and secondary cracks and crack
systems and the growing of crack systems from nucleated centers were visual-
ized by means of a Cranz-Schardin high-speed camera within the first twenty
microseconds, before the projectile penetrated the target more than a few milli-
meters. The concept of damage velocity was introduced to describe the differ-
ent damage processes quantitatively. All four types of glass reveal a similar
behavior. The damage velocity equals terminal crack velocity at low loadings,
rises to transversal wave velocity when nucleation occurs and approaches longi-
tudinal wave velocity with very high loadings. Other than in glass, in the ce-
ramics different types of cracks are generated and different fracture velocities
were observed at one impact velocity in one specimen. It has to be distin-
guished between the velocity of continuously growing cracks, including the
secondary cracks with sharp edges, fuzzy crack traces and crack fronts. In each
of the ceramics the damage velocity increases with increasing striking velocity
and approaches the longitudinal wave velocity at high loadings. A terminal crack
velocity was found for one type of fracture in SiC. Ceramographical investiga-
tions of TiB2 fragments have shown that cracks within large grains as well as
intercrystalline cracks are generated by coalescence of voids.
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Glasses; ceramics; SiC; TiB 2 Al O impact; edge-on experiments; energy
transfer; high-speed photography;" dmage velocity; terminal crack velocity;
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1;, KlntrodOction

The interest inceramic materials for armour applications has increased during
thelast two decades because it was and still is necessary to reduce the weight
of: armours for vehicles and in particulr for aircrafts. Testing, methods have
be en developed to -establish a ballistic performance, ranking of the different
armour ceramics [1,2], and, many compusitearmours,'exist which are designed
to defeat specific threats. But testingtle'prf6rmance of "structures mostly does
not reveal the mechanisms that determine the protecttve, strength- because of
the large number of geometric and material parameters. Starting from this
situation two complementary:researchprograms were Initiated. Terminal ballistic
experiments are conducted with, laminated steeltargets; aminated'ceramic tar-
gets.and'combined, targets'(steel-ceramics-steel) at theErnst-Mach-lnstitut (EMI)
and'at the Army Research Laboratory, (ARL) with, IdenticaLtargetand projectile
materials. On the other hand, the fallure mechanisms due'to impact loading of
the non-metallic component (glass' or ceramics) Itself Is investigated. The
experiments and results of this work are reported here. The aim of the investi-
gations Is to achieve more knowledge about how the ceramics is destroyed and
comminuted by fracture processes and how the Interaction between the frag-
ments themselves or with the confining metal plates influences the penetration
or perforation process. The answers to these questions are of importance with
respect to the further development of models that describe brittle fracture and
penetration processes.

In most of the experimental techniques used in terminal ballistics the im-
portant quantities (e. g., depth of penetration, residual velocity) are determined
after the penetration process is finished. However, earlier impact experiments
with glass and ceramics [3,41 demonstrated that the destruction of these mate-
rials starts together with the propagation of the stress waves. In the investiga-
tion presented here damage processes during so-called edge-on impact experi-
ments were visualized by means of a Cranz-Schardin high-speed camera in order
to study the relation between fracture and wave propagation before the projec-
tile penetrates the target more than a few millimeters. Particularly, the damage
phenomenology is considered in this work and the propagation velocities of dif-
ferent types of fracture are analyzed.

The experiments and results with glass (float glass and three optical glasses) are
described in Part I, Chapters 2 to 11. Part II, Chapters 12 to 19, is dealing with
the experiments and results with ceramics (AI203, TiB2 and SIC). The experi-
ments with sapphire are described and analyzed in a separate report
(Experiments on Sapphire) prepared by S. Winkler [5].



Part I.

Experiments with Glasses
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~2. xpeimenal etup-

Figiird-2 1 shows a, ch~mtic-repredretation of the experimental setup for
Inpact loading ofpthe glasitargets. The1rbjectile hits the edge of'the specimen.
T~e~ destruction f'the,'specimen is observed' by means -of aCranz-Suhardin

cra in ish~dow-optical~ar"angement . The impact velocity Vp was varied in
the range: from.20 m/sto l000 m/,. In the velocity, range below'350 m/s a gas
gun was used to accelerate 'the piojectiles. .Higher impact velocities were
achieved by-the use of powder guns; The specimens vere 'positioned at a dis-
tanceof 10,mm infront-of the gun muzzle-so thatthe rear part of the projectile
wasstill guided'durng impact. The Impact velocity wasmeasured by means of

two ilrfraedlight,,bairiers which are ininalled n:the barrelat distances of 220
mm and 250.mrnm from the muzzle. With, the experiments at high impact veloci-
ties the specimen were positioned a few,nieters away from the muzzle of the
powder gun.

3. Characterization of the Target Materials

Float glass and three optical glasses (K5, F6 and SF6) from SCHOTT Company
were used as target materials. The chemical composition and the physical prop-
erties of the difft;ent types of glass are listed in Tables 3.1 and 3.2. The den-
sity of the glasses varies in the range from 2.5 g/cm3 with float glass to
5.28 g/cm3 with SF6. The sound velocity and the hardnes of the glasses
decrease with increasing density. The highest longitudinal wave velocity cL =

5860 m/s is observed with float glass. SF6 exhibits the Iowest wave velocity
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with CL = 3600 m/s. The hardness of the 'glasses microhardriess-, -0.9 N, 10

sec) vanies in the range from HV 700 to HV 400.

The6yaUe ofiCL with~ float .glass~resuits~frolm the mea 'surements~of Kerkhof46j.
,Withthe~opticalgIasses cq~wascalculated acdording toe equatn

CL = , (I('2p)

using the data of the density p, Young's Modulus E, and the Poisson Ratio pi
givenV by themi6Ufa bturer T his 'reiaitle"'nshl'o biet*Ween the elastic constants of

the natrialo~diar n .dflntel. exend d cIumi. However, high frequencies
Al.e.,smll' wavelen gths corpa red ;to, the',thlckness of the plate) dominate in a

pressure wave genierated by Impact 171. Therefore, the equation can be applied
In the case of plates, too. This assumption was confirmed by our measurements
(see Chapter 51.

Table 3.1 Composition of glass target material

Type Si02  13203 Na2O K A A1203  CaO DaO ZnO TiO2  PbO
Float 70 * 150 1 1200
K 5 65 :5 5 :55 15 .55 8 51 !51
F6 40 5 5 :5 5 55 45

SF6 25 5 ~1 :51 70

(Na2O + K20); (CaO + MgO)

Table 3.2 Physical properties

Type Density E-Modulus Poisson HV Sound speed
- . g/CM 3

1 110 ON/mM21 ratio _ m/sI
Float 2.5 680 5860

K5 2.59 71 0.227 584 5624
F6 3.76 57 0.231 455 4196

S6 5.18 1 56 10.248 1407 1 3595



s eral differenttypes, of,fracture, andifracture patterns occur when the edge of
the~glasseplate ,is-irpactedbyia blu ht; projectile ,,First of'all the cracks-which- are
generateld,at.the,1mpacted areaofktheedge ofthe specimen shall be-considered.
Twq types of cracks develop in-the Impact-zone.%Ahigh number of single cracks
radiates-from the center of. i mpact(centar of. the projectile). These cracks will be
dev'oted-rdial cracks, the front-oftheir; tips primary-crack front. The surfaces of
the radial cracks are oriented' perpendicula'to-the surface planes of the speci-
men.

'An other type f'crack starts wth .its -surfaceparallel to the surfaceplanes.
these cracks slowly, aoproaiczthle-,surfakce of, the,.target,plate with increasing
dJistane fromthe:Impace d edge;' Sheillshaped,fragments are generated by this
piocess. Figure 4.1 shows a schematlc representation of, both types of cracks.
The high-speed photograph of a float glassp!ate (Fig, 4.2) gives an example of
the two crack types. The front of the shell-shaped cracks appears as a black
semicircular line along the tips of the radial cracks on the photograph. This
means that the two crack systems were initiated simultaneously and propagated
at the same velocity.

Figure 4.1 Schematic of crack types

Figure 4.2 Float glass specimen 30.5 ps after impact of a steel cylinder
(D = 30 mm)
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It-wasalso observed, that the primary cracks form a planar front, I., e., cracks
havebeen generated simultaneously on thewhole contact area between projec-
tile anid'target. his~case.is illustratedbsx , selected~high-speed: photographs of
a-float-glass~platwhich show, kthe specmen In-the time intervalfrom,8.8 ps to
18.7, ps' afteri mpIactrat 48 ms ( kF 43) I isexperimenti the -fronts of the
radial crdcs'andath' fshelsha pe frat're coincide, too.

A significantly different fracture patternis Observed when theprojectlle hits the
specimen,-with;a vamalIPyaw., Te e.urecturepir in a float, glass , late after

' ~~Impactof a'projectlle at a yaw angle ofi :1l2 mrad ina~plane para/lelt0othe sur-

face of thepael hw nFgr 4'.4. Hadlal -racksrand -shell-saped, cracks
are generated ato;the I' mpact ,  ite: of the edge Iofthe h:projectile and.,within and
beyond the-contact, zone. With all the, periments the-Impacted edges-of the
plates were.polished to avoid different fracture patterns.due to the roughness of
the Impacted surface.

The photographs in Figures 4.3 and4.4 additionally show cracks-which were
Initiated at the edge of the glass platelabove and below the projectile.

The cracks start from the edge of, the spec;men in a direction normal to it and
then change their direction of propagation so that an angle of about 300 is in-
cluded between the cracks and the shot line. The spaces between these cracks
are irregular. All these cracks grow with constant velocity vc and will be de-
noted secondary cracks in the following. The secondary cracks are In;tiated
successively by the shear wave which Is generated at the edge of the prujuctile.
Therefore, the secondary crack system exhibits a triangular shape. The secon-
dary crack zones expand-with transversal wave velocity CT.

The Figures 4.3 to 4.5 show a further damage mechanism. Crack centers are
initiated between the first compressive wave and the primary crack front. Inho-
mogeneities, flaws, impurities or existing microcracks may turn Into initial points
or nucleation points of cracks, which propagate in all directions. These cracks
and not the nucleation points or nuclei are visualized by the high-speed photo-
graphy, but to simplify discussions the designations "crack center" and
"nucleus" are used synonymously. In the first stage of development the centers
are shaped like ellipsoids whose major axis is directed towards the impact cen-
ter or the impact site of the edge of the projectile.

At high impact velocities no details can be recognized in the impact zone. Figure
4.5 shows an example where a float glass plate was impacted at 220 m/s. Only
a black area is seen in front of the projectile. The light is deflected by the high
density of primary cracks, shell-shaped fracture, crack centers and the stress
waves in this zone.
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Figure 4.3 Photographs of a float glass plate after impact at Vp 48 m/s
(shot no. 10286)
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Figure 4.4 Photographs of a float glass plate impacted at vp =40 mIs
(shot no. 10266)
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Figure 4.5 Photographs of a float glass plate impacted at Vp = 220 mis
(shot no. 10013)
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-5. Wave' Prolagationin'Plates

Figure,5.1,shows a schematic representation of the wave and crack propagation

in a glass plate after impact of a pointed projectile. -The longitudinal wave which
propagates at the velocity CL is followed by the transversal wave (shear wave)
at the-velocity I;T, which'isabbut 60'% Of CL Withi glasses. Another transversal

wave is' generatedby the' reflection of the longitudinal wave at the impacted
-edge. This waveincludes an angle

a arcsin T

CL

with the edge of the plate. The primary fracture front forms a semicircle with
radius vc • t whereas the tips of the secondary crack zones are situated at cT.' t.
The secondary fracture fronts include an angle

13 arcsin v-
CT

with the edge of the plate. To establish this relation we neglect that the secon-
dary cracks start normal to the edge and it is assumed that the cracks grow
nearly perpendicular to the fronts CJ and KB.

a arcsin CT A

C

E

VC CT CL

VC H
B arcsin

Figure 5.1 Schematic of wave and crack propagation in a plate caused by

edge-on impact (side view)
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When the specimen is impacted by a blunt cylinder,.two shear waves are gen-
erated, one at the upper edge and one at the lower edge of the projectile. Planar
,wavefronts are formed ahead of, the projectil.. The fracture propagation in this
:case was described in Chapter. 4.

Many. of the high-speedphotographs (see for, example Fig. 4.5) show that
severawave fronts, propagate. n the~speclmens which succeed one another at
the same distance D. This effect is due to the -finite thickness. d. of the plates
and was described by Schardin [8] and quantitatively analyzed by means of the
Schlieren-optical technique by Vollkommer [9] and Beinert [10]. Figure 5.2
shows a schematic representation of the impact situation and the generated
waves in a top view.

transversal wave
Ilongitudinal

wave

projectile D specimen

Figure 5.2 Schematic of wave propagation in a plate caused by edge-on
impact (top view)

The compressive wave also displaces the particles at the surfaces of the plate
perpendicular to its direction of propagation so that a transversal wave is gen-
erated which includes an angle ot = arcsin(cT/cL) with the surface. When this
transversal wave is reflected at the opposite surface of the plate a transversal
and again a longitudinal wave are generated. In this way a sequence of equidis-
tant pressure pulses is formed by a sequence of reflections. It can be recog-
nized from Figure 5.2 that tana = d/D. From this follows the relation between
the thickness of the plate d and the distance between the pressure pulse D.

D d CL d
(CT Vi= 2
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The mean values of the measured wave velocities CL and the measured dis-

tances D are listed in Table 5.1 together with the calculated values of the Pois-
son ratios and the transversal wave velocities. cT was calculated according to

the equation

CT L '2(-

Table 5.1 List of the measured values of CL and D and calculated data (on the
basis of CL and D) of p and cT

Material CL  D p CT
[m/s] [mm] [m/s]

Float glass 5890 13.1 0,210 3570

K5 5750 10.8 0.226 3420

F6 4230 14.3 0.255 2430

SF6 3590 14.2 0.253 2060

6. The Damage Velocity Concept

The concept of damage velocity is introduced to describe the different damage
processes quantitatively. The path-time curves of the primary crack front and of
the cracks, which start from the nuclei In and against the direction of the shock
wave, are determined. At the high dynamic loadings considered in these inves-
tigations all cracks propagate with their maximum (terminal) velocity vc, which

is a characteristic quantity for each type of glass (see Chapter 7.2). Therefore,
the path-time curves are all straight lines. The intersection points of those
straight lines, which describe the cracks starting from the nucleation points,
determine the places "s" and times "t" of nucleation. The slope of the line
through the nucleation points (s,t) is defined as the damage velocity VD.

Figure 6.1 shows the evaluation of the experiment presented in Figure 4.3. The
filled triangles represent the position of the tip of the upper secondary fracture
zone. The open triangles and squares represent the fore and rear front of the

observed crack centers. One recognizes that the first point of nucleation is
localized on the line which describes the lateral expansion of the secondary

crack zone. That means, the damage velocity vD equals the velocity VSR =

3030 m/s at which the secondary cracks are initiated along the edge of the
specimen.
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F0 #1086 
F .

20 .

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Figure 6.1 Path-time plot of shot no. 10286 (see Fig. 4.3)
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7. Damage Velocities and Nucleation Thresholds

All specimens of the optical glasses used in the- experiments described in this
'Chapter had:the dimensions 100 mm x 100 mm x 10 mm. The lateral dimen-
sions of-the float.gliass-,specimen rangedfrom 100 mm x 100 mm to 180 mm x
180 mm, their thickness was 10 rim, t~o.:In order to establish the same impact
conditions -and ;to be able to-compare the results -directly, only steel cylinders
with 30 mm diameter-and 23 mm length-were used as projectiles.

7.1 Experimental Results

The measured, crack, damage and wave velocities of the different glasses are
listed in Tables 7.1 to 7.4 together with the corresponding impact velocities.
The tables also include the values of the product E'A, where E is the energy
density (energy per unit volume that is transferred to the target material by the
shock wave) and A is the area of contact between the target and the projectile.
The physical unit of this quantity is Newton. Therefore, E.A is interpreted as
momentum flux (momentum that is transferred to the target by the shock wave
per unit time via the contact area). The energy density E is determined by the
acoustic impedances ZT = PT CLoT of the target material and the projectile
material Zp = pp' cL.p.

2 - ZT ZP V 2

(ZT+zP) 2  CLT

PT and pp are the densities, CLT and CLP the longitudinal wave velocities of the
target and projectile material.

A representation of the experimental results which is independent of the caliber
is achieved when the crack and damage velocities are plotted versus the
momentum flux E.A. This was demonstrated in [111.

The damage velocities observed with the four glasses are plotted in vo-E'A
curves in Figure 7.1.

4
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Table 7.1 Experiments with float glass

SShoNo. vp E-A' CL VC VD

.....____ [ r ] /si IN] [m/s] [m/si [m/s]

10033 -28' 314 1520

10285 :34 478 1540 2670
1550

10266 40 640 5870 1520 3100

1570

10286 48 922 1550 3030

1610

10018 122 6252 3070

10014 157 10353 3700
10013 222 20700 3900

10047 455 86950 5790 4600

10049 755 239411 5820 4540

10029 990 411642 5970 5120

10031 1000 420000 6000

Table 7.2 Experiments with K5

Shot No. Vp E.A CL Vc Vo
[m/s] IN] [m/s] [mi/s] [m/s]

10050 21 194 1544

1543

10101 28 345 1590

10061 35 539 1530 3190

1560

10282 40 704 2930

10062 60 1584 3530

10051 456 91492 5700 4720

10036 1005 444411 5800 5120



-20-

Table 7.3 Experiments with F6

1.Sht-N..C Vc VD
..... [m/s], [NJ,, fm/s] [m/si [m/si

Ib . 1114

10059 25 381 1120 2270

10056 31- 586 2390

10041 50 1525 4240 1050 2520

1150

1000

10023 80 3904 4200 1130 2130

1100

10055 484 142896 4160 3760

10040 725 320631 4310 4190

10034 1010 622261 4230 4200

Table 7.4 Experiments with SF6

Shot No. Vp E'A CL Vc VD

[m/si IN] [m/si [m/si fm/si
10102 18 249 710

10046 21 340 740 2290

650

10060 31 740 3480 750 2140

650

10057 40 1232 3480 2320

10054 60 2772 3600 2080

10020 80 4928 3560 2540
10016 159 19466 3650 2510

10045 450 155925 3580 3300
10038 727 406967 3740 3500

10032 1006 770000 3640 3610

1.
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The experimental curves, show similar courses for all types-ofglass. At-low

loadings the specimen are destroyed by the primary and secondary cracks
,whichstaitfrom-the impacted edge. In -this case the:darnage velocity equals the
terminal'crack velocity -v,,which Isacharacteristic,,quantity of the different
;typesof glass. ,Toe.dmagevelocity rises tothe, order of magnitude of the
transversa !ywaY velcity bfwhwnqnuc!eation occurs. At first, aJurther increase
of the loading,-resultsin, slow increaseof' vD- 'With very high loadings vD
approaches the longitudinal wave velocity asymptotically;,0I-the loading range
where vo increases slowly, an augmentation of the number of activated nuclei is
observed. It is remarkable that the thresholds where nucleation occurs do not
differ significantly from one andther- in! spite of the differences in the physical
properties. The resultswith K5 and float.glassare represented by one curve
only-,because it, was ,not possible,to, make. a distinction from-the values meas-
ured. The float glass data-In,Figure 7.1, arelsupplementedby the results of
experiments at high impact velocities with projectiles of different calibers.

Table 7.5 shows a list of the lowest impact velocities vp and the corresponding
initial intensities P of the pressure waves where nucleation occurred. The pres-
sures are calculated according to the equation

p = ZP'ZT Vp

Zp + ZT

Table 7.5 Impact velocities and initial pressures at the nucleation threshold

Material vp p
[m/s] [MPa]

Float glass 34 379
K5 35 388
F6 25 294
SF6 21 278
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'7,2,' Crack Nelocities

In all experirehts owith gllasse's-only,cohstaht crack velocities were observed,
dindependent from theloadihg:The~meari Values,of the measured crack velocities
,and~the',,standard~deviationsare listed t6gether-With the ratios of the crack
vlocities~vi to,,the transversal -wav~e-velocities 'CT and' to the Rayleigh wave
velocities cA in Table, 7.6.:, The Rayleigh wave,velocities were determined with

-thewapproximatetformula

cR=0.87 + 11, T

given by Schardin,[7]. According-to this relation, the Rayleigh wave velocities

are approximately 90% of the transversal wave'velocity.

Table 7.6 Meanvalues of the measured crack velocities

Material vc [m/s] Vc/CT Vc/cp

Float glass 1550 ± 31 0.43 0.48

K5 1550 ± 23 0.45 0.49

F6 1100 ± 54 0.45 0.49

SF6 700 ± 48 0.34 0.37

It is remarkable that with float glass and the optical glasses K5 and F6 the ratios
of the crack velocities to the wave velocities are nearly equal. The measured
crack velocities, which are not only constant but also the maximum (terminal)
velocities, are about one half of the corresponding Rayleigh wave velocities.
Only the heavy flint glass SF6 exhibits a lower crack velocity.

In the case of float glass the terminal crack velocity was already observed by
Christie [12] and Schardin [7]. Yoffe [131 and Craggs 1141 developed theories to
explain the terminal crack velocity. A review of the investigations and theories
on terminal crack velocity was given by Kolsky [15].



-23-

7.3 Discussion of the Damage Velocities

The behavior observed; i. e.,. the rise of the damage velocity vD from terminal
crack velocity tc transversal wave. velocity CT when nucleation occurs and the
asymptotic, approach of longitudinal wave velocity CL, can be explained in the
following way. All experiments with blunt projectiles, have, shown that, crack
formation starts at the'iriipact'site of the edge- of -the projectile. The primary
fracture front is always formed with arcertain delaycompared to the secondary
cracks. This can be recognized clearly 'from the photographs 'in Figure 4.3.
Shear-wavesoare-generated at the edge of the projectile whereasthe material in
front of theprojectile is compressed by the longitudinal 'wave. Cracks are ggn-
erated first under thei-influence of shear stressesi I. e., 5the glasses are, more
sensitive to shear loading than to compressive loading;

A similar behavior is observed with the crack generation by nucleation. That
means nucleation occurs when the intensity of the shear wave exceeds a cer-
tain level. The loading range, where on the one hand the amplitude of the trans-
versal wave is high enough to stimulate all the potential nuclei, but on the other
hand the intensity of the compressive wave is not sufficiently high to nucleate
cracks, corresponds to the plateau in the vD - E.A diagram with vo = CT. The
high-speed photographs of impacts in this loading range demonstrate that
nucleation only occurs in the region which was already passed by the transver-
sal waves.

Figure 7.2 sets an example of an experiment with vc ; CT. Figure 7.2a shows an
SF6 plate 21.5 ps after impact at Vp = 60 m/s. The specimen is destroyed
mainly by nucleation. The photograph reveals that the front of the crack centers
clearly lags behind the first pressure wave (appears bright in this case). Figure
7.2b shows the corresponding path-time curve. The filled triangles represent the
position of the pressure wave, the other symbols indicate the fore and rear
fronts of the crack centers. The nucleation points were extrapolated. The slope
of the straight line through the nucleation points is 2.08 mm/ps, thet means the
damage velocity equals transversal wave velocity and crack formation from the
nucleation points starts with the arrival of the transversal wave.

With higher loadings nucleation is already observed in these zones which have
only been passed by the pressure wave. Figure 7.3 sets an example of this
case. The photograph of an SF6 plate 21.9 ps after impact at vp = 450 m/s is
shown in Figure 7.3a, the corresponding path-time curve is plotted in Figure
7.3b. Tne photograph reveals crack centers close to the second pressure pulse.
In the path-time curve the nucleation points range between the two straight
lines which represent the pressure wave and the shear wave, i. e., the pressure
wave initiates the cracks at the nuclei.
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14Figure 7.3 a) SF6 plate 21 .9 /is after impact, vp 450 m/s (shot no. 10045)
b) corresponding path-time curve
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8. Influence.of Specimen Geometry

8.- -Lateral Dimensions,

When the longitudinal wave L is reflected at the upper and lower edge of the
target-plate a. longitudinal- wave L' and -a transversal wave T' are generated.
Figure 8.1 shows -a schematic representation-of- these waves. L is a pressure

wavewhereas L' is a tensile wave.

The~impact experiments have demonstrated that crack centerscould be initiated
with the arrival of the relief wave L'.

For this reason it is necessary to- take into consideration only such nuclei that
have been formedunder similaror comparable conditions. Therefore, only those
crack centers were evaluated which have been generated under the influence of
the pressure wave L, the shear waves generated by the impact and the shear
waves which lead to the sequence of pressure pulses described in Chapter 5.

T'

L'L

Figure 8.1 Schematic of wave propagation in a plate caused by impact

8.2 Influence of Plate Thickness

The influence of the thickness of the target plates was investigated in impact
tests with K5 specimens of the thicknesses d = 8 mm, 17 mm, 28 mm, 40 mm
and 100 mm. Steel cylinders with 30 mm diameter and 23 mm length were
used in these experiments too. The measured values of the crack, wave, and
damage velocities with plate thicknesses up to 40 mm are listed in Tables 8.1 to

I
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,8.5. The propagation of the secondary fracture zones could be observed best
with the specimens of 8 mm and 17 mm thickness because these plates had the
dimensions 200 mm x 150 mm. The results with glass'blocks, of 100 mm thick-
ness are described in Chapter 9.

The, aimof, these limpactItestswas todetermine, the relationship between the
-platethickness and, thenucleatiorthresh0 ld. Therefore, most of the experi-
ments were conducted at Impact velocities inrthe'range from 20 m/s to 60 m/s.

The,,impact'tests-of glass plates, of 10mmthickness with blunt projectiles of
different calibers had shown that the nucication threshold was shifted towards
lower impact velocities with increasing caliber [11]. A nucleation threshold
couldlbe determined (with,.espect to the momentum flux E'A) independent of

thecaliber for one typeof glass and one plate thickness. A variation of the plate
thickness means also a change of the contact area and therefore of the
momentum flux. For this reason-we supposed that In case of different calibers a
nucleation threshold could be determined which is Independent of the plate
thickness, too. This hypothesis was not confirmed by the experiments.

The measured damage velocities vo are plotted versus the impact velocity vp in
Figure 8.2. A correlation between plate thickness and the impact velocity where
nucleation occurs cannot be derived from these data. The nucleation thresholds
with respect to vp are close together with plate thicknesses of 20 mm, 28 mm
and 40 mm in soite of the different impact geometries in these cases. With
plates of 20 mm thickness the diameter of the projectile D Is bigger than the
plate thickness d, with plates of 40 mm thickness it Is vice versa. A big differ-
ence between the nucleation thresholds is found with pkite thicknesses of 8 mm
and 10 mm although the geometry is nearly the same. The v0-E-A curves
(Figure 8.3) show that a representation of the data which is independent of the
plate thickness is not achieved this way. An unambiguous relation between the
momentum flux where nucleation occurs and the plate thickness could not be
recognized.

The results of the experiments with the highest impact velocities vpc where only
crack propagation at terminal crack velocity and no nucleation were observedare listed together with the results of the experiments with the lowest impact

velocities VpD where nucleation occurred in Table 8.6. The mean velocities and
the standard deviations of Vpc and Veo are specified below in the columns 2 and
3.

I-
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Tble 8.1 Results'iith K5 ,plats bf he -thickhessd' 8- '8m

[ms/] .. [NJ ,[mm/sIs Ami [m fsv [m/si,
10247 40' 526 -- 3220 1540, --

336

10281 48' 757 -- 317,0' 1570 --

3180

10251 54 958 5630 3150 1580 3070
3250

10250 70 1610 5830 3200 1550 3360
3140

10248 80 2102 5680 3110 1640 3310
3240

Table 8.2 Results with K5 plates of the thickness d 17 mm

Shot No. Vp E-A CL CT VC VD

_m/si (Ni [r/sJ m/si [m/si [mIs]
10298 48 1705 .. 1520 --

10261 54 2158 5450 3080 1570 --

3150

10299 60 2664 5660 3040 -- 3500
3020

10255 80 4736 5470 3310 1570 3460
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Table 8.3 ResultsWith K5?plates:Qf the thickness d = 20,mm

V P E C LCT Yc V

[ros] [NJ, [mis] [MIS], [mis, [m/sI.
10O185 21-5- 383, - - 1520, -

10187 29 696' - - 1470
'10292 34 957 - - 12

'10186 40 1325' 5510 3080 1550 -

________ ________ __3144_

10283 54 2414 - . 3310

Table 8.4 Results with K5 plates of the thickness d =28 mm

Shot No. Vp E-A I CL CT V VD

[mis] [N] I mis] [mis] [mis] [mis]
10207 29 875 -. 1520 -

10206 40 1664 - 3340 1610

10209 48 2396 5710 3210 - 3060
3350

10294 54 3033 5660 3180 1595 3380

1 1 1 130901

Table 8.5 Results with K5 plates of the thickness d =40 mm

Shot No. vp E-A CL CT VC VD

______ [mis] [N] [m/s) [m/s] [m/s] [mis]
10193 40 1696 -- 1520 --

10293 48 2442 -- 3010 1550 3400
3030

10199 54 3091 --- --

10194 80 6784 5680 -- 3510
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Figure 8.23 Versus. cuve around the nucleation threshold for K5 plates of
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Figure 8.3 v- vescuve around the nucleation threshold for K5 plates of
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Table,8.6; Ciack-and damage:velocitiegat the nucleation threshold with K5
plates of different thicknesses.

'd" VVCPD VCVD

[mm] [MM/si [m/si [m/si fm/sI
3,4 5-

'8 '48 1570
8 -- 54 -- 3070

10: 28 -- 1590 --

10 -- 35 -- 342d
17 54 -. 1570 --

17 - 60 - 3500
20 40 .. 1550 --

20 -- 54 -- 3310
28 40 -- 1610 --

28 .. 48 -- 3060
40 40 -- 1520 --

40 -- 48 .- 3400

Vpc = 41.7 m/s Vp 0 = 49.8 m/s
+ 8.8 m/s ±8.5 m/s

A specific result of the experiments is that nucleation occurs with high probabi'-
ity in the impact velocity range from 41.7 m/s to 49.8 m/s when K5 plates
(8 mm :5 d :5 40 mm) are impacted with steel cylinders (D = 30 mm, L =

* 23 mm). In the case of constant caliber and different plate thicknesses the
nucleation threshold ranges in a certain interval not only with respect to the
impact velocity but also with respect to the momentum flux. An order of the
nucleation threshold with respect to the plate thickness was not found.

9. Experiments with Blocks of K5

Three blocks of K5 glass of the dimensions 200 mm x 150 mm x 100 mm were
*available for impact experiments. The specimen were impacted on the sides

* ,with lengths of 200 mm x 150 mm with the same type of projectile used in the
experiments with thin specimen. The tests were conducted at impact velocities
of vp = 90 m/s, 416 m/s and 1040 m/s. Figure 9.1 shows six selected photo-
graphs of shot no. 10259 (vp = 90 m/s). The crack centers on the first photo-
graph (17.9 ps) have a nearly circular contour. Single cracks can be recognized
which emerge from the centers in all directions like prickles. However, the next

photographs show that these cracks mainly grow in and against the direction of
fire.
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Figure 9.1 High-speed photographs of a K5 block of 100 mm thickness,

vp =90 m/s, shot no. 10259
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Figure 9.2 Different views of the impacted K5 block (shot no. 10259)
a) overview; b) top view; c) side view
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igures 9)a; .- 2b~and 9'2c :show:photogr~aphs. of .the recovered glass block.
a and.9.26iclearly;show that;thespecimen was

n zone, The- mpact, area,-:is, 'the center of, a
s iiularconnric fractures..These~fractures include: an ang e',of
abdut, 60 &with ithe line of fire:'and ;frm'a .sequende of conical shells. The front
'surface f the conicail fragment ,in' the 'cehieP ,is Justthe'irhpact area When
looking at the crack formation from theside, I. e., the perspective of the Cranz.
Schardin camerai;,bne -recognizes :that, ihdse conescracks-areidentical with the
seconda-ry cra cks.Across secton t 'hrough;the mIddle of a thick" plate6 would
reveai ifraturepattfn ,similart6,.'those1observedwvih' thin:plateS. Thelast
Sphotograph of the"series~shown in Figure , 9.1:alsolreveals'cracks that peopagate
perpendicuiar to the ,direction of fIre. These cracks'separate'the front part'of the
glass, bloc k,which Is'lnterspersed among the secondary-cracks, from the rest at
a distance ofsabout, 30 mmfrom the' impacted surface. This can be clearly seen
In the side view of the specimen shown in Figure 9.2c.

The complete series ofU20 photographs of a glass block impacted at 1040 m/s
(shot no. 10327) Is shown In Figure 9,3, The time interval between the photo-
graphs is about 1 jus. On the first five photographs no details can be recognized
In the loaded zone behind the wave front. Damage of the glass and changes of
the refractive Index in the loaded region cause the deflection of the light so that
this zone appears black. On the photographs 7 to 15 damage can be recognized
directly behind the longitudinal wave. The enlargements of the photographs no.
10 and no, 15 shown in Figure 9.4 clearly reveal spherical crack centers ahead
of the projectile close to the compressive wave front. In contrast to the crack
centers observed at the low Impact velocity or with thin plates no single crack
tips can be seen here. But the evaluation of such centers demonstrated that
they grow at the terminal crack velocity of K5 glass. This shows that the cen-
ters consist of cracks although single cracks cannot be distinguished on the
photographs.

In the zones above and below the projectile crack centers are only observed in
these parts of the specimen which have been passed by the transversal waves.
In the schematic representation of the wave propagation (Figure 5.1) this corre-
sponds to the region which is surrounded by the lines that connect the points
A, G, H and B.

It is remarkable that the transversal waves are visible in thick glass specimen at
high loadings. On the photographs 16 to 20 no more crack centers are gener-
ated between the longitudinal wave and the transversal wave. It is assumed
that in this phase the amplitude of the longitudinal wave has decreased so far

t. that the intensity is no longer sufficient for nucleation. As long as the intensity
of the compressive wave is sufficiently high for nucleation, the damage velocity
is approximately equal to CL. This is confirmed by the path-time curve of this



~x~h~etwichis~ho n ,Ingure.-'This experiment, alsodAemonstrates
-ih~aiT ie ipig ., . ongitudinal waye yelocity'is pObssib le in -thick, plates.

Th~~~~~~~e~ eprmnpoeurhmoehanyqleation fp~pqs§ible.,without the influ-
- ~ec~othe~hea~waes gnertedat theA surfaces~ote target, plate. The dis-

4ance eee'the'pressure, pulses is' 135'mmwitli -,plate,"thicknesof 100

The-third glass.,'bockwas, impatca 41 ms this4eprmntascb

camera:was; addedto theaequipment insrv ;'h, poaa
ion from -the, side, and Afromt thopsimultanedusly. Figure,9-6,;ihoW& asche-

mai~ryigp te.xperimenta 1,,set-up.,, Amirro, was pos itioned -tbelow, the
* -specimer) whlch Was piace6d-'on~a~pol~carbo'nate platesothat the- light- from the-

sparks,,could lpass through,,t e target- fixing ,andihe,target. A lens foc'US6S.the
I ight-'ab'ove the ,specimen~and- mirrorreflects ittowards,,the camera. The opti-
cal arrangement for, the, observation, f rom-the; side, is the same as in all the
experiments with thin plates. Figure 9.7a shows the complete series of photo-
graphs In the, side, view,,the top view photographs are shown in Figure 9.7b.
The frame rate was-500 kHz.
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7Fig ure 9.3 Complete series of high-speed photographs of a 100 mm thick K5
block impacted at vp 1040 m/s (shot no. 10327); frame rate
1 MVHz (inpt'ict direction fromn right to left)
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Figure 9.4 Enilargements-of the photographs no 10 and~rho. 15 of
shot no.. 1O327,,(Impa~t dliectlonfrom left to right)
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Figure 9.5 Path-time plot of shot no. 10327



~~urid co~e ncave

Figure 9.6 Schematic of the experiment 'al configuration for simultaneous side
view and top view high-speed photography
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Figure 9.7b Complete series of top view photographs of shot no. 10697
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The wave propagation, is very clearly visible in both directions of observation.
trnsversa!waves~ae6bserved ,which-are generated at the eoge' of the

pojec The develpment of. spherica I crack centers 'is-visible most clearly
'fromphotographsl6,to;10 T., hefirsit,,crack center. is to be seen close behind the
uppertransversal~wave :,onphotograph 6., Only,-thedevelopment of this first
crack, center',can,,be observed-in thetop, Mew because t covers the other ones.

'The patltime curves:(Figure 9;8)Erevealthat the ffirst' three leading crack cen-
t are ra-generated-,by the transversa.1wave The ,fourth crack center which is

phtorah - t be, ngitudlinal,obseredifrston 2psograph .2- mstog,,,,"generated'by :the lo
ave; Its positin oin thepatlhtime curve, isbetweenthe two straight lineswhich

reprean the.longitudinal :and the transverswia'Ves This crack center exhibits
the4siame, ellipsoidaI shape as-it wasfound with most of the crack centers
observed in" thin, plates. A comparison of the side and top view photographs
shows that this crack center Is placed on the surface of the specimen. Figure
9.9 showsenlargements of photograph 13 in both directions of observation.
The crack center co:misidered Is marked with an arrow. The series of the top
view photographs also shows that cracks are continuously generated along the
surfaces. It Is not posslble to make a clear distinction between the cracks that
started from the surface and those cracks which started from the impacted
edge of the specimen in the side view. But the combination of both directions of
observation has demonstrated that the spherical crack centers are generated in
the interior of the glass block. From this result it Is concluded that the spherical
crack centers observed close behind the longitudinal wave in shot no. 10327
(vp = 1040 m/s) were In the interior of the specimen, too.

125

100 CLt 5885 MI
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Figure 9.8 Path-time plot of shot no. 10697
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Figure 9.9a Shot no. 10697, photograph no. 13, side view, 25 ps after impact

F

SFigure 9.9b Shot no. 10697, phtograph no. 13, top view, 25/s after impact
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10. Failure Waves

10.1 Review of Work on FailureWaves,

An alternative approact tfe~deiqriptin .of'iractr and' damage propagation
in glasses instead ofpthe amagevelocity:cet,,w , ahosen by several inves-
tigators during the last 'four ,years.,The conceaptofifailure ,waves was introduced
first by Rasorenov, Kanel, Fortov and AAbasehov, in 19914161. They performed
planar shock wave experimentswithfused.,'uartzand the optical glass K19.
The free surface velocity was measured-and, fromthe ,wave profiles it was
inferred that a zone. ofofaled, material expanded; Into the .specimens from the
impacted surface. This:process was-described-andinterpreted as the propaga-

tion of a failure wave. Failure wave velocities. 1.5 km/s were observed. Spal-
lation was not found when the Impact conditions were chosen such that the
expected spall plane.was located in the zone which had been passed by the
failure wave. From this the authors concluded that the failed layer had zero
resistance to tension and a reduced impedance was inferred from the increase
of the surface velocity in the wave profile.

Kanel et al. [17] obtained similar wave profiles in experiments with K8 glass
where the longitudinal and lateral stresses were measured with manganin
gauges.

In order to examine the existence of failure waves in glass Brar et al. (18] per-
formed plate impact experiments (uniaxial strain) on soda-lime glass and pyrex.
The stress profiles were measured at the interface of the rear side of the target
plate and a PMMA backing by means of manganin gauges. Brar et al. inter-
preted the results of the plate impact experiments in terms of failure waves and
concluded that "the spall strength of soda lime glass depends on the location of
the spall plane with respect to the propagating failure wave". The failure wave
velocity observed was 1.7 km/s.

Additionally, bar-impact experiments (uniaxial stress) were performed on these
materials (Brar and Bless (191) and the fracture propagation was observed with
a high-speed Imacon framing camera. Brar and Bless observed failure front
velocities in pyrex bars between 2300 m/s and 5200 m/s. The failure front
velocity increased with increasing loading.

Recently, Raiser and Clifton 1201 examined the influence of surface roughness
on the formation of failure waves. They conducted plate impact experiments on
aluminosilicate glass specimens and the free surface velocity-time-profiles were
measured. The experiments delivered no evidence to suggest a significant influ-
ence of surface roughness on the formation of a failure wave. On the basis of
these experiments Clifton [21] proposed a micromechanical explanation of the
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failure wave phenomenon and developed an-analytical model for the interpreta-
tion of failure wavesas pirola'gating phase transitions.

10.2 Plate Impact Tests of K5 Glass

The optical glass K5 (p= 2.59 g/cm3, cL = 5750 m/s) .used in the investiga-
tions of fracture-and damage is very similar to the K19 glass (p = 2.62 g/cm3

cL = 5600 m/s) used by kanel. Therefore, r it was expected that plate impact
tests with K5 glass-could provide a link between the failure wave concept and
the damage velocity concept.

Two experiments on K5 were performed by H. Nahme and his coworkers at
EMI, Frelburg. Steel plates of three millimeters thickness were used as impac.
ters. The thickness of the target plates was 10 mm. In the first experiment,
which was conducted at an Impact velocity of vp = 765 m/s the signal was cut
after 2.5 ps and no statement could be made about failure wave propagation or
spallation. The second experiment was conducted at vp = 839 m/s. The cr're-
sponding free surface velocity-time plot is shown in Figure 10.1, the dLance-
time-plot In Figure 10.2. The wave profile (Fig. 10.1) exhibits no typical pull
back signal as it Is found when spallation occurs. The late rise of the free sur-
face velocity at about 2.6 ps does not seem to indicate spall because In case of
spoliation the rise in velocity should occur earlier (Fig. 10.2). Additionally, a

reflection of the waves at the spall plane would have lead to another decrease
of the free surface velocity. When the rise at 2.6 ps Is interpreted as the arrival
of a compression wave, caused by reflection of the release wave at a layer of
ialled matei;al with a lower Impedance, a failure wave velocity can be derived of
about 1000 m/s. We suppose that the increase of pressure could have pre-
v6nted the formation of spall in this case [22].
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10.3 Discussion

On one hand;the failure:wave: velocity,/of 100O.m/si which was derived fron
odr plate:impactexperiment on K5glass, -corresponlsto the-velocities of failure
waves observed by Kanel in the K19 glass. Onthe-other, hand, these velocities
are low compared to the damage velocities that were observed at similar impact
,velocities~with edge-on impact experiments; Nevertheless, wethink that there is
no Contradictionobetween ,these' results. ln:the plate, Impact experiments the
specimeh is submitted to unlaxial strain whereas the loading situation is very
complex, in zthe-edg6,on tests Furthermoetihere 'are,'big differerices 'in the
dimenion,-of,,the.specimensand the time;Intervals Of'observation. In the plate
impacts only. the"damage is probed'that propagates from the impacted surface
into the specimenover a period of a few microseconds. In the edge-on experi-
ments the damage is considered up to distances of 100 mm or more
(experiments with blocuks of K5) from the Impact surface over time intervals of
about 30 ps. When comparing the results of the two different types of experi-
ments one has to be aware of the fact that in the damage velocity concept the
damage velocity Is determined by the formation of several crack centers which
have been initiated by the stress waves. This means that the damage in the
zone which has been passed by the stress waves is restricted to the crack
centers first. (The crack centers themselves expand at terminal crack velocity In
all directions.) For example a damage velocity equal to transversal wave velocity
CT does not mean that the specimen is totally destroyed in the region which has
been passed by the transversal waves. This is clearly demonstrated by the
experiments on the thick blocks of K5 glass (see for example Fig. 9.7a and
9.7b). The damage is localized in the crack centers at the front. If in such an
experiment the wave propagation were probed in the same way as in the plate
impact tests, the results for failure wave velocities would be different from the
observed damage velocity. The release wave would probably not be reflected
from the few crack centers which are advanced most. Probably the wave would
be reflected only when the density of crack centers and fracture is high enough.
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11. Summary of the Results with Glasses

P, The propagation,ofwavesand damage at, impactof- cylindrical steel projec-
-tilesas investigated qualitatively and;quantitatively-for four different types
of glass(K5, E6,,SF6 and floatglass).

* The, damage velocities were, measured -as a function of impact velocity and
the,thresh0lds forthe:nucleation of, cracks were determined.

All four,g!asses reveala similarbehavlour. The:damagevelocity equals term-
pal crack velocity-at .lowloadings;,rises, to, transversalwave velocity when
nucleation occurs ,and, approaches longitudinal wave velocity with very high
loadings. The behaviour, was observed Independent of the thickness of the
target plates.

Three experiments with thick blocks of the optical glass K5 were performed.
Simultaneous side view and top view high-speed photography was applied In
one of these experiments. This technique allows to distinguish between sur-
face damage and damage In the interior of the specimen.

The experiments demonstrated that nucleation is induced In the interior of the
specimen when the Intensity of the stress waves exceeds a certain threshold.
%he spherical shape of the crack centers indicates that the cracks grow in all
directions at the same speed.
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Part 11.

Experiments with Ceramics
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12. Compilation of the Experiments

Three types of ceramics were tested: "PAD" - SiC-B (PAD = Pressure Assisted
Densified) , and "PAD" - TiB2 from CERCOM Company and the CeramTech A
1898 A1203 from HOECHST Company. The experiments were conducted in a
similar way to the experiments with glasses. The specimens were impacted
edge-on with steel cylinders of 30 mm diameter and 23 mm length. The dimen-
sions of the specimens were also 100 mm x 100 mm x 10 mm. Fracture propa-
gation was observed on the surfaces of the specimens by means of a Cranz-
Schardin camera during the first 20 ps after impact. In order to visualize the
cracks the surface of the ceramics has to be polished mirror-like. Otherwise the
intensity of the reflected light would not be sufficiently high to observe details.
With the A1203 specimens a mirror-like surface cannot be achieved. Therefore,
they were coated with a thin layer6f silver or aluminium.

It is not possible to summarize the fracture phenomena observed witn ceramics
as It was done with the glasses, where a few types of damage could be distin-
guished clearly. Therefore, the single experiments are described in detail in
Chapter 14. An attempt to classify the different fracture phenomena Is made in
Chapter 15. The experiments performed are listed in the Tables 12.1 (SIC), 12.2
(TiB2) and 12.3 (AI203). The damage velocities denote either the mean velocity
of the fastest fracture observed or the mean velocity of a fracture front. This is
explained in the description of each experiment. Two SiC specimens were
tested at impact velocities below 30 m/s. With the impact velocity vp = 20 m/s
no cracks were generated during the time interval of observation. However, the
Impacted specimen exhibits one single, visible crack which started from the
impacted edge and has a length of about 1.5 cm. The fracture propagation at vp
= 25 m/s could not be observed because of a trigger failure, The specimen was

separated into several big fragments in this experiment.

.i j .. .. . .... .. .... . i - -
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Table 12.1 Experiments with SIC

Shot NO. Vp E.A vo
[m/s] -[N] [m/s]

10105 31 227 4860
10111 54 688' 5660
10107 85 1705 '5900
10118 150 5310 (7950)
10137 175 7228 6620
10325 185 8077 '8270
10116 220 11422 9400
10359 369 32134 9250
10358 446 46944 -'m
10362 513 62108 10090
10142 671 106257 10260
10145 1033 251833 -m
10146 1033 251833 .f
10147 1040 255258 11150

m misalignment of the specimen
f trigger failure

Table 12.2 Experiments with TIB2

Shot No. Vp E.A VD

[m/s] IN] [m/si

10108 31 256 4850
10110 54 776 5600
10130 62 1023 6680
10119 70 1303 7290
10109 85 1922 7470
10326 108 3103 8370
10136 150 5985 8760
10117 210 11731 9250
10360 353 33146 8390'm
10367 564 84614 10420
10144 683 124086 -°f
10143 784 163540 11195
10366 1000 266000 11510

I. 2
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Table 12.3 Experiments with A1203 (CeramTech A1898)

Shot No. Vp E.A VD

[m/i] [N] [m/s]
10131 31 311 3090
10132 85 2337 5310

10134 150 7277 5635
10135 220 '15653 9630
5570 707 104968 9400
5542 1062 139200 9500

13. Material Properties

Physical and mechanical properties of the ceramics as given by the manufac-
turer are listed in Table 13.1.

Table 13.1 Physical and mechanical properties of the ceramics

Material SiC 1.152 A120 (98 %)

Density p [g/cm3] 3.23 4.52 3.79
Young's Modulus IGPa] 427 537 360
Compressive Strength [GPaj 3.41 4.82 4
Bulk Modulus [GPaJ 223 233 ...

Shear Modulus [GPa] 195 249
Poisson's Ratio 0.14 0.11 ---
cL [m/s] 12250 11285 10440
c; [m/si 7765 7431

The structure of the three types of ceramics is very different which can be
recognized from the three micrographs shown in Figure 13.1. The SiC is a very
fine grained material with an average grain size of 2 pm, whereas the average
grain size in the alumina is 9 pm. The maximum grain length observed with
these two ceramics is about 30 pm. Much bigger differences in the size of the
grains occur in the TiB2, where the dimensions of the smallest grains are a few
micrometers and the largest grains attain lengths of about 180 pm. However,
the most important feature of this material is, that it exhibits cracks already in
the initial state. These cracks predominantly occur along the boundaries of the
large grains or they cleave large grains over their full length.

"I K, = .. . . . , . _ ,
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Figure 13.1 Micrographs of the different ceramics in the initial state
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14. Descriptionand:.Evaluatibn of Damage

14.1 Experiment ith SIC6

Shot No. 10105.111i

A selection of sixhigbh-speedl photographs-,hows the specimen between 4 ps
and 20 psafter impct, In FIure 14.1-:(dlrection'.bf loading from left to right). On
some ofthe photograp'sconcentriringsian be -seen, on the surface of the
ceramic plate which are" caused,,bythe.-polIshing process. Several cracks start
from the impactededge; The crack that'is opened most widely starts from the
impact site of the- lover edge of the projectile. Above this crack two other
cracks (R1, R2) propagate nearly parailel on a curve into the specimen.
Branching occurs frequently with the lower crack. The mean velocities of the
two cracks R1 and.,R2 are -vc, = 3690,m/s -and Vc2 = 4860 m/s. The
corresponding path-tfie curves are shown In Figure 14.2. All the cracks that
could be seen on, the high-speed photographs were found in the specimen
which could be rebuiltfrom the recovered fragments (Fig. 14.3). The fine cracks
that branch off R2 can be recognized, too, but they do not reach to the back
side of the plate. Only the main fracture pierces the plate completely.

When comparing the high-speed photographs to the photographs of the reas-
sembled specimens one has to take Into consideration that all the photographs
of the specimens are flipped over with respect to the impact axis.

ENN
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Figure 14.1 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10105
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Figure 14.2 Path-time plots of shot no. 10105

Impact site -

Figure 14.3 Reassembled specimen of shot no. 10105
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Shot No. 10111 (SiC, vp = 54 m/s)

The first one of the high speed photographs (Fig. 14.6) shows that crack for-
mation starts: a the-.impact of the-upper edge of the projectile. Several cracks
which proipaate near!Y arallel form a triangular fracture zone, similar to the
secondary fracture zones observed with glasses. This can be recognized most
clearly from photograph, No. 4,8-ps, after impact (Fig. 14.6). The crack which
starts from the impact site of the upper edge of the projectile divides into three
main branches. The velocity of the three branches is in the range from 4670
m/s (Fig. 14.7a) to 5230 m/s (Fig. 14.7b). From the 4th photograph on, two
other, frequently branching cracks are observed which propagate with a mean
velocity of 5660 m/s (Fig. 14.7c). The last photograph shows clearly that the
upper one of these two 'cracks has a sharp edge first. Figure 14.4 shows the

impacted specimen rebuilt from the recovered fragments. The arrow points to
the place of the transition between the two fracture types. An inspection of the
crack surfaces (Fig. 14.5) exhibits the place where the transition from a crack

S with sharp edges to a crack with fuzzy edges occurs. The fracture surfaces are

smooth from the impacted edge on. Then, several grooves radiate from a place
on the back surface of the plate can be seen. The further crack propagation
generates rough crack surfaces where no directed structure can be recognized.

Figure 14.4 Reassembled specimen of shot no. 10111

Impacted
edge . .. .

Figure 14.5 Fracture surface which changes from smooth (sharp edges) to
rough (fuzzy e,'.es) of shot no. 10111



-56-

ps ys

2 8

4.29

6 12

Figure 14.6 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10111
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Figure 14.7 Path-time plots of shot no. 10111

Shot No. 10107 (SIC, Vp - 85 m/s)

The high-speed photographs (Fig. 14.8) show the specimen during the interval

of time from 4 ps to 18 us after impact. Many cracks radiate from the impacted

edge. The cracks that start from the impact site of the edge of the projectile

have opened most widely in the beginning (photographs 1 - 3). These cracks

will be denoted cone cracks in the following. The designations for the different

types of cracks are chosen analogous to the designations of the fracture types

in glass. The cracks which are generated in the region between the cone cracks

are called primary cracks. The cracks above and below the cone cracks are

denoted secondary cracks. The secondary cracks start in a direction perpen-

dicular to the impacted edge, change their direction of propagation after a very

short time and then grow nearly parallel to the cone cracks. This can be recog-

nized most clearly on photograph 1.
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Figure 14.8 High-speed photographs of shot no 10107
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A wave front precedes the fracture front. The mean velocity of the wave is

7180 m/s (Fig. 14.10 a), which means that it Js a transversal wave. The

damage which can be seen at the lower, edge of, the specimen, in front of the
observed wave, is generated duringthe reflection of the longitudinal wave.
Photograph, 5, shows that the cracks which branch off the main fracture
suddenly include abigger angle with the main direction of fracture. This is due
to the interaction of the crack tips with the relief wave that was generated at
the rear edge of the specimen.

The area immediate in front of the projectile appears black on the photographs,
which means that no light is reflected to the camera from there. The contour of
this area changes with time. Parts of the surface within this area which appear
black on one photograph, are again visible at a later time. From this observation
it can be' concluded that elastic deformation of the ceramics is one of the
causes for the deflection of the light. Additionally, shell-shaped fragments are
generated In the impact zone. When such a fragment is separated from the
ceramic plate It sometimes happens that the polished surface of the fragment is
Inclined with respect to the surface of the undamaged specimen just at such an
angle, that the light from one spark is reflected to another lens of the camera. A
part of the film is then exposed twice and the contour of the fragment appears
more bright on the photograph. The bright spot in photograph 1 results from
such a process, too.

IR3

Figure 14.9 Reassembled specimen of shot no. 10107
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Allthe cracks that had been observed during impact were found in the speci-
men which was rebuilt from the recovered fragments (Fig. 14.9). The surfaces
of the-radial cracksR2 to R4 are smooth alongthe first 10 to 15 mm from the
impacted edge and become rough then. The cracksR5 and R6 do not pierce the

,specimen onthe first 25 mm from the impacted edge. R7 and R8 do not pierce
the ceramic plate over their full length. The mean velocities'of the cracks were
in the rangefrom~vc = 4900 m/s to Vc2 = 5220 m/s (Fig. 14.10), the mean
velocity of the fracture front was vD = 5900 m/s.
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Figure 14.10 Path-time plots of shot no. 10107
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Shot No. 10118 (SIC, vp = 150 m/s)

The high-speed photographs (Fig. 14.11) show the specimen over a period of
11 ps. Tfhefracture,0'attern consistsof cone cracks, about 15 radial cracks and
a fewsecOndary cracks. The black'area is restricted to the region between the
cone cracks. The wave ahead of the fracture front propagates at a mean veloc-
ity of 7150m/s (Fig. 14.12a). The neanvelocity.ofthe radial cracks varies in
the range from 4960 m/s to 5380 m/s,(R6) excepted R8 and R12. (The upper
cone crack has the numberone. The other cracks are counted clockwise.) R8
grows much faster (Vc8 = 7950 m/s ) than the other cracks wher-as R12
propagates much slower (Vc -= '4400 m/s). The mean velocity of tne upper
cone crack is 4110 m/s. A compilatlonhof.the corresponding path-time curves Is
shown In Fig. 14.12b to 14.12e. The-measured values of the positions of dif-
ferent crack tips are nearly equal in some cases. Therefore, not all the path-time
curves are shown in Fig. 14.12.

One of the secondary cracks could be observed on several photographs. The
mean velocity Is 4350 m/s.

An inspection of the projectile showed that the specimen had been slightly
misaligned with respect to the shot axis. The projectile hit the plate on the back
side first. This is probably the reason for the difference of 2 ps between the
extrapolated onset of fracture and wave propagation (Fig. 14.12a) and explains
the intersection of the straight lines.

)i
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Figure 14.11 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10118
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Figure 14.12 Path-time plots of shot no. 10118
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Shot No. 10137 (SiC, Vp = 175 m/s)

The photographs in,Figure 14.14 show thedevelopment of damage in the SiC
specimen impacted-with, 175 mis. In particular, the photographs 4 to 6 clearly
exhibit Secondary cracksbelow the, impact zone. The evaluation of the positions
of the crack, ipsresulted 'inmean velocities of 2910 m/s, 3060 m/s, 3540 m/s
and 3980 m/s. Three of the primary, cracks could be observed over a period of
several microseconids. The mean vel6cities, are vci = 6050 m/s, Vc2 = 6620
m/s and Vc3 = 6500-m/s (Fig. 14.13). The otner primary cracks could not be
evaluated because of the black area, which was restricted to the region
between the conecracks-in this experiment, too.

At a distance of about 1 cm, from the rear edge of the specimen a spall zone
can be observed on photograph 10. The next photograph shows a second spall
zone between the edge of the plate and the first spall zone.
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Figure 14.13 Path-time plots of the main fractures R1, R2, R3 and the
secondary cracks
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Figure 14.14 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10137
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Shot No. 10325 (SiC, Vp = 185 m/s)

The fracture propagation in SiC after impact at 185 m/s is shown in Figure
14.16. In this experiment the specimen exhibits secondary cracks most clearly.
The mean velocities of the secondary cracks are in the range from 3240 m/s to
4180 m/s. The cone cracks branch out frequently and grow at mean velocities
of 5360 m/s (upper) and 5410 m/s (lower). Three main fractures with fuzzy
edges have developed between the cone cracks. The mean propagation veloci-
ties are vci = 5780 m/s, Vc2 = 8270 m/s and Vc3 = 8220 m/s (Fig. 14.15). In
this case Vc3 means the propagation velocity of the bundle of cracks in horizon-
tal direction and does not mean the velocity of the single cracks that form the
crack bundle. The last three photographs show spall zones near the rear edge of
the specimen.
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Figure 14.15 Path-time plots of shot no. 10325
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Figure 14.16 High-speed photographs of shot no, 10325
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Figure 14.16 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10325
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Shot No. 10116 (SIC, vp = 220 m/s)

The photographs in Figure 14.17 show the destruction of a SIC plate after
impact at 220 m/s over a period of 8 ps. Already a few microseconds after
impact a dense front of radial cracks can be observed. Two main fractures
develop in the course of the next microseconds,. which consist of many short

cracks with fuzzy edges. These cracks are generated successively and close
together. The main fracture path in the center of the specimen propagates at a
mean velocity of 9400 m/s and determines the damage velocity in horizontal
direction (Fig. 14.20). The term damage velocity is used here, because the
velocity of a fracture front is considered and not the velocity of a single, con-
tinuously growing crack.

Shot No. 10359 (SIC, vp = 370 m/s)

The destruction of the SIC specimen after impact at 370 m/s is illustrated in

Figure 14.18. A dense fracture front which consists of many short cracks with
fuzzy edges is observed during the first microseconds. Single fractures can be
distinguished from photograph 4. However, it is hardly possible to measure the

propagation velocities of the different fractures because the crack tips can not
be recognized clearly. Additionally, the edges of cracks that have been formed
during the interval of time between two photographs are shifted with respect to
the positions of the crack edges on the previous photograph. From the observa-
tion of the surface it is not possible to distinguish whether the crack surface has
turned in the interior of the plate or whether a new crack has been generated
close to the initial crack. Therefore, the whole fracture propagation is character-
ized by the damage velocity VD = 9250 m/s in this case (Fig. 14.21).

Shot No. 10358 (SIC, vp = 446 m/s)

With this experiment the projectile did not hit the edge of the specimen prop-
erly. Therefore, it was not evaluated.

Shot No. 10362 (SIC, vp = 513 m/s)

Six selected photographs (Figure 14.19) show the damage of the SiC specimen.
A front of many radial cracks with fuzzy edges grows at high velocity into the
specimen. It is not possible to evaluate single cracks. The mean velocity of the
fracture front was vD = 10090 m/s (Fig. 14.22).I-
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Figure 14.17 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10116
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Figure 14.18 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10359
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Figure 14.19 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10362
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Figure 14.20 Path-time plot of shot no. 10116
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Figure 14.21 Path-time plot of shot no. 10359

100

80

40

20

0 . .

0 5 t IJs] 10 15

Figure 14.22 Path-time plot of shot no. 10362
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Shot No. 10142 (SiC, vp = 670 m/s)

the stress waves causes a strong deformation of the surface so that the frac-

ture propagation is vastly superimposed by the black area. With this experiment
and all other shots at higher impact velocities sparks were generated at the
impacted edge of the specimen. The light from these glowing particles is seen
on the photographs in the form of bright, curved stripes. The mean velocity of
the damage front was 10260 m/s (Fig. 14.23). The evaluation of the cracks
which can be seen in the lower half of the specimen resulted in fracture
velocities between 6700 m/s and 6800 m/s.

Shot No. 10147 (SiC, vp = 1040 m/s)

At the impact velocity of 1040 m/s the fracture propagation is superimposed by
the impact flash and the black area first (see Fig. 14.26). After a few micro-
seconds a dense front of cracks with fuzzy edges can be recognized. Single
radial cracks occur at big angles against the shotline. The density of the fracture
front decreases rapidly. The damage velocity was 11150 m/s (Fig. 14.24).
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Figure 14.25 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10142
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Figure 14.26 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10147
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14.2 Experiments with TiB2

Shot No. 10108 (TiB 2, vP = 31 m/s)

The fracture' propagation in TiB2 after impact at 31 m/s is illustrated in Figure
14.27. The lower cone crack can :be recognized first and evaluated on four
photographs. The mean velocity of this crack was vc = 4850 m/s (Fig. 14.33).

The other cracks were only visible When they had reached the edge of the
specimen. The concentric rings on the surface are due to the polishing process.
Similarto the experiments with SiC, the specimens could .,i rebuilt from the
fragments at impact velocities below-9Om'/s.The reassembled ceramic plate of
this experiment is shown In Figure 14.30.

Shot No. 10110 (TI 2, Vp = 54 m/s)

Figure 14.28 shows six high-speed photographs of a TIB2 specimen which was
impacted at 54 m/s. The cone cracks can be seen first and the propagation
velocity of the lower cone crack is 4950 m;b. About 10 to 15 radial cracks

develop in the primary fracture zone. The edge! of the cracks appear as fine
sharp lines and a portion of them cannot be svan over 1.9ir full length. Some of
the cracks or visible parts of cracks cannot be associated with cracks toiat have
grown from the impacted edge. The damage velocity : determined by the
velocity of the main fracture MF which grows just "elow the center of the plate
(see Fig. 14.34) at a mean velocity of vD = 5C00 mls. The reassembled speci-
men (Fig. 14.31) exhibits all the cracks seen on Cie high-speed photographs. It
is remarkable that only a few main cracks pierce the specir;en whereas mnst of
the primary cracks observed on !he high-speed photoLr.,phs do not extend to
the back side of the ceramic plate.

Shot No. 10130 (TiB 2 , vp = 62 m/s)

A TiB2 specimen after impact at 62 m/s is shown in Figure 14.29. One crack
(R1) with a sharp and smooth edge which includes a big angle with tha shot line,
propagates at vc = 3840 m/s into the specimen. A second crack (R2) proceeds
on a curve first and then straight ahead at a mean velocity of vc = 6070 m/s

(Fig. 14.35). This crack exhibits sharp edges in the beginning and fuzzy edges
at a later time. An examination of the crack surfaces dio not show any
significant difference in the structure of the part where the edge appeared sharp
and the part which corresponds to the fuzzy edges. The fracture front in the
lower half of the specimen propagated at 6680 m/s. The reassembled specimen
is shown in Figure 14.32.
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Figure 14.27 Hiugh-speed photographs of sh~ot no. 10108
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Figure 14.28 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10110



*'-82-

3.7 10.6

5,z 11.7

S.7 13.7

Figure 14.29 High-speed photographs of shot rio. 10130
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Figure 14.30 Reassembled specimen of shot no. 10108
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Figure 14.31 Reassembled specimen of shot no. 10110
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Figure 14.32 Reassembled specimen of shot no. 10130
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Figure 14.35 Path-time plots of shot no. 10130
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Shot No. 10119 (TiB2, Vp = 70 m/s)

A field of cracks or visible edges of cracks develops between the two cone

cracks in a TiB2 specimen which was impacted at 70 m/s (Fig. 14.36). Most of

the cracks do not pierce the specimen as the photograph of the reassembled

ceramic plate (Fig. 14.39) shows. In this experiment the lower cone crack
propagated at 4240 m/s. The damage velocity vD (velocity of the front of the
fracture field) was 7290 m/s (Fig. 14.41).

Shot No. 10109 (TiB2, vp = 85 m/s)

Figure 14.37 shows the destruction of a TiB2 specimen after impact at 85 m/s.

The front of the crack field propagates with a mean velocity of 7470 m/s (Fig.
14.43), the upper cone crack grows at 4870 m/s. One continuously growing

crack with a sharp edge (R 3) was observed which could be evaluated. The

crack velocity vc was 4080 m/s (Fig. 14.43). After the reflection of the stress
wave at the rear edge of the specimen a spall zone is observed at a distance of

1.1 cm from this edge. A few secondary cracks were observed in this experi-
ment and in some of the other experiments at low impact velocities. The forma-
tion of secondary fracture zones, as observed with glasses and in a few cases
with SiC, was never observed with TiB2. The photograph of the reassembled

specimen (Fig. 14.40) shows that much more of radial cracks have pierced the
ceramic plate compared to the shots at lower velocities. The inspection of the
crack surfaces confirmed that an unambiguous correlation between the appear-

ance of the crack edges at the surface of the plate and the structure of the
crack surfaces cannot be established. Only the fractures parallel to the polished

surface of the plates exhibit smooth surfaces.

Shot No. 10326 (TiB 2, Vp = 108 m/s)

A dense, homogeneous field of cracks developed after the impact at 108 m/s in
TiB2 specimen (see Fig. 14.38). The front of the crack field propagated at a
mean velocity of 8370 m/s (Fig. 14.42).
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Figure 14.39 Reassembled specimen of shot no. 10119

Figure 14.40 Reassembled specimen of shot no. 10109
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Figure 14.43 Path time plots of shot no. 10109

Shot No. 10136 (TiB 2, vp = 150 m/s)

The fracture front and the lower cone crack (sharp edge) could be evaluated
after the TiB2 specimen was impacted at 150 m/s. The damage process is illus-
trated in Figure 14.44. The damage velocity was 8760 m/s, the lower cone
crack grew at 4370 m/s (Fig. 14.45). The black spots that are visible within the
crack field seem to correspond to small pits where material is broken out of the
surface of the ceramic plate. This hypothesis is based on the examination of the
surfaces of recovered fragments. Figure 14.46 shows a photograph of two
fragments. Along the paths of several cracks pits have formed where material is
broken out. Another remarkable feature of some fragments is that they are just
5 mm thick which means that the specimen was partially cleaved in the middle.
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Figure 14.45 Path-time plot of shot no. 10136

Figure 14.46 Photograph of two fragments of the specimen from shot
no. 10136
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Shot No. 10117 (Ti 2, vp = 210 m/s)

The damage processes in a TiB2 plate impacted at 210 m/s are illustrated in
Figure 14.47. It was difficult to observe the cracks in this specimen because of
the incomplete finishing of the surface. The evaluation of the damage front
resulted in a damage velocity of 9250 m/s (Fig. 14.51).

Shot No. 10360 (TiB2 , vp = 353 m/s)

After impact at 353 m/s a dense, homogeneous field of cracks radiates from the
impacted edge of the TiB2 specimen (Fig. 14,48). The number of cracks per unit
area decreases the farther the field has propagated. The damage velocity was
8390 m/s (Fig. 14.52). The lower damage velocity compared to shot No. 10117
(vp = 210 m/s) is probably due to a misalignment of the specimen. The axis of
the projectile was shifted a few millimeters with respect to the middle plane of
the ceramic plate so that the contact area was smaller compared to the other
experiments.

Shot No. 10367 (TiB2, Vp = 560 m/s)

*The fracture patterns observed after impact at 560 m/s in TiB 2 (Fig. 14.49) is
very similar to that of shot No. 10360 (Vp = 353 m/s). A fracture field radiates
from the impacted edge and the number of cracks per unit area decreases with
time of propagation. The damage velocity was 10420 m/s (Fig. 14.53). The
bright stripes which superimpose the photographs are due to sparks generated
by the impact. The head wave of the projectile can be recognized on the first
three photographs.

Shot No. 10143 (TiB2 , Vp = 784 m/s)

A new damage phenomenon was found with TiB2 at an impact velocity of
784 m/s. The photographs of the specimen (Fig. 14.50) show that the fracture
front is preceded by a field of black spots on the surface.The damage velocity,
which means in this case the propagation velocity of the front of the black
spots, was 11195 m/s (Fig. 14.54). Only a few fragments of the specimen
could be recovered, most of it was comminuted to very small particles. But an
examination of the surfaces of the recovered fragments revealed many small
pits where material was broken out (Fig. 14.55). The difference to the black
spots observed with shot no. 10136 (vp = 150 m/s) is that here the spots
occur ahead of the fracture front. The macroscopic inspection of the fragments
reveals further more that this specimen was cleaved in the middle between the
polished surface and the rear surface, too. Figure 14.56 shows a photograph of
recovered fragments.
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Figure 14.47 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10117
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Figure 14.48 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10360
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Figure 14.49 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10367
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Figure 14.50 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10143
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Figure 14.52 Path-time plot of shot no. 10360
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Figure 14.53 Path-time plot of shot no. 10367
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Figure 14.154: Path-timei plot of shot no. 10143

Figure 14.55 Photograph of two fragments of shot no. 10143
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Figure 14.56 Fragments of 5 mm thickness from shot no. 10143
(scale in cm)
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Shot No. 10366 (TiB2 , Vp = 1000 m/s)

The TiB2 plate impacted at 1000 m/s (Fig. 14.57) exhibits the same damage
phenomena observed in the experiment at 780 m/s. Black spots precede the
fracture field. The damage velocity was 11510 m/s (Fig. 14.59).

14.3 Experiments with Alumina (A1zO 3 )

Shot No. 10131 (AI=O 3 CeramTech AD 1898, vp = 31 m/s)

Only one cone crack could be recognized and evaluated during the time interval
of observation. The mean fracture velocity was 3090 m/s.

Shot No. 10132 (A 203 CeramTech AD 1898, vp = 85 m/s)

Figure 14.58 shows an A1203 ceramic plate after impact at 85 m/s. The surface
of the specimen was coated with a layer of silver. The crack pattern is similar to
that observed with SiC at the same impact velocity. Several radial cracks are
generated between.the ccne cracks. Most of the radial cracks have sharp edges
in the beginning and turn into frequently branching fractures with fuzzy edges at
a distance of about 35 mm from the impacted edge. The specimen could be
reassembled only partially, so that the crack surfaces on the fragments could
not be associated with specific cracks seen on the high-speed photographs. But
several crack surfaces of fragments which obviously originate from the impact
zone reveal a transition from smooth to rough as it was observed with SiC (shot
no. 10111, Fig. 14.5). The front of the fracture field propagated at a mean
velocity of 5320 m/s (Fig.14.60). The mean velocity of the wave which can be
observed on three photographs was 5660 m/s. The upper cone crack grew at
3860 m/s, the crack R1 at 4490 m/s during it exhibits a fuzzy edge. The crack
R2 exhibits a sharp edge over the full length. This crack grew at 2390 m/s first,
slowed down and arrested.

L
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Figure 14.57 High-speed photograph of shot no. 10366
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Figure 14.58 High-speea photograph of shot no. 10132
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Figure 14.59 Path-time plot of Figure 14.60 Path-time plot of
shot no. 10366 shot no. 10132

Shot No. 10134 (A120 3 CeramTech AD 1898, vp = 150 m/s)

The fracture and damage propagation in an A12 0 3 CeramTech specimen after
impact at 150 m/s is shown in Figure 14.61. A field of cracks in the lower half
of the plate and two main single fractures (R1, R2) in the upper half can be
recognized. The propagation velocities were 4840 m/s and 4900 m/s with R1
and R2, respectively, the front of the fracture field propagated at 5635 m/s (Fig.
14.63).

Shot No. 10135 (A120 3 CeramTech AD 1898, vp = 220 m/s)

The high-speed photographs in Figure 14.62 illustrate the destruction of an
A120 3 specimen after being impacted at 220 m/s. The black spots and stripes on
the right side are caused by damage of the silver layer on the surface of the ce-
ramics. The concentric rings are due to the polishing process. Fracture propaga-
tion itself can hardly be observed in this experiment. Two black zones develop,
one approximately in the center of the plate and one below, which seem to be
confined by cracks so that crack propagation is indirectly visible. The black zone
in the center (or the confining cracks) proceeds at a mean velocity of 9630 m/s
(Fig. 14.64).

The shots number 5570 (vp = 707 m/s) and no. 5542 (Vp = 1062 m/s) are
described in detail in [14).
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Figure 14.61 High-speed photographs of shot no. 10134
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Figure 14.62 High-speed photograph of shot no. 10135
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Figure 14.63 Path-time plot of Figure 14.64 Path-time plot of
shot no. 10134 shot no. 10135

15. Classification of Damage

Figure 15.1a and 15.1b show schematically the types of fractures that were
observed. The designations for the different types of fracture were chosen
analogous to the designations of the fracture types in glass (12]. In most cases
the cone cracks could be identified first on the high-speed photographs. They
start from the impact site of the edge of the projectile. The cracks that are gen-
erated in the region between the cone cracks are called primary cracks. In
opposition to the fracture propagation observed in glasses, the primary fractures
in ceramics do not appear as fine dark lines which grow continuously from the
impact site. In most cases the edges and tips of the primary cracks are fuzzy.
Branching of the cracks occurs frequently. Some of the cracks look like
branches of a fir-tree (type 1, Fig. 15.1a), others seem to consist of many,
successively formed short cracks which include a small angle with the main
direction of fracture propagation (type 2, Fig. 15.1a). Two photographs of SiC
specimens which exhibit the different types of cracks are shown in Figure 15.2.
.'rrnary cracks with sharp edges are observed rarely. But it has also been
observed that a crack with sharp edges suddenly turns into a crack of type 1 or
2. At striking velocities S 85 m/s the specimens could be rebuilt from the recov-

ered fragments. An inspection of the crack surfaces revealed, that the crack
surfaces are smooth when the edges are sharp. Cracks that appear fuzzy on the
polished surface of the specimen have rough crack surfaces.
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Figure 15.1 Schematic representation of the observed types with SiC and
A120 3 (a) and Ti62 (b)

Similar to the fracture patterns found with glasses, wedge-shaped fracture
zones can be recognized above the upper and below the lower cone crack.
These secondary cracks always reveal sharp edges. This type of crack occurred
most clearly with SiC at a striking velocity of 185 m/s, which can be seen from
the photograph (4.6 ps after impact) shown in Figure 15.2b.

a) b)

Figure 15.2 SiC at a) vp = 150 m/s, t = 10.5 ps, b) vp = 185 m/s, t = 4.6ps

With the TiB2 specimen cracks of the types 1 and 2 can hardly be observed.
Already at low loadings a fracture front forms between the cone cracks that
consists of many short cracks. This fracture patterr is drawn schematically ii,
Figure 15.1b. The photograph of a TiB2 plate 5.3 ps after impact at 85 m/s illus-
trates this type of damage (Fig. 15.3).
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The fracture patterns observed with the A120 3 ceramics are similar to those in
the SiC. Figure 15.4 shows an A120 3 specimen 9.7 ps after impact at 85 m/s.
At impact velocities in the range 350 m/s < Vp < 600 m/s the fracture patterns
of SiC and TiB 2 are similar. This is demonstrated by the photographs of a SiC
specimen (vp = 513 m/s, 4.6ps after impact) and a TiB2 specimen (vp = 560
m/s, 4.5 us after impact) in Figure 15.5. In both cases a dense field of fuzzy

cracks grows into the specimen. The density of the crack field decreases with
increasing time of propagation. The fracture patterns observed with SiC and
A120 3 at impact velocities between 600 m/s and 1000 m/s do not differ from
those in the range 350 m/s 5 vp 5 600 m/s.

Figure 15.3 TiB2, vp = 85 m/s, Figure 15.4 A120 3, Vp = 85 m/s,
t = 5.3ps t = 9.7ps

a) b)

Figure 15.5 SiC, vp = 513 m/s, t = 4.6ps (a) and TiB 2, Vp = 564 m/s,
t = 4.5 ps (b)
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A new damage phenomenon was found with TiB 2 at impact velocities above
780 m/s. Figure 15.6 shows a photograph of a TiB2 specimen, 6.2 ps after the
impact of the projectile at 784 m/s. The fracture front is preceded by a field of
black dots on the surface of the specimen. Only few fragments of the specimen
could be recovered, most of it was comminuted to very small particles. But an
examination of the surfaces of the recovered fragments revealed many small
pits where material was broken out. This is the only hint with respect to the
origin of the black dots seen on the high-speed photographs.

Figure 15.6 TiB2, vp = 784 m/s, t = 6.2 ps, shot no. 10143

16. Analysis of Fracture Velocities

Other than in glass, different types of cracks are generated and different frac-
ture velocities are observed at one impact velocity in one specimen. Therefore,
it is necessary to distinguish between the velocity of continuously growing

cracks, including the secondary cracks with sharp edges, fuzzy crack traces end

crack fronts. In the following the term damage velocity in ceramics always
denotes the velocity of the fastest fracture which was observed. In Figures
16.1a, b, c the mean damage velocities vD observed with SiC, TiB 2 and A120 3

are plotted versus the impact velocity vp. In each of the ceramics vo increases
with increasing striking velocity. The damage velocities approach the longitu-
dinal wave velocity CL at high loadings. With TiB 2, VD rises continuously and CL

is gained when vp exceeds 780 m/s. SiC and A120 3 exhibit a steep rise of vD in
the range of striking velocities between 150 m/s and 200 m/s. In the case of

SiC this step corresponds to the transition in fracture type from single, distin-
guishable fuzzy crack traces to a crack front.
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Some of the SiC specimen exhibited secondary fracture zones very clearly. The
fact that the secondary cracks form a triangle shows that they grow at the
same speed. The analysis of velocities of all those secondary cracks whose tips
could be observed on several photographs revealed crack velocities between
3000 m/s and 4000 m/s independent of the loading. The mean velocity of the
secondary cracks is 3490 m/s ± 390 m/s. In four of our experiments the trans-
versal wave generated at the impact could be observed. The mean of the meas-
ured velocities is 7255 m/s ± 140 m/s. The Rayleigh wave velocity cR is
approximately 0.9 CT from what follows CT.s,c = 6530 m/s. The investigations
of glasses [6,12,13] have shown that the secondary cracks propagate at termi-
nal crack velocity vc, which is approximately half of the Rayleigh wave velocity
with float glass and the optical glasses K5 and F6. This is also correct with the
secondary cracks in SiC: vc,sic ; 0.5 cR = 3265 m/s. This analogy suggests that
a terminal crack velocity exists for SiC. However, this velocity has been
observed only with one of the various types of fracture. Therefore, it is impor-
tant to distinguish between the different types of fracture whenever fracture
velocities are considered.

17. Microstructural Analysis

Recovered fragments were sectioned in a direction perpendicular to the surfaces
of the undamaged specimen. Micrographs of TIB2 specimen (impacted at
784 m/s) and a SiC specimen (impacted at 1040 m/s) are shown in Figure 17.1.
The most remarkable feature of the TiB2 fragment is that a lot of voids have
been generated particularly at these points where three or more grains adjoin
and in the interior of the large grains. Transcrystalline and intercrystalline frac-
ture is observed. The micrograph shows that the cracks within the large grains
as well as the intercrystalline cracks have been formed by coalescence of voids.
The formation of voids has not been found with SiC as the micrograph reveals.
Cracks are mainly intercrystalline in this fine grained material.
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Figure 17.1 Micrographs of impacted ceramics. a) TiB2, Vp = 784 m/s,
b) SiC, vp = 1040 m/s

18. Dual Side High-Speed Photography

A new experimental configuration was set up to take high-speed photographs of
both sides of the impacted specimen simultaneously. Figure 18.1 shows a top
view of this set up. The specimen is placed directly in front of the muzzle of the
gas gun. One 24-spark unit is positioned above the barrel of the gas gun.

lenses of camera I

24 spark und gas gun lens mrror

lenses of camera 2

Figure 18.1 Experimental configuration for dual-side high-speed photography
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A lens and a mirror on each side of the specimen focus and deflect the light
from the sparks to the surfaces of the specimen. Two cameras, one on each
side of the specimen, are installed to observe the damage processes.

Three experiments were conducted with SiC specimens which were polished on
both sides. Two of the specimens were thin plates of the standard dimensions
100 mm x 100 mm x 10 mm. The impact velocities were 66 m/s and 202 m/s.

The result of the test at 66 m/s is illustrated in Figure 18.2 by three photo-
graphs of each side of the specimen. The photographs reveal nearly the same
fracture pattern on both sides. Some of the cracks can be seen clearly on one
side of the specimen but hardly on the other side. This is due to different crack
openings on the different sides. R1 is the crack that could be measured best on
both sides. The crack velocity measured on the left side was vc,j = 5210 m/s ±
270 m/s. The measurement on the right side resulted in vc, = 5030 m/s ±
92 m/s. The differences between the positions of the crack tip on both sides do
not exceed 3.5 mm.

Figure 18.3 shows three couples of photographs of the specimen impacted at
202 m/s. The similarity of the fracture patterns is obvious in this case, too.
However, a reliable measurement of fracture and damage velocities was not
possible in this experiment because the crack tips and the fracture front were
superimposed by the black area on most of the photographs.

One experiment was conducted with a thick SiC plate of the dimensions

203 mm x 203 mm x 35 mm at an impact velocity vp = 202 m/s. Figure 18.4a
and 18.4b show the fracture patterns observed on the two polished sides of the
specimen, In this arrangement the specimen could not be illuminated com-
pletely. When only one side of the specimen is observed, the angle of incidence

of the light (with respect to the normal to the surface) is chosen as small as
possible. In the arrangement for dual side photography a big angle of incidence
not only with respect to the normal to the surface cf the specimen but also with
respect to the normal to the mirror can not be avoided. This decreases the
effective area of the mirrors and the lenses.

Figures 18.4a and 18.4b show the complete series of high-speed photographs
of both sides of the specimen. Different fracture patterns are observed on the
two sides. It can be recognized that the fracture front is further advanced on
the left side of the specimen. From photograph 15 to photograph 20, where the
fractures can be seen most clearly, the maximum difference between the x-posi-
tions of the fracture fronts is about 22 mm. The fracture velocities observed on
the left side range from 4100 m/s to 5440 m/s. On the right side of the speci-
men fracture velocities between 4730 m/s and 6780 m/s were measured.
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Figure 18.2 Comparison of three high-speed photographs from both sides of
a SiC specimen, shot no. 10517, vp = 66 m/s



-115-

left side right side

Figure 18.3 Comparison of three high-speed photographs from both sides of
a SiC specimen, shot no. 10551, Vp = 202 m/s, At = 1 ps
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Figure 18.4a Complete series of high-speed photographs of shot no. 10600,left side, At = I u's
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Figure 18.4b Complete series of high-speed photographs of shot no. 10600,
right side, At = lps
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The different fracture patterns and different fracture velocities indicate that in
case of a thick target plate only a part of the cracks which are visible on the
surfaces pierce the plate completely. This is confirmed by an inspection of the

,impacted specimen which could be almost totally rebuilt from the fragments.
Figure 18.5a shows the left side of the specimen, Figure 18.5b shows the right
side. The most striking feature of the recovered specimen is that most part of
the material in the impact zone seems to be undestroyed. A slice of a truncated
cone is formed by the cone cracks. The primary fractures and the shell-shaped
fractures have destroyed the top layers of this part of the plate. The thickness
of the destroyed layer at the impacted edge is about 10 mm on each side and
decreases to zero at a distance of about, 90 mm from the edge. The fragments
from these zones and from the vicinity of the cone cracks are too small to reas-
semble these parts of the specimen. Nevertheless, only a very small amount of
material is comminuted in this experiment. With a small target plate (100 mm x
100 mm x 10 mm) about 30 % of the target was comminuted at an impact
velocity of 220 m/s. This indicates the significant influence of the release waves
on the destruction of the specimens.

From the photograph in Figure 18.5a it can be recognized that a small fragment
(marked with an arrow) was formed within the cone, in front of the projectile. A
fracture surface parallel to the surfaces of the plate was examintd by means of
SEM. Figure 18.6 shows a micrograph were the fracture surface and the
impacted edge can be seen. Figure 18.7 shows a section of the fracture surface
near the impacted edge (double magnification in comparison to Figure 18.6).
Especially this photograph reveals that material had been molten and again
solidified in the impact zone. Additionally, comminuted material is found on the
fracture surface in the vicinity of the impact zone. Figure 18.8a shows a section
of the fracture surface at a distance of about 300 pm from the impacted edge.

The size of the particles is approximately in the range from 0.3 pm to 1 pm. The
amount of comminuted material decreases rapidly with increasing distance to
the impact zone. The micrographs in Figures 18.8b and 18.8c show the fracture

surface at distances of about 1 mm and 2 mm from the impacted eQA. No sign
of comminuted material is found at a distance of 2 mm.
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a)

b)

Figure 18.5 Reassembled specimen of shot no. 10600
a) left side, b) right side
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Figure 18.6 Fracture surface normal to the impacted edge of the specimen
(visible in the upper part of the micrograph)

Figure 18.7 Micrograph of the fracture surface near the impacted edge
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a)

b)

C)

Figure 18.8 Micrographs of the fracture surface at different distances from
the impacted edge, a) 300pm, b) 1 mm, c) 2 mm
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19. Summary of the Resultswith Ceramics

Plates of SIC, TiB 2 arnd AI20 3,wereimpacted with blunt steel cylinders at striking
velocities between 20 m/s and 1000 m/s. Fracture propagation was visualized
by means of a Cran,-Schardin, camera within the first twenty microseconds

before the projectile penetrated the target more than a few millimeters.

The experiments delivered a detailed picture of the destruction of the different
types of ceramics before theprojectiles penetrated the targets.

* The examined ,SIC and the A120 3 exhibit similar fracture patterns and the
same fracture types over the full velocity range considered. Single cracks and
fracture cracks can be distinguished at impact velocities below 200 m/s.

* A dense field of short cracks is observed with TiB2 already at lower impact
velocities.

* In the impact velocity range from 200 m/s to 700 m/s all three ceramics are

destroyed by a dense field of cracks.

e A further type of damage is observed with TiB2 at impact velocities above

700 m/s. A field of black spots preceds the fracture front on the photographs
which was due to the breakout of material at the surface of the specimen.

* Ceramographical investigations of TiB2 fragments have shown that cracks
within large grains as well as intercrystalline cracks are formed by coales-

cence of voids.

* A terminal crack velocity vc,s,c = 3490 m/s + 390 m/s is observed in SiC

with those cracks which grow continuously and have sharp edges (smooth

crack surfaces). This crack velocity is approximately half of the Rayleigh
wave velocity. This finding corresponds to the experimental results with float

glass and the optical glasses K5 and F6 where the relation vc - 0.5 CR was

found, too. This type of fracture does not determine the damage velocity of

the ceramics in the loading range considered in these investigations.

* The damage velocity (velocity of the fastest fracture) increases with increas-

ing loading.

9 All ceramics examined are destroyed at velocities close to longitudinal wave

velocity at high loadings.
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Final Remark:

The stress wave induced damage and fracture in differing glasses show similar
behavior. Nevertheless, in the case of the heavy flint-glass SF6 a considerably
great difference was observed between the experimentally determined terminal
crack velocity (700 m/s) and that calculated from transversal and/or Rayleigh
wave velocity on the basis of the fracture mechanics concept (Vc CR " c =

900 m/s). No explanation has been reached yet.

of SiC and A120 3 with the several dynamical loading conditions. It is supposed

that the dynamic behavior of the ceramics will be strongly influenced by their
chemical composition and the kind of chemical bond, the ratio of ingredients,
the grain sizes and the grain size distributions, the porosity and further
mechanical properties. Therefore, the obtained data should be regarded as a
data base for future investigation. They indicate that there is a need to intensify
the study of the behavior of brittle material under dynamic loading to reach an
improved description of the failure mechanisms.
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