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Abstract

Purpose — The goal of this work is to create a computational finite element model to perform thermoelastic
stress analysis (TSA) with the usage of a non-ideal load frequency, containing the effects of the material
thermal properties.

Design/methodology/approach — Throughout this document, the methodology of the model is presented
first, followed by the procedure and results. The last part is reserved to results, discussion and conclusions.
Findings — This work had the main goal to create a model to perform TSA with the usage of non-ideal loading
frequencies, considering the materials’ thermal properties. Loading frequencies out of the ideal range were
applied and the model showed capable of good results. The created model reproduced acceptably the TSA,
with the desired conditions.

Originality/value — This work creates a model to perform TSA with the usage of non-ideal loading
frequencies, considering the materials’ thermal properties.
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Nomenclature
174 Flowrate (m®s™) En Isoparametric coordinates
P Density (kg m ™) (B] Strain matrix
T Period (s) [D] Elasticity matrix (GPa)
¢ Specific heat capacity at [/] Jacobian matrix
constant pressure K] Stiffness matrix (N mm™})
(J kg™ I)K™ [N] Matrix of interpolation
E Young’s modulus (GPa) functions
x Derivative of variable x [C] Mass matrix (kg)
with respect to time Q] External heat vector (W)
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a Thermal expansion k Thermal conductivity Thermoelastic

coefficient (K1) ) (Wm™ 'K stress test,
v Dynamic viscosity (m“s™") Ky Conversion coefficient
Poisson’s ratio Krsa Thermoelastic coefficient FEM approaCh
{t Surface traction forces 1 Crack length (m)
N'mm Y MNI Maximum number of
{F} Load vector (N) increments 355
{u} Displacement vector (mm) n Number of cycles
{e} Strain vector Nu Nusselt number
{c} Stress vector (MPa) ppc Points per cycle
{b} External forces applied Pr Prandtl number
over the element area Re Reynolds number
(N mm™—?) T Temperature (K)
a Area (m? t Time (s)
d Crack height (m) A% Volume (m®)
f Frequency (Hz) v Velocity (ms™)
h Convection coefficient W Specimen thickness (m)

(W m~2K™?) X, Variable x at Gauss point

1. Introduction

Structural integrity monitoring is a vital procedure to ensure the proper functioning and
security of a mechanical system. Maintenance interventions are very common since these
evaluate the state of the components and detect defects, preventing malfunctions and failures.
There are several techniques to perform these tests, from measurement with strain gauges to
linear ultrasonic evaluation to detect cracks. Thermography techniques are gaining
popularity because they are contactless, real-time, non-intrusive and can be performed on-
site. The range of applications of these techniques is vast, and beyond structural integrity
monitoring including failure detection, they are helpful in fatigue assessment or residual
stresses measurement. There are some works that focus on fatigue assessment, determining
fatigue limit, fatigue strength evaluation, damage location and life prediction, showing the
potential and advantages of thermography techniques (La Rosa and Risitano, 2000; Luong,
1998; Wang et al., 2017). The usage of thermography has also been employed to characterize
material properties that are not directly measurable (Laguela ef al.,, 2011; Tian and Cole, 2012;
Villiere et al., 2013; Strzatkowski et al., 2015). These measures can be used to obtain properties
for numeric simulations, or directly used in research or industrial applications. The use of
image techniques has grown fast over the past several decades due to the progress in the
digital camera and infrared camera performance and increased computational power (Ramos
Silva et al., 2019, 2022). Using image (or field) nature techniques enables the identification of
strain concentrations and damage more accurately. This could be done for identifying the
presence of defects or to quantify them (Sharpe, 2008; An ef al, 2014; Silva et al, 2017,
Farahani et al., 2020; Ancona et al.,, 2015).

One of the most interesting thermographic techniques is thermoelastic stress analysis
(TSA). TSA is an experimental thermograhpy technique whose fundamentals rely on the
thermoelasticity theory. In fact, it is one of the most promising techniques, as it provides full
field measurement from the surface of the component, such as the temperature field induced
by a time-varying load, thus calculating the respective map of surface stress. The results of
TSA depend on various parameters, including the load type (sinusoidal, square-wave,
triangular, etc.), its amplitude/average, specimen mean temperature and material anisotropy
(An et al, 2014; Diaz et al., 2020, 2004b).
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[JSI This work involves a computational numerical simulation based on the thermoelasticity

14.3 theory. This theory combines the elasticity of the materials with the respective thermal effects

’ and vice-versa, i.e. temperature changes in a body are correlated with changes in stress. To

establish the thermoelasticity theory, thermal aspects such as temperature and heat flux have

to be included in the classical elasticity theory. This implies the introduction of an energy

equation applied to an elastic solid continuum, respecting the principle of conservation of

356 energy. Considering reversible, adiabatic thermodynamic events, including anisotropy, mean

stresses and temperature-variant elasticity, equation (1) was derived, where p represents the

density of the material, .. is the specific heat for constant strain, 7"is the temperature and G,

ay and gy, are, respectively, the elasticity, thermal expansion coefficient and strain tensors
(Sharpe, 2008; Sadd, 2014; Diaz et al., 2004a).
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Perfect adiabatic conditions can only be obtained if there are no stress gradients on the
specimen and the thermal conductivity of the material is zero (or very close) meaning there is
no heat flux. However, the non-adiabatic effects can be minimized, and consequently the heat
flux, by applying a load frequency that is high enough to minimize the thermal diffusion,
normally above the range of 5-10 Hz. Combining this with only working within the elastic
range of the material, the energy conversion between thermal and mechanical forms can be
treated as fully reversible (Sharpe, 2008).

There are other important aspects to have in account when performing TSA, such as the
equipment used, specimen preparation and calibration. Usually, it is used as an infrared (IR)
detector camera that is capable to collect the IR radiation emitted by the specimen, and it’s
necessary a signal-processing unit that extracts the required information from the noisy IR
detector output signal. The component is often painted with a high emissivity layer to have a
uniform surface emissivity and increase its value. TSA information is normally presented as
a vector, where the modulus is a magnitude that is proportional to the temperature variation
experienced by the specimen and the phase denotes the angular shift between the
thermoelastic signal and the reference. Calibration is important because a small change in
values such as emissivity or the thermoelastic coefficient can lead to big changes in the
obtained stresses (Sharpe, 2008; Silva et al., 2017; Diaz et al., 2004a).

One of the main limitations of the TSA is the frequency of the applied load, more
specifically when the values become out of a certain range, out of the ideal range of 10 Hz. In
the presence of high-frequency vibrations, there are two parameters that are very important:
frame rate and integration time. High frequencies usually are higher than the available
thermal camera frame rate. This issue can be tested by using a sub-sampling strategy. For
example, in (Molina-Viedma et al.,, 2021) criterion applied was to choose the frame rate for
every resonance ensuring at least 10 points per cycle, meaning that the frame rate should be
much higher than the frequency of interest. Thus, the frame rate was chosen so that the
closest multiple of the frame rate to the excitation frequency must be as close as possible to
the excitation frequency itself. As for the integration time, the problem is more severe. For an
IR camera, during the integration time, the sensor is receiving infrared radiation. A pixel is
intended to represent a specific point of the analyzed component, with the objective to obtain
its temperature variation over time. So, a long integration time will come with the blurring of
the information as a variation of the pixel intensity occurs due to the position change of the
specimen within the field-of-view of the camera. On the other hand, during a short integration
time, low levels of IR radiation are received by the camera sensor and the thermoelastic signal
is polluted with noise. The integration time should be many times shorter than the vibration
period, in order to collect information in as many points per cycle as possible, so choosing this
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parameter, based on the previous explanation, it'’s a challenging task (Molina-Viedma Thermoelastic
et al, 2021). . . . stress test,

With the rise of loading frequency values, the quality of the results falls gradually. This FEM approach
degradation is due to the fact that with higher frequencies a lower integration time is used, bp
which decreases the amount of IR radiation received by the detector and increases the noise
level. This decreases the signal-to-noise ratio (S/N ratio). On other hand, increasing the
frequency increases the stress peak values, particularly at stress concentration areas. Not
also that, but the stress profile is also affected by the rise of the frequency values (Silva et al,
2017; Molina-Viedma et al, 2021). As a consequence, in the computational simulation of this
test, these effects must be taken into account and submitted for comparison with
experimental work.

The majority of works around TSA involve its advantages and applications. There are a
few that focus on developing the technique, by trying to acknowledge some of its limitations
and better understand some effects behind this technique. Thus, one of the objectives of this
work is to try and improve the knowledge of the loading frequency effect on the TSA,
considering the few information about this topic and its importance described above.

The main goal of this work is to create a computational finite element model to perform
TSA with the usage of a non-ideal load frequency, containing the effects of the material
thermal properties. Throughout this document, the methodology of the model is presented
first, followed by the procedure and results. The last part is reserved for results, discussion
and conclusions.

357

2. Methodology
In this section the followed methodology is presented. To have a global perception of the
structure, a sequence illustration is shown in Figure 1.

2.1 Mesh

The TSA simulation was carried out using the finite element method (FEM). This is a
numerical technique that approximates continuous functions as discrete models for
obtaining estimate solutions to boundary value problems. This discretization involves a
subdivision of the domain into an assembly of sub-regions called elements, linked together in
a finite number of nodal points or nodes, in what is called the mesh (Pires et al., 2021). This is
step one of the sequence presented in Figure 1.

The smaller the element size is, more accurate and reliable are the approximate results
obtained. However, a more refined mesh also implies a bigger number of nodes, which means
a bigger number of unknowns and a greater simulation time. Ideally, a balance between
accuracy and simulation time is achieved in applying the mesh to this simulation.

Elastic Algorithm x Ko
[ox + 0y

Figure 1.

Signal Amplitude Thermal Algorithm Sequence Qf
and Phase [T®] procedures followed in

this methodology
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[JSI Beyond this, the type of element is also an important parameter of the mesh. Accounting the

14.3 computational expense that 6-node and 8/9-node elements present, the choice, in this

’ simulation, relies in 3-node or 4-node elements. Considering that 4-node elements allow a

structured mesh design and originate better results, these elements are the ones that are

going to be used. Also, the dimensions of the meshes need to be considered. The specimens to

analyze are designed to be thin enough to consider a plane stress state, so the meshes can be

358 designed in 2D. Various meshes will be designed and to make sure that the right ones are

used, a mesh convergence has to be made. The different meshes will be tested and its results

will be compared. The meshes selected should be the ones that require less computational

effort (the ones with less elements and nodes and with a better arrangement, preferably with a
structured form) within the meshes that converge at the same results.

2.2 Elastic simulation

After the mesh design, its information such as number of nodes and number of elements is
necessary to perform simulations with the help of FEM. All simulations were performed
using MATLAB using the approach and approximations described by Erik G. Thompson in
(Thompson, 2004).

The first simulation is the elastic and it is the second step in the sequence presented in
Figure 1. The goal is to obtain a matrix of nodal stress sum, [o, + 6,,]. The intended results
are the nodal displacements «, ; and , ;. FEM leads to an algebraic set of equations in the form
of equation (2), where [K] is the global stiffness matrix, {«} is the displacements vector of
unknowns and {F} is the global external load vector. Equation (2) can also be used for each
individual element and then assembled together (Pires ef al., 2021).

[K]-{u} = {F} @

As is usually done in FEM, since is more convenient because is suitable for numerical
quadrature and for systematic definition on the interpolation functions, all elements will be
considered isoparametric, with the x and y coordinates being replaced by & and # that vary
between —1 and 1. The relation between the x and y coordinates and £ and # ones is given by
equation (3), where [V]is the matrix of interpolation functions. The interpolation functions are
now dependent on the isoparametric coordinates and are the same for all elements (Pires
et al., 2021).

{u}(&m) = NI {u}'(x,) )
The isoparametric element implies a change in the integration domain by changing from the

element physical domain, Q, to the natural domain, A, as shown in equation (4), where (o) is
the integrand function and [/] is the Jacobian matrix, which is given by equation (5) (Pires

et al., 2021).
/ (o) drdy = / (o) dety dédn n
Q, A

NN, N [

a& 9 9¢ Xy Y
9 = ’ 5
A DV VA K

an I an X,V

The stiffness matrix and the load vector are given by the integrals represented in the left-
hand side of equations (6) and (7), respectively, for the case of plane elasticity. In order to
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facilitate the calculus, numerical quadrature are applied, so that the integral can be replaced Thermoelastic
by a summation of the integrand function applied at a number of Gauss integration points, stress test
ngp, multiplied by the respective weight, w¢p, as shown in the right-hand side of equations (6) FEM a roacﬁ
and (7) (Pires et al., 2021). pp

el

K] = / B"DBdet] dédn =" [B"(&,n,)DB(&,,n,) det/ (&,7,) w,] ©)
A g=1
359
(F)y = / NTb def dédy + / NTF det], de,
A Ay

nep nGp (7)
= Z [NT (‘fg’ ng)b det/ (&, ’7g) wg} + Z [NT (& ng)f det/, (‘fgﬁg) wg}
g=1

g=1

To calculate the elements stiffness matrix, applying equation (6), it’s necessary to define
the strain matrix, B, the elasticity matrix, D and the number of Gauss integration points.
The strain matrix is defined as shown in equation (8). The elasticity matrix is defined as
represented in equation (9), considering a plane stress state, as already explained, where £
is the material Young’s modulus and v is its Poisson’s coefficient. Regarding the number
of integration points, the choice relies in full integration, which means 4 Gauss points.
The choice of full integration instead of reduced integration is due to the fact that shear
locking is not a problem in this study case and to prevent the hourglass effect (Pires

et al., 2021).
oy aN, N, Ny AN, o,
o oar T ox o o 58
B] = =71 R 8
S AV i AV
dy  dy Ay a oy an
1 » O
i U ©
(-0 1
0 0
2

In order to calculate the external load vector by applying equation (7), both b and £ have to be
known, which represent, respectively, the external forces applied over the element area and
surface traction applied to the element sides. Thus, boundary conditions have to be known.
Besides providing the necessary data to calculate the external load vector, the boundary
conditions are also applied in the global stiffness matrix, obtained after assembling all
elements stiffness matrices and load vectors. To apply the boundary conditions, the stiffness
value is multiplied by a “big number” (in the order of 1e10 or bigger), at the correspondent
nodal direction that should be restricted. This overly excessive stiffness prevents
displacements in that direction (Pires et al., 2021). With all matrices and vectors calculated,
the nodal displacements can be calculated by implementing equation (2). Following the
calculus of the displacements, the next step toward obtaining the nodal stress sum matrix is
to calculate the nodal strains. The strains values at each node can be reached by using
equation (10), with the strain matrix here being defined as equation (11).

{e}" = [Bf {u}’ (10)
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Having the strain vectors calculated for all nodes, the nodal stresses can be easily obtained by
applying equation (12). By summing the principal stress in the x direction and in the y
direction, the nodal matrix of stress sum is obtained as desired, and the elastic simulation is
concluded. This nodal matrix of stress sum represents the stress sum that the component
presents when submitted to a static load with the value of the amplitude of the cyclic load.

{‘7}2 = [D]- {E}e = (04 + 03] 12

2.3 Nodal heat source

In order to transpose the obtained results in the elastic simulation to the next thermal
simulation, in between step is needed, step 3 of Figure 1. The stress sum matrix will be
transformed in to a heat source, applied at each node, proportional to the nodal stresses
obtained previously, with the help of an unknown, Ky, that correlates the elastic simulation
and the thermal one. This relation is presented in equation (13). The value of K¢ can be
estimated by doing the reverse process of the one that is explained in this section, for a case
that the results are known. In order to insert the cyclic aspect of the load, a sine function is

%k
applied to the value of &), obtained, function of the load frequency, as shown in equation (14).

(@] = Ko'low + 0, 13)
Q)] = [Q:]sin(zn f1) (14)
YAt

It should be noted that the K, parameter is a computational unknown only, since this model
begins with an elastic simulation and a conversion of results to a thermal domain is needed.
At an experimental level, the temperature measurements are made directly from a
components surface and this variable is not taken into account. Also, this parameter was
determined for the flat bar (without any stress concentration) and, as already stated, is used to
convert the simulated mechanical stress to the heat used in the thermal simulation. €y is a
heat per area as such, changing the element size does not change the heat “density” and
consequently does not depend on the mesh division.

2.4 Thermal simulation

The next steps on this methodology are toward implementing the varying aspect to the
simulation. This is done in a cyclic thermal simulation. The main goal of this thermal
simulation is to obtain the nodal matrix of temperature variation with time [7(#)], and it is the
fourth step in the methodology sequences presented in Figure 1. Differently from the previous
elastic simulation, this one is time-dependent. Thus, the governing equation is different too.
The governing equation of heat transfer is given by equation (15), where % is the material’s
thermal conductivity, p its density and ¢, its specific heat capacity at constant pressure. With
the FEM approximations, the governing equation comes to equation (16), where {7"()}
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represents the nodal values of the derivative of the temperature with respect to time
(Thompson, 2004; Elsevier B.V., 2022a).

a9 (,0T (. 0T oT

[K]AT®H)} + [CHT' ()} ={Q} (16)

Following a similar approach to the elastic simulation, the global system can be solved by
resolving equation (16) for all elements and then assembling them together. As the
temperature changes with time, there are two steps to obtain the desired results. Firstly,
equation (16) is rearranged into equation (17) in order to obtain {7}, where [C] represents the
mass matrix. As one can see, the temperature values at an initial state have to be known, and
it will be considered that the ambient temperature, T, is 297.5 K.

iy - 19~ IAT(®)
(o)== a7

As it was done for solving the previous problem, considering isoparametric elements and
with the help of numerical quadrature, the stiffness matrix [K] can be calculated with
equation (18) and the mass matrix with equation (19). When it comes to the external heat load
vector, {Q}, similar to the elastic approach, the boundary conditions have to be known, as can
be observed in equation (20). Accounting in {@} are two parcels: the heat flux to the exterior
due to convection, {€),}, and a nodal heat source, {Q,}, presented previously.

Kod

K] = /ABTkB detf dgdn =) (BT (&0, )kB(&eon,) detf (&) ] (18)

g=1
1 = /A NTpe, det] dédn =Y [N (&,.11,)pey det] (&, 11,) 0] (19)
g=1
{QY = /ANTQ det/ dédn = Z[NT(fg,ng)Q det/ (&, 1,) w,] (20)
g=1

Regarding the convection, two types of convection exist and will be considered: natural and
forced convection. Both types of convection follow the same equation to perform the heat flux
calculus, equation (21), only differing in the convection coefficient, z. When it comes to the
natural convection coefficient, 7, its value will be considered to be 5 W/mZXK, as is a normal
value for this kind of situation (Elsevier B.V., 2022b). Forced convection could be not
considered, simplifying the problem. However, considering there is some forced air
movement, especially due to crack opening and closure at high frequency rates, and in order
to evaluate this phenomenon effect on the heat transfer and consequently on the obtained
stresses, it will be considered.

{Q}=h-a(T(t) - Ty) (21)

To obtain the values for the forced convection coefficient, /2 a thermodynamic calculus is
performed, with the used relations presented in equation (22). According to thermodynamics,
the forced convection coefficient can be calculated applying the first formula presented,
where Nu is the local Nusselt number, &, is the air’s thermal conductivity and x is the node
coordinate. The local Nusselt’s number is given by the second relation presented, where Re is
the local Reynolds number, and Pr is the air’s Prandtl number. The Reynolds number is

Thermoelastic
stress test,
FEM approach

361
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[JSI calculated with the help of the last formula presented in equation (22), where the velocity is
14.3 accounted, as well as the node coordinate and the air’s dynamic viscosity, v. With the help of
’ these three equations, the forced convection coefficient can be calculated, with the only
unknown being the air’s velocity, which is dependent of the analyzed part and loading
frequency. The value of this coefficient is also dependent on the temperature. However, as
explains the thermoelasticity theory, the temperature changes are so small that the
362 dependency can be neglected. So, to extract the necessary air properties, it was considered a
constant 293 K (~20°C). The values of these properties are presented in Table 1 (Frank

et al., 2008).

hy = % Nu = 0.0332-Pr'/*-Re”®, Re = % @2)

With both heat fluxes contributions calculated, the vector of external heat sources can be
obtained and so can be the nodal derivative of temperature with respect to time, considering
equation (17). Thus, it is necessary to calculate the nodal temperatures at the next time
increment. Here, the forward difference method is applied, which is a method used in finite
differences approximations. Using Eulerian integration in equation (16), equation (23) is
obtained (Thompson, 2004). As it happens in the finite differences’ formulation, this method
becomes unstable as Af increases in value (Thompson, 2004). So, At is a major parameter in
this simulation. It is vital that this value is not high enough, and considering this, the calculus
of this value is presented in equation (24). The maximum number of increments, MNI, is
established as 500, since the number of cycles chosen to simulate was 25, avoiding a
computationally expensive simulation, and the number of iterations per cycle chosen was 20,
which is a number big enough to accurately describe a cycle.

{TH+ A} ={TWH)}+{T'(t)} At (23)
Tn

2.5 Signal amplitude and phase

Next in the TSA simulation is the signal processing, in order to extract the temperature
amplitudes and phase. To help with the processing, a Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) function,
one of the most useful tools in signal processing, is applied to the script. The temperature
signal amplitude can be calculated with the help of the FFT function and taking in
consideration that the vector length is equal to the MNI and that the number of saved points
per cycle, ppc, is 20. To calculate the temperature signal phase, the angle function will be
added to the script in order to determine the phase angle of the complex vector.

2.6 TSA stress

With the temperature signal amplitude calculated, the TSA governing equation (1) can now
be applied. However, this equation is complex and with some considerations it can be
simplified. Considering an adiabatic and reversible system and an isotropic material under

Thermal Prandtl Dynamic
Conductivity (W/m.K) Number (—) Viscosity (m?/s)
Table 1. 0.0257 0.713 15.11e—6

Air properties at 20°C  Source(s): Frank et al. (2008)
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plane stress, within the elastic range, the previous relation can be simplified to equation (25) Thermoelastic

(Sharpe, 2008). K754 is normally given and its value depends on which material is being stress test
analyzed. However, it can also be calculated using the last term of equation (25). FEM approa Ch,
{AT} a
e+ Oplpon = o Ko = —— %
[Oxx + Ol 1sa Kron (T TSA 26 (25)
Since this equation is only applicable within the elastic range of the material, a problem 363

presents if this range is surpassed. As the plasticity constitutive law in the FEM theory is
very complex and of great difficulty to apply in the created model, another solution was
found, consisting in applying a different energy, frequency dependent, only at regions
that present plastic behavior. The heat applied at those zones nodes is still given by

k
equation (14), but the value of [@), ] is now given by equation (26), where f represents the
frequency.

[Q;} — 562449 01106 (26)

The existence of a concentrated stress results in the existence of an area under the plastic
conditions/domain. Depending on the scale (zoom) used in the thermal images, this plastic
domain could be visible. Several hypothesis were tested that could lead to mechanical stress
variations due to the load frequency. From the results obtained, and presented later on the
text, none of the initial hypothesis validated the stress variation observed experimentally.
Thus, it was hypothesized that the thermal elastic model (equation (1)) is incomplete and it
was performed an iterative curve fit between the experimental and the numeric simulations
result. From this, equation (26) was obtained.

3. Procedure

3.1 Components

In Silva et al. (2017), two different parts were used to perform TSA experimentally. In order to
have a good comparison, the above explained method will be applied to these two parts: (1) a
simple bar and (2) compact tension specimen (CT specimen). The analysis of the bar provides
a validation of the method, as the pretended results are known. The analysis of the CT
specimen pretends to evaluate the TSA around the crack tip and the parts behavior when
working with non-ideal load frequencies. The dimensions of both components are illustrated
in Figure 2, with the CT specimen following the ASTM E 647-08 standard (Dassault
Systemes, 2011). Both parts are considered to be made of aluminum AA2219-T851, just like in
the tests performed in Silva ef al. (2017). Aluminum properties necessary to the simulations
are presented in Table 2.

3.2 Meshes

Taking in consideration the parameters chosen in the methodology, six different meshes were
designed, three for each part, with the help of the Gmsh software. The meshes illustrated in
Figure 3 (called mesh 1, 2 and 3, accordingly) are relative to the bar, whereby the first two
consider a symmetry along the x-axis — half bar considered — and the third one is relative to
only a sixth of the bar. The meshes become more refined than the other. Meshes 4, 5 and 6,
presented in Figure 4, regard the CT specimen. These three also consider symmetry along the
x-axis and become more refined than the other. One of the main advantages of mesh 6, besides
having smaller elements than the other ones, is the structured form that presents, contrasting
the random type of mesh 4 and 5. Between the three, the main concern was the area around the
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Figure 2.
Dimensions of the bar
(left) and the CT
specimen (right)

Table 2.
Aluminum AA2219-
T851 properties

y
1.5mm
y
2mm
£
S :
® <
- N
o X
Z 18mm T 7mm |
I 1
X 50mm
z —
“/ 10mm
Yield Young’s Poisson’s Thermal Densit3y Specific heat
Strength (MPa) Modulus (GPa)  Coefficient (—)  Conductivity (W/mK) (kg/m®)  Capacity (J/kg.K)
352 731 0.33 120 2,840 864

Source(s): A. S. M. Aerospace Specification Metals (2022)

Figure 3.

Designed meshes for
the bar: mesh 1, mesh 2
and mesh 3,
respectively

y
£ £ E
E E g
& ] 3
X B il
— ——————
10mm 10mm

crack tip, which is the point of interest. It's noticeable that the element size around the tip is
much smaller than for the rest of the specimen, as that area is the most critical. Information

about each mesh is presented in Table 3.
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Figure 4.
Designed meshes for
the CT specimen: mesh
4, mesh 5 and mesh 6,
respectively
Meshes Mesh 1 Mesh 2 Mesh 3 Mesh 4 Mesh 5 Mesh 6
Table 3.
Number of nodes 185 1,001 2,821 617 693 5479 Information about the
Number of elements 144 900 2,700 556 630 5,244 meshes
3.3 Elastic simulation
In the elastic simulations, besides the material’s properties, presented in Table 2, boundary
conditions for each case have to be known. Boundary conditions for both cases are illustrated
in Figure 5. Those will be applied by differing different types of nodes:
y
337.5N
1111 y
337.5N
Figure 5.
Boundary conditions
applied to the bar (left)

x x and to the CT
Pres— (s ety
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[JSI (1) Node type 0 — Free movement and no load applied
14,3 (2) Node type 1 — Free movement and load applied
(3) Node type 2 — Constrained movement in y direction and no load applied
(4) Node type 3 — Constrained movement in both directions and no load applied

366 Inboth cases a fixed node (node type 3) is necessary to prevent the parts free movement. In the

case of the bar, the distributed load is applied equally along the top surface of the component.
Regarding the CT specimen, this distributed load assumes a parabola-type of behavior, as
can be observed in Figure 5.

3.4 Thermal simulation

Similar to the elastic simulation, the material properties and boundary conditions have to be
known. The different conditions were applied by considering different types of nodes,
namely:

(1) Node type 0 — No convection
(2) Node type 1 — Natural convection
(3) Node type 2 — Forced Convection

Node type 0 was applied at every interior node, and node type 1 at every boundary, except
along the crack in the CT specimen, where node type 2 was considered. As it can be
concluded, majorly natural convection is considered, although the parts, when realizing the
TSA, are in movement. This is to accentuate the effect of the forced convection near the crack
area; thus, this is the only region where forced convection is considered.

It is also necessary to calculate the forced convection coefficient values. As this parameter
is only applied at the crack, observe Figure 6 to a further detail on the crack area, as well as to
better understand the used variables in the below mentioned equations. In this figure only
two nodes, besides the crack tip, are illustrated, in order to explain that both crack length and
height change depending on which node the equations are applied. To obtain the forced
convection coefficient values, the velocities at each node that belongs to the crack have to be
calculated, as function of the load frequency. In order to accomplish this, the crack volume is
calculated by using equation (27), where w is the specimen thickness, /is the crack length and
d is the height. The crack height can be extracted from the nodal displacement value at that
specific node, obtained from the previous elastic simulation. Dividing the crack volume by the
period of the frequency applied, the air’s flowrate is obtained, as in equation (28). With the
air’s flowrate calculated, if divided by the cross-section area, as explained in equation (29),

Figure 6.
Zoom around the
crack area
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the nodal velocity, function of frequency, is obtained. Again, to calculate the area, the nodal Thermoelastic

displacements along the crack are already known due to the elastic simulation. stress test
v % w @) FEM approach
-V 29)
T 367
Vv v
= —= 2
YT T wa @)
3.5 Coefficients

In order to transpose the elastic simulation results to the thermal one, it is necessary to know
the value of a coefficient, K, as represented in equation (13). To know this value, a reverse
process was done, since the expected results for the bar are known. An uniform stress
distribution of 22.5 MPa is expected, in the case of the experiment performed in (Silva et al,
2017). However, to correlate the stress and the temperature changes, another coefficient is
needed, Krsy4, as shown in equation (25). This value depends on the parts’ material, and
knowing both components are made of aluminum, as already said, this value is known (Silva
et al, 2017). Both coefficient values are presented in Table 4.

4. Results

4.1 Results for the bar sample

The bar part was submitted to the presented TSA simulation. The three meshes showed
pretty similar results regarding stress values under adiabatic conditions, so mesh 3, as it was
more computationally expensive, was discarded. When it came to the convection effect, mesh
1 showed coarse results, so mesh 2 was the one used. The results obtained using mesh 2 are
presented in Figure 7a and b. As the main goal of this work relies on the TSA dependency on
frequency, and as it was done in (Silva ef al, 2017), the simulation was performed considering
different frequencies varying from 2.5 Hz up to 70 Hz. The stresses values obtained were of
224921 MPa for all the different loading frequencies simulated.

Besides the simulations, a test was also performed to see what was the effect of the
convection on the results, and also to validate the chosen natural convection coefficient.
The test results are illustrated in Figure 8a—c. The bar is zoomed in so the difference between
the different pictures can be more visible. The case for f = 5 Hz and % = 0 W/m?K is not
presented since the values of the stress and of the temperature amplitude do not change with
the loading frequency in a adiabatic system, for this simple bar case, meaning that the
distribution map is pretty much equal to (Figure 8a).

4.2 CT specimen

After analyzing the bar, the CT specimen was submitted to the simulations. As this case is
more complicated than the bar case, mesh comparison is vital. So, the stress profile along the
x-axis, resultant from the elastic simulation, was plotted for the three different meshes,

Ko Krsa

Table 4.
1758 7.7E-6 Coefficient values
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presented in the graphic of Figure 9. In the top corner of the figure is presented a plot with a
zoom around the crack area, with the crosses representing each node from the different
meshes. The crack tip is the node with the bigger stress value for all the cases, as expected,
located at x = 18 mm.
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Besides the mesh analysis, the forced convection coefficient values need to be calculated.
Using the above presented equations and the displacements obtained in the elastic simulation
(using mesh 5), these values were calculated and are plotted in the graph of Figure 10a. The
determined coefficients were fine-tuned to better represent/mimic the convection effect
observed experimentally, in particular at the node of the crack tip. Thus, the values
implemented were the ones shown in Figure 10b.

The CT specimen was then submitted to the TSA simulation, with different loading
frequencies just like the bar was. As it was quite unclear at the moment what node should be
studied, there were two points of focus during the simulations: one at the crack tip
(x = 18 mm) and one around the crack (x = 17.5 mm, at an elastic-domain area where results
were nearly the same for the different meshes. The uncertainty of the analysis point is due to
the fact that at x = 17.5 mm the heat transfer effect is practically null and so the stress results
behavior with the increase of the loading frequency is not well represented, considering the
experimental results of (Silva et al, 2017). However, at the crack tip, the node is now on the
plastic domain and its analysis is much more complex, although the heat transfer effect is
present.

N o 3
S =] o

h (Wm?K)
h (W/im?K)
8

201

10&

5 . . . .
18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
X-axis Position (mm) X-axis Position (mm)

Figure 10.

Calculated with equation (22) Used values in the simulation Forced convection
coefficient at the crack
(a) (b)
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[JSI Due to its element size around the crack tip, mesh 6 was the one used. Temperature variation
14.3 for both points of analysis and for different frequencies are presented in Figure 11a—d.
’ The stress distribution map was plotted and it’s illustrated in Figure 12, where the visible
discontinuity around the holes is probably due to the mesh distribution around it. The stress
values obtained, for both focus points and the different loading frequencies, are presented
in Table 5.
370 As this first sim}llation was performgd, it was n_otice_d that the region a}round the crack jtip
surpassed the elastic range of the material. With this being the case, equation (26) was applied
at this area. After this change, the simulations were ran again. The obtained stress results
were plotted to display the behavior dependent of the loading frequency, illustrated in the
graph of Figure (13). A curve fitting was also plotted, with the respective equation and B2
coefficient value.

The respective stress values, with also the ones extracted in (Silva et al, 2017) for
comparison purposes (first row of the table, the fitting curve obtained in the respective
mentioned work), are presented in Table 6. Also, the stress and phase profiles for the different
loading frequencies were plotted, along the symmetry axis, presented in Figure 14a and b,
with zooms in areas of interest. In the case of the stress profile, the zoom is around the crack
tip area. Regarding the phase profile, the zoom is exactly at the crack tip, showing a portion of
the crack. Temperature variation and stress distribution maps are not shown since there is no
visual difference from the ones presented before.
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Table 5.
Frequency (Hz) 25 10 20 50 70 Stress at two different
Stress (MPa) for x = 17.5 mm 167 167 167 167 167 nodes for different
Stress (MPa) for x = 18 mm 703 703 703 703 703 loading frequencies
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Stress vs loading
340 ‘ : ‘ : : : frequency for ideal
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 frequencies
Frequency (Hz)
Frequency (Hz) 25 10 20 50 70 Table 6.
Stress (MPa) for y = 68911 - %72 91 138 171 225 250 Stressesat the crack tip
Stress (MPa) obtained in simulation 354 413 445 493 512 for different cases and
Stress (MPa) for y = 319.88 - x211% 354 413 446 493 512 ideal frequencies

The final step was to apply the created model to the usage of non-ideal loading frequencies, as
it was the main goal of this work. A similar procedure to the one just done was followed. The
loading frequencies applied varied from 50 to 2000 Hz, and the plot of the obtained stress and
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respective loading frequencies is illustrated in the graph of Figure 15. The correspondent
values are present in Table 7. As was done in the case before, stress and phase profiles along
the symmetry axis were plotted and are shown in Figure 16a and b.

5. Discussion

5.1 Bar

Analyzing the obtained results presented in Figure 7, it can be observed that they
corresponded to what was expected. Mesh 2 showed good results and there was no need to

750 : ; .
—&—TSA Simulation
——y=319.83"x%11%6; g% = ¢
700 - :
650 - :
=
o
=
"% 600 - i
8
%)
550 f g
500 f g
Figure 15.
Stress vs loading
frequency for non-ideal 450 . . .
loading frequencies 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Frequency (Hz)
Table 7.
Stresses at the crack tip Frequency (Hz) 50 500 1,000 1,500 2000
for different cases and  Stress (MPa) obtained in simulation 493 636 686 718 742
non-ideal frequencies ~ Stress (MPa) for y = 319.83 - x*11% 493 636 687 718 741

Downl oaded from http://ftp. nowublishers.conlijsi/article-pdf/14/3/354/1066964/ijsi-10-2022-0126. pdf by guest on 06 July 2026



800

Thermoelastic
stress test,
FEM approach

700 - 700

600 -

Stress (MPa)
Phase (°)

373

S

5 10 15 20 25

Figure 16.
Profiles along the x-

~100 . .
0 10 15 20 25

X-axis Position (mm) X-axis Position (mm) aXiS. (Sy etry aXlS)
for different non-ideal
Stress profiles Phase profiles B .
loading frequencies
@ (b)

apply mesh 3 that is more computationally expensive. Temperature variation, observed in
Figure 7a, has the desired behavior and the chosen 20 points per cycle, clearly seen
represented by the points along the curve, are enough to properly describe the temperatures
behavior. Stress plot, observed in Figure 7b, shows a uniform distribution, which was also
expected. Finally, analyzing the stress values, a stress around 22.5 MPa was obtained for each
loading frequency tested. Besides the stress value being the one expected, the constant,
independent of the loading frequency, behavior also was the one expected, according to (Silva
et al, 2017).

Regarding the test realized to acknowledge the natural convection effect on the TSA
simulation, it can be seen that in the surfaces of the bar the temperature amplitude signal is
different from the inside of the bar, although the changes are of small magnitude. More so, the
chosen natural convection coefficient of 5 W/m2K is proven to be an adequate value.
Comparing the adiabatic case presented in Figure 8a with the ones where convection is
present, it can be clearly seen that with the increasing of the loading frequency, Figure 8b and
¢, this effect is becoming less accentuated and the system behavior approximates an adiabatic
system. This behavior corresponds to what is explained in the TSA theory, which states, as
said above, that above a certain loading frequency, the system can be considered adiabatic.

5.2 CT specimen

Different from the bar case, the CT specimen meshes were compared, due to the more complex
design. As it can be seen in the graph of Figure 9, the three meshes present very similar results
only away from the crack tip. This is because the area around the crack tip (where the colors
are less accentuated in Figure 9) represents a FEM mesh singularity, meaning that refining
the mesh, i.e. decreasing the element size, will lead to stress results that tend to infinity.
Because of this, this area needs particular attention to be studied with the FEM, More so, this
leaves an uncertainty on the whereabouts of the study node, since the crack tip belongs to the
singularity. The choice relies on mesh 6 to perform the simulations, since it is the one that
presents more accuracy when analyzing the crack tip results.

When it comes to first TSA simulation, for the case of 5 Hz of loading frequency, the stress
distribution map, Figure 12, it’s what was expected. It can be clearly seen the stress intensity
factor around the crack tip, with a heart-shaped distribution around it, as expected. Also, the
compression zones, like at the specimen beginning (x = 0 mm), are also visible.

Regarding the plots of the temperature variation with time, the two focus points are
studied. Observing Figure 11a—d, the amplitude differences are correct for both crack tip

Downl oaded from http://ftp. nowublishers.conlijsi/article-pdf/14/3/354/1066964/ijsi-10-2022-0126. pdf by guest on 06 July 2026



[JSI analysis nodes, being that at the crack tip nodes the signal amplitudes are bigger than at the

14.3 rest of the specimen, proportional to the stress, as it should be. However, analyzing the

’ temperature variation plotted in (Figure 11a), results are not so good, since the temperature

behavior seems to follow a constant cycle pattern. Ideally, some amplitude attenuation with

time, at the crack tip, should be visible, due to the conduction that occurs from the high stress

zones (and higher temperatures) to the low stress ones. This effect should be reduced with the

374 increment of the loading frequency, since the heat has less and less time to transfer.

Analyzing the plots (Figure 11b) to (Figure 11d), this effect is present. Thus, the crack tip

should be studied at ¥ = 18 mm. The downside of this is, as already explained, this node

represents a FEM singularity, meaning that extra care should be taken when analyzing
this node.

Another aspect that must be pointed out is the fact that although the conduction effect is
noticeable, the signal amplitude values practically don’t change, as it can be concluded by
looking at the obtained stress values present in Table 5, where the stress values practically
don’t change with the increment of loading frequencies. The temperature attenuation occurs,
but its values go down below the ambient temperature, meaning that at some points in time
the specimen is compressing at the crack tip, which it shouldn’t. The tests performed in (Silva
et al., 2017) prevent that by applying a load that guarantees that the specimen is submitted to
traction at all times. Some simulations were ran in order to change the range of the sine used
in the thermal simulation (change it so it doesn’t vary from —1 to 1, bur from 0 to 2 or even
never be zero) but this problem was not corrected.

In order to try and fix the above-mentioned problem, the methodology was changed at the
thermal aspect of the simulation. The heat applied at the nodes that are outside the elastic
range of the material is now given by equation (26), as it was explained better in the
methodology. The equation used is an attempt to try and solve the independent behavior of
frequency that the stress results present, but also to correct the behavior at the plastic zone by
trying to eliminate the tendency to infinity that it has. Obviously, other solutions exist but this
was the one used. Analyzing the graph of Figure 13, it is clear that the frequency now has an
effect on the obtained stresses. Also, the curve fitting is pretty good as it presents a R? value of
1, and the obtained values with this fitting curve and the ones extracted from the simulation
are almost the same, as it can be seen it Table 6. The behavior is what was expected and
similar to the one obtained in (Silva et al, 2017). The curve fitting obtained in that work is
compared to the one present in this simulation, in Table 6. Although the stress values
evolutions with the increment of loading frequency are very similar, the magnitudes of the
values are not. This is due to difference in pixel and element size. When performing the TSA, a
camera with a certain resolution is used. The one used in (Silva et al, 2017) had a 320 X 100
resolution, with all pixels being the same size, different from the mesh used that becomes
more refined close to the crack tip. The camera captures radiation coming from each pixel,
integrated to the pixel area, when the simulation can be more precise and measure the stress
at the precise crack tip node. In order to become more visual, observe Figure 17 to compare
element and pixel size, where one square represents one pixel.

Figure 17.
Element and pixel size
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The stress and phase profiles, along the symmetry axis, for different loading Thermoelastic
frequencies, were also plotted. The stress profile, Figure 14a, somewhat corresponds to stress test
what was expected. It can be seen that the only difference between theirselves occurs in FEM approa Ch,
the area where plasticity happens, different from the ones obtained in (Silva et al., 2017) bp
where a noticeable change in profiles happens also at the crack. This could be due to the
lack of the forced convection effect. More so, in the mentioned work, the stress peak moves
toward the crack propagation direction, while in the obtained profiles in this simulation 375
the stress peak remains constant at the crack tip node, which is more correct. The change
in stress peak location should be because of crack propagation of some sort. Analyzing
the phase profiles globally, Figure 14b, a change of 180° at the point where the stresses
change signal was expected. However, the values of around 25° and 155° seem a bit
excessive since these values should be as close as possible to 0° and 180°, if the system
were to be considered adiabatic. Looking at the zoom figure, the forced convection can be
detected. Although the 7/ coefficient increases with the frequency, it is at the low
frequencies that these effect is more noticeable, probably due to the lower stress values at
those frequencies.

Finally, the model was submitted to the use of non-ideal loading frequencies, as it was the
main goal of this work. The obtained stresses are plotted in the graph of Figure 15 and a new
curve fitting was plotted, with also a RZ value of 1. Both the equations that relate stresses and
loading frequencies show a great correlation, even between themselves, being almost the
same. Some kind of stabilization was expected as the frequency rises to high values, since a
value in which the heat has no time to transfer should exist. However, that behavior was not
observable. The rest of the presented data was as expected, proving that this model can be
used with high frequencies.

6. Conclusion

This work had the main goal to create a computational finite element model to perform TSA
simulations with the usage of various loading frequencies, considering the materials’ thermal
properties. The methodology based on FEM was presented first, with the model being
validated by running the simulations for the case of a simple bar. The model was used to
simulate a CT specimen, where the results helped to update the model in order to simulate the
TSA properly. Finally, loading frequencies out of the ideal range were applied and the model
could perform those simulations.

The results for the flat bar showed great similarity to the laboratory tests, including the
temperature profiles at the borders. When simulating the CT specimen for different
frequencies, the stress amplitude presented various amplitude values, mainly near the crack
tip. This was also observed in the laboratory tests published previously. The stresses
obtained for the CT specimen revealed a heart-shaped pattern, as predicted in the literature.
When comparing the load frequency vs stress curve obtained in this work with the laboratory
tests previously published, they are overlapping.

As a final remark, the created model reproduced acceptably the TSA, with the desired
conditions. However, there’s still room for improvement and to perfect this model.

References

An, YK, Min Kim, ]J. and Sohn, H. (2014), “Laser lock-in thermography for detection of surface-
breaking fatigue cracks on uncoated steel structures”, NDT and E International, Vol. 65,
pp. 54-63, available at: https:/www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0963869514000383

A. S. M. Aerospace Specification Metals (2022), available at: https://asm.matweb.com/search/
SpecificMaterial.asp?bassnum=MA2219T851 (accessed 2 September 2022).

Downl oaded from http://ftp. nowublishers.conlijsi/article-pdf/14/3/354/1066964/ijsi-10-2022-0126. pdf by guest on 06 July 2026


https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0963869514000383
https://asm.matweb.com/search/SpecificMaterial.asp?bassnum=MA2219T851
https://asm.matweb.com/search/SpecificMaterial.asp?bassnum=MA2219T851
https://asm.matweb.com/search/SpecificMaterial.asp?bassnum=MA2219T851

IJSI Ancona, F., De Finis, R., Palumbo, D. and Galietti, U. (2015), “Crack growth monitoring in stainless
14.3 steels by means of TSA technique”, In Procedia Engineering, Vol. 109, pp. 89-96, available at:
’ https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1877705815011741

Dassault Systemes (2011), available at: https:/help.solidworks.com/2011/english/solidworks/cworks/
legacyhelp/s imulation/materials/material_models/linear_elastic_orthotropic_model.htm
(accessed 6 September 2022).

376 Diaz, F.A., Patterson, E.A., Tomlinson, R.A. and Yates, J.R. (2004a), “Measuring stress intensity

factors during fatigue crack growth using thermoelasticity”, Fatigue and Fracture of
Engineering Materials and Structures, Vol. 27 No. 7, pp. 571-583, doi: 10.1111/7.1460-2695.2004.
00782.x.

Diaz, F.A., Vasco-Olmo, ] M., Lépez-Alba, E., Felipe-Sesé, L., Molina-Viedma, A.J. and Nowell, D. (2020),
“Experimental evaluation of effective stress intensity factor using thermoelastic stress analysis
and digital image correlation”, International Journal of Fatigue, Vol. 135, 105567, available at:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0142112320300980

Diaz, F.A., Yates, JR. and Patterson, E.A. (2004b), “Some improvements in the analysis of fatigue
cracks using thermoelasticity”, International Journal of Fatigue, Vol. 26 No. 4, pp. 365-376,
available at: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0142112303002007

Elsevier B.V. (2022a), “ScienceDirect”, available at: https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/physics-and-
astronomy/fourier-law (accessed 25 July 2022).

Elsevier B.V. (2022b), “ScienceDirect”, available at: https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/engineering/
convection-heat-transf er-coefficient (accessed 25 July 2022).

Farahani, B.V., de Melo, F.Q,, Tavares, P.J. and Moreira, P.M.G.P. (2020), “New approaches on the
stress intensity factor characterization - review”, Procedia Structural Integrity, Vol. 28,
pp. 226-233.

Frank, P., Incropera David, P., DeWitt Theodore, L., Bergman and Lavine, A.S. (2008), Fundamentals
of Heat and Mass Transfer, 8th ed., John Wiley & Sons, New York.

La Rosa, G. and Risitano, A. (2000), “Thermographic methodology for rapid determination of the
fatigue limit of materials and mechanical components”, International Journal of Fatigue, Vol. 22
No. 1, pp. 65-73.

Laguela, S., Martinez, J., Armesto, J. and Arias, P. (2011), “Energy efficiency studies through 3D laser
scanning and thermographic technologies”, Energy and Buildings, Vol. 43 No. 6.

Luong, M.P. (1998), “Fatigue limit evaluation of metals using an infrared thermographic technique”,
Mechanics of Materials, Vol. 28 No. 1, pp. 155-163.

Molina-Viedma, A, Felipe-Sesé, L., Lopez-Alba, E. and Diaz, F.A. (2021), “Thermoelastic effect in
modal shapes at high frequencies using infrared thermography”, Measurement: Journal of the
International Measurement Confederation, Vol. 176, available at: https://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S0263224121002001

Pires, FM.A., Carneiro, AM.C. and Lopes, LA.R. (2021), “Finite element method theoretical classes
notes”, Método dos Elementos Finitos, FEUP code: MLEM002, Faculty of Engineering of the
University of Porto, September-December 2022.

Ramos Silva, A., Vaz, M., Leite, SR. and Mendes, ]. (2019), “Non-destructive infrared lock-in thermal
tests: update on the current defect detectability”, Russian Journal of Nondestructive Testing,
Vol. 55 No. 10.

Ramos Silva, AJ, Vaz, M, Leite, SR. and Mendes, J. (2022), “Analyzing the influence of the
stimulation duration in the transient thermal test — experimental and FEM simulation”,
Experimental Techniques. doi: 10.1007/s40799-021-00538-1.

Sadd, M.H. (2014), Elasticity Theory, Applications, and Numerics, 3rd ed., Elsevier, ISBN: 978-0-12-
408136-9, available at: https://www.elsevier.com/books/elasticity/sadd/978-0-12-408136-9

Sharpe, W.N. Jr (2008), Springer Handbook of Experimental Solid Mechanics, Springer Handbooks,
New York, NY, doi: 10.1007/978-0-387-30877-7.

Downl oaded from http://ftp. nowublishers.conlijsi/article-pdf/14/3/354/1066964/ijsi-10-2022-0126. pdf by guest on 06 July 2026


https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1877705815011741
https://help.solidworks.com/2011/english/solidworks/cworks/legacyhelp/s%20imulation/materials/material_models/linear_elastic_orthotropic_model.htm
https://help.solidworks.com/2011/english/solidworks/cworks/legacyhelp/s%20imulation/materials/material_models/linear_elastic_orthotropic_model.htm
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2695.2004.00782.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2695.2004.00782.x
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0142112320300980
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0142112303002007
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/physics-and-astronomy/fourier-law
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/physics-and-astronomy/fourier-law
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/engineering/convection-heat-transf%20er-coefficient
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/engineering/convection-heat-transf%20er-coefficient
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0263224121002001
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0263224121002001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40799-021-00538-1
https://www.elsevier.com/books/elasticity/sadd/978-0-12-408136-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-30877-7

Silva, AJ.R., Moreira, PM.G., Vaz, M.A.P. and Gabriel, J. (2017), “Temperature profiles obtained in Thermoelastic
thermoelastic stress test for different frequencies”, International Journal of Structural Integrity, stress test
)

Vol. 8 No. 1, pp. 51-62.
. o . FEM approach
Strzatkowski, K., Streza, M. and Pawlak, M. (2015), “Lock-in thermography versus PPE calorimetry

for accurate measurements of thermophysical properties of solid samples: a comparative
study”, Measurement, Vol. 64.

Thompson, E.G. (2004), Introduction to the Finite Element Method: Theory, Programming and 377
Applications, Wiley.

Tian, T. and Cole, K.D. (2012), “Anisotropic thermal conductivity measurement of carbon-fiber/epoxy
composite materials”, International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, Vol. 55 Nos 23-24.

Villiere, M., Lecointe, D. Vincent, S, Boyard, N. and Didier Delaunay (2013), “Experimental
determination and modeling of thermal conductivity tensor of carbon/epoxy composite”,
Composites Part A: Applied Science and Manufacturing, Vol. 46.

Wang, X.G,, Crupi, V,, Jiang, C, Feng, E.S,, Guglielmino, E. and Wang, CS. (2017), “Energy-based
approach for fatigue life prediction of pure copper”, International Journal of Fatigue, Vol. 104,
pp. 243-250.

Corresponding author
Antoénio Ramos Silva can be contacted at: ars@fe.up.pt

For instructions on how to order reprints of this article, please visit our website:
www.emeraldgrouppublishing.com/licensing/reprints.htm
Or contact us for further details: permissions@emeraldinsight.com

Downl oaded from http://ftp. nowublishers.conlijsi/article-pdf/14/3/354/1066964/ijsi-10-2022-0126. pdf by guest on 06 July 2026


mailto:ars@fe.up.pt

	Temperature patterns obtained in thermoelastic stress test at different frequencies, a FEM approach
	Introduction
	Methodology
	Mesh
	Elastic simulation
	Nodal heat source
	Thermal simulation
	Signal amplitude and phase
	TSA stress

	Procedure
	Components
	Meshes
	Elastic simulation
	Thermal simulation
	Coefficients

	Results
	Results for the bar sample
	CT specimen

	Discussion
	Bar
	CT specimen

	Conclusion
	References


