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Abstract: The ultrasonic transmission spectrum in a double-layered bonded structure is related closely
to its interfacial stiffness. Consequently, researching the regularity of the transmission spectrum is of
significant interest in evaluating the integrity of the bonded structure. Based on the spring model
and the potential function theory, a theoretical model is developed by the transfer matrix method
to predict the transmission spectrum in a double-layered bonded structure. Some shift rules of the
transmission peaks are obtained by numerical calculation of this model with different substrates.
The results show that the resonant transmission peaks move towards a higher frequency with the
increase of the normal interfacial stiffness, and each of them has different movement distances with
the increasing interfacial stiffness. Indeed, it is also observed that the movement starting points
of these peaks are at the specific frequency at which the thickness of either substrate plate equals
an integral multiple of half a wavelength. The results from measuring the bonding specimens,
which have different interfacial properties and different substrates in this experiment, are utilized to
verify the theoretical analysis. Though the theory of “starting points” is not demonstrated effectively,
the shift direction and distance exactly match with the result from the theoretical algorithm.

Keywords: weak bonded; air-coupled ultrasound; transmission peaks; interfacial stiffness;
double-layered bonded structures

1. Introduction

Adhesive bonding has excellent shock absorption capacity and reliable sealing performance in
comparison with welding and bolting [1,2]. Since the 1940s, the technique of adhesive bonding has
been widely used in automotive, aviation, and spaceflight fields [3], such as the engine cover plate
of the automobiles, the envelope of airplanes, and hatches of satellite. If adhesive bonding cannot
meet the design requirement or bonding layer aging appears, it may cause some serious accidents [4].
Therefore, how to detect bonding defects, such as voids, inclusions, and weak bonds, etc., is of crucial
significance for the prospect of bond technology.

Compared with the traditional destructive testing method, non-destructive testing (NDT)
techniques, which include laser ultrasonic systems, eddy current methods, infrared thermography
methods, ultrasound methods, and so on, have been used to evaluate the characteristics of tested
materials. Furthermore, NDT techniques do not destroy their intrinsic structure [5–8]. However,
so far every NDT technique has its own advantages and disadvantages [9–12]. Ultrasonic methods,
which have some advantages like high precision, convenient operation, and low cost, are regarded
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as the most promising techniques to measure the integrity of bonding structures. Thus, it is of great
practical interest to research the transmission characteristic of ultrasound propagating in the bonding
structures [13–15].

The ultrasonic techniques which were used to evaluate the bonding quality have developed
very rapidly in the past several years [16–18]. Especially, a significant amount of effort has been
implemented to demonstrate the correlation between the transmission coefficient and the adhesive
bond quality by some researchers [19,20]. Thomson established a theoretical model of ultrasonic wave
propagation in multi-layered structures by the transfer matrix method and used this model to calculate
the transmission coefficient [21]. Wang et al. studied the ultrasonic transmission on anisotropic media
with rigid and slip interfaces emphatically [22]. Their studies focus on the traditional ultrasonic
coupling method, however, few attempts have been made to research the transmission characteristics
of an air-coupled ultrasonic technique.

The air-coupled ultrasonic technique has drawn more and more attention in recent years, which is
attributed to its advantages [23]. First, this technique does not pollute the tested material surface and
wear the probe, and the tested materials could not be damaged by immersing the liquid. Moreover,
in light of the convenient installation and high testing speed, this technique has been considered
to have the potential for evaluating the bonded quality via on-line monitoring. Some researchers
focus on the application of air-coupled ultrasound to assess the lack of adhesive in glued solid wood
objects [24,25], and the investigation of the accuracy of ultrasonic air-coupled imaging of defects in
composite materials [26]. However, the air-coupled ultrasound cannot completely replace traditional
ultrasonic methods (contact and immersion ultrasound) because of its intrinsic drawbacks, for instance,
its narrow bandwidth, low signal-to-noise ratio, and poor resolution [23,27]. The reason is that sound
waves are well suited to generation in water or, especially, in solids. In air, however, just the opposite is
required. Air is very compliant, so waves from a high impedance source couple poorly into the air [28].
Furthermore, it is only suitable for using low frequencies since the ultrasonic attenuation in air sharply
increases with the increase of its frequency [29].

It is helpful for the assessment of bonding quality to predict the through-transmission spectrum
change with the strength of adhesive bonds. In order to reduce the effects of air-ultrasonic drawbacks
on detecting the integrity of adhesive bonds, in this paper, we investigate the laws that resonant peaks
in the transmission coefficients shift with the increase of the interfacial stiffness in different substrate
materials and thicknesses. These laws provide the theoretical basis for optimizing the detecting
parameter. In consideration of theoretical analyses, the change laws have been presented, and also
demonstrated by experiments.

2. Theory

2.1. Physical Model

Figure 1 shows the physical model for the detection of the kissing bond interface using normal
incidence air-coupled ultrasound. The vertical-incidence method is adopted in the experiment. When
the normally plane longitudinal wave is incident on the surface of the tested materials, parts of them are
reflected from the air-solid interface and the others transmit into the tested materials. If the amplitude
of the incident wave is seen as unit 1, R and T, the amplitude of the reflection and transmission,
can be considered the reflection coefficient and transmission coefficient. A and B are the amplitude
of incidence and reflection on the adhesive interface, respectively, and C and D are the amplitude on
solid-air interface. The symbols + and − denote the top and bottom surfaces of the materials.

As shown in Figure 1, the tested material is composed of two plates which are homogeneous,
isotropic, linear elastic materials. Medium layer 1 (density ρ1, thickness d1, Lame constants λ1 and µ1

and velocity c1) and medium layer 2 (density ρ2, thickness d2, Lame constants λ2 and µ2 and velocity
c2) are held together by an adhesive layer. The property of the adhesive layer is negligible, which is
substituted for the spring model proposed by Newmark, et al. [30]. The top and bottom layer are air,
density and velocity of which are denoted ρa, ca, respectively. x denotes the coordinate axis.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of normal incidence air-coupled ultrasonic inspection. 

As shown in Figure 1, the tested material is composed of two plates which are homogeneous, 

isotropic, linear elastic materials. Medium layer 1 (density ρ1, thickness d1, Lame constants λ1 and μ1 

and velocity c1) and medium layer 2 (density ρ2, thickness d2, Lame constants λ2 and μ2 and velocity 

c2) are held together by an adhesive layer. The property of the adhesive layer is negligible, which is 

substituted for the spring model proposed by Newmark, et al. [30]. The top and bottom layer are air, 

density and velocity of which are denoted ρa, ca, respectively. x denotes the coordinate axis.  

2.2. Mathematical Model  

The location which the sound waves transmit into each layer interface is set as the coordinate 

system’s origin this layer. The sound pressure p and particle velocity v in every layer could be 

expressed as: 
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of normal incidence air-coupled ultrasonic inspection.

2.2. Mathematical Model

The location which the sound waves transmit into each layer interface is set as the coordinate
system’s origin this layer. The sound pressure p and particle velocity v in every layer could be
expressed as:

p0= ej(ωt−k0x)+Rej(ωt+k0x) (1)

p1= Aej(ωt−k1x)+Bej(ωt+k1x) (2)

p2= Cej(ωt−k2x)+Dej(ωt+k2x) (3)

p3= Tej(ωt−k3x) (4)

υ0 =
1
z0
(ej(ωt−k0x)−Rej(ωt+k0x)) (5)

υ1 =
1
z1
(Aej(ωt−k1x)−Bej(ωt+k1x)) (6)

υ2 =
1
z2
(Cej(ωt−k2x)+Dej(ωt+k2x)) (7)

υ3 =
1
z3
(Tej(ωt−k3x)) (8)

where p and v are the sound pressure and particle displacement speed, respectively. ω is the circular
frequency. k = ω/c, where k is the wave number. z = ρc, where z is the material acoustic impedance.
The subscript m (m = 0, 1, 2, 3) represents the corresponding layer parameters. j is the symbol of the
imaginary part. Considering the upper and lower surfaces of the tested material are not adhesive,
the sound pressure and particle displacement speed at the air-solid interface are continuous, and these
boundary conditions are mathematically described as:

p−0 = p+1 , υ−0 = υ+1
p−2 = p+3 , υ−2 = υ+3

(9)

Putting Equation (9) into matrix form can be formulated as:[
A
B

]
=

[
1/2 z1/2
1/2 −z1/2

][
1 1

1/z0 −1/z0

][
1
R

]
(10)

[
T
T

]
=

[
e−jk2d2 ejk2d2

z3
z2

e−jk2d2 − z3
z2

ejk2d2

][
C
D

]
(11)

If the bonding of tested material shown in Figure 1 is imperfect, and the thickness of the layer is
much smaller than the wavelength, the ultrasonic wave interaction with this interface can be described
using spring boundary conditions:
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∂p−1
∂t

= K(υ−1 − υ+2 ), p−1 = p+2 (12)

where K is the distributed spring constant per unit area (N·m−3). Putting Equation (12) into matrix
form can be formulated as:[

C
D

]
=

[
− z2

2K 1/2
z2
2K 1/2

][
(jω− K

z1
)e−jk1d1 (jω + K

z1
)ejk1d1

e−jk1d1 ejk1d1

][
A
B

]
(13)

By combining Equation (10), Equation (11), and Equation (13), the dependence of the transmission
and reflection coefficients can be described as:[

T
T

]
= N

[
1
R

]
(14)

where the matrix N, symbolized as N =

[
n11 n12

n21 n22

]
, is equal to the matrix-chain multiplication from

Equation (10), Equation (11), and Equation (13). The transmission coefficients can be described as:

T =
n11n22−n21n12

n22−n12
(15)

2.3. Analysis

Some special cases are considered. Firstly, if both k1d1 and k2d2 equal nπ (n = 0, 1, 2 . . . ),
namely the thickness of both plates are an integral multiple of the half wavelength at the same time.
The transmission coefficient T reduces to:

T =
2

jωz0
K + 2

(16)

In terms of the previous works [31–33], the value of K, including the weakly-bonded or
perfectly-bonded, taken into account in research process is much more than 1012 N·m−3. In these cases,
the transmission coefficient T is approximate to 1.

Secondly, when the interface stiffness coefficient is infinite (K→+∞), the transmission coefficient
in Equation (15) is given by the following equation:

T = −2
[2 cos(k1d1) cos(k2d2)−(

z1
z2
+

z2
z1
) sin(k1d1) sin(k2d2)]+i[( z0

z1
+

z1
z0
) sin(k1d1) cos(k2d2)+(

z0
z2
+

z2
z0
) cos(k1d1) sin(k2d2)

(17)

If the specified values of the materials’ properties are not available, the extreme points of the
frequency have no analytical solution from Equation (17). However, when both bonding material
impedances are equal (z1 = z2), the transmission coefficient can reduce to:

T =
−2

2 cos(k1d1+k2d2) + i( z1
z0
+ z0

z1
) sin(k1d1+k2d2)

(18)

In this case, the extreme points are easily obtained, i.e., when k1d1 + k2d2 = nπ (n = 0, 1, 2 . . . ),
the transmission coefficient T reaches the extreme value.

3. Numerical Calculation

3.1. The Same Material and Equal Thickness

The physical parameters of the materials, which include p-wave velocity, thickness, and density,
have been measured by an experimental method and listed in Table 1. The p-wave velocity was
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measured by the time-difference method and the density was obtained by dividing mass by volume.
The thickness can be measured by a Vernier caliper. The experimental results show that these
properties are uniform in different places and different directions, so these materials are regarded as
isotropic materials.

Table 1. Physical parameters of the materials.

Material P-Wave Velocity
(m/s)

Density
(kg/m3)

Impedance
(Rayl)

Thickness
(mm)

Air 340 1.29 438.6 N/A
Polymethyl Methacrylate 2710 1200 3.252 × 106 3, 5 and 10

Aluminum 6320 2770 17.5064 × 106 1

When both medium layers are polymethyl methacrylate (PMMA) and their thicknesses are
5 mm, the ultrasonic transmission spectrum can be obtained by calculating Equation (15) for different
interfacial stiffnesses. Figure 2 shows the transmission spectrum from different interfacial stiffnesses
between the two equal-thickness PMMA plates. If kd = nπ (n = 0, 1, 2 . . . ), emerging on the spectrum,
the transmission peaks cannot shift with the change of the interfacial stiffness. Other transmission
peaks shift to a higher frequency area with the increase of the interfacial stiffness. If K = 1020 N·m−3

(perfect interface), the adhesive tested material can be viewed as an integral plate whose thickness
equals the sum of two pieces of adhesive material, and the transmission peaks emerge at kd = nπ/2.
This result from the simulation is completely in accordance with the half-wave resonance theory.
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Figure 2. The transmission spectrum from equal-thickness PMMA plate (5 mm): (a) K = 1012 N·m−3;
(b) K = 1013 N·m−3; and (c) K = 1020 N·m−3.

Figure 3 shows the transmission peaks’ positions as a function of the interfacial stiffness, when the
adhesive materials are both 5-mm-thick PMMA plates. It can be seen that as K < 1011 N·m−3, the peaks
are at kd = nπ (n = 0, 1, 2 . . . ), and these peaks do not change with the increase of the interfacial
stiffness. When K→1011 N·m−3, others peaks appear nearby the original peaks, and the interfacial
stiffness increase results in these peaks shift to a higher frequency, and as K→1018 N·m−3 these peaks
shift to kd = nπ/2 (n = 0, 1, 2 . . . ). In this case, the tested material is equivalent to a whole plate, and its
thickness is equal to the sum of the two adhesive plates.
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Figure 3. Transmission spectrum peaks as a function of the interfacial stiffness from the two
equal-thickness (5 mm) PMMA plates.

It can also be observed that different frequencies have different sensitivities to the change of the
interfacial stiffness from Figure 3. The lower frequencies in these movable frequency areas are more
sensitive when the interfacial stiffness is lower. In other words, the higher-frequency peaks show
a ‘later shift’ than lower-frequency peaks.

3.2. The Same Material and Unequal-Thickness

The transmission spectra of the ultrasound from a thin plate into a thick plate or from a thick
plate into a thin plate are the same through the numerical calculation. The incident direction is not
discussed in the following section.

Figure 4a shows the dependence of frequency for transmission peaks on the interfacial stiffness
calculated from Equation (15), when the thickness of two PMMA plates are 10 mm and 5 mm,
respectively, and Figure 4b illustrates that the thicknesses of double layers are 10 mm and 3 mm,
respectively. As shown in Figure 4a, when K→1018 N·m−3 (perfectly bonded), the transmission peaks
appear at k (d1 + d2) = nπ (n = 1, 2, 3 . . . ). In this case, it is also in good agreement with the half-wave
resonance theory. One can also see that as K < 1011 N·m−3 (weak bonded), the transmission peaks are
at kd1 = nπ or kd2 = nπ (n = 0, 1, 2 . . . ). With the increase of the interfacial stiffness, these peaks shift to
the higher-frequency area. The condition when kd1 = nπ or kd2 = nπ can be seen as the starting points
that the transmission peaks move toward the higher frequency and the condition when k (d1 + d2) = nπ
as the stopping points.
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Figure 4. The dependence of frequency for transmission peaks on the interfacial stiffness for PMMA
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These regulars which are described in Figure 4a are also suitable for Figure 4b. There is the
phenomenon of ‘later shift’ of higher frequencies in both figures. However, not all the peaks have the
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same sensibility. For example, in Figure 4b, the peak that when the starting point is kd1 = 3π obviously
have less sensibility than the one that when the starting point is kd1 = 4π.

3.3. The Unequal-Thickness Materials

Figure 5 shows the relationship between the frequency for the transmission coefficient peaks
and the interface stiffness, as the tested material is the 1-mm-thick aluminum plate bonded to the
10-mm-thick PMMA plate. From Figure 5, the phenomenon of ‘later shift’ is also observed and the
sensitivity of the different transmission peaks is not the same. Meanwhile, the move starting points of
the transmission peaks are in the condition when k1d1 = nπ (n = 0, 1, 2 . . . ). However, the stopping
point could not be described as an algebraic formula, because it is related to the substrate material
parameters, such as the density and the ultrasound velocity, etc., in addition to the wave numbers and
plate thickness.
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4. Experimental

4.1. Experimental Apparatus

The ultrasonic system employed to research on the transmission characteristics of the air-coupled
ultrasound is illustrated in Figure 6. 1© and 2© are, respectively, the transmitting transducer and the
receiving transducer, which are provided by Japan Probe Co. Ltd. (Yokohama, Kanagawa Prefecture,
Japan) in Japan. These transducers, whose central lines are coincident and horizontal, are fixed on
opposite sides of the tested material 4©. According to theoretical analysis and the measurements
performed by An et al. [32], the transducers with a central frequency of 800 kHz and a 7 mm × 10 mm
rectangle active element were chosen in the experiment. The distance between the transmitting
transducer and the tested material is 40 mm, and the distance between the receiving transducer and
the tested material is 20 mm, which are both in the near-field zone of the ultrasonic transducer. These
distance parameters are provided by the transducer supplier.
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The sample of the tested material is installed perpendicular to the central line of the transducers.
3© is a U-shaped retaining clip, which is used to fix the tested material. 5© is the fixation tool of the

transducers. 6© and 7© are the receiver power amplifier and the ultrasonic pulser/receiver, respectively.
8© is a personal computer (PC) used to control 7© and analyze experimental data.

Ultrasonic pulses generated from the ultrasonic pulser/receiver propagate through the
transmitting transducer, the air and the tested specimen and finally are received by the receiving
transducer. The received signals are amplified by receiving power amplifier which flat gain is 60 dB,
and then transmitted in turn to the ultrasonic pulser/receiver, and the personal computer. In this
experiment, the sampling frequency is 10 MHz, and the transmit voltage of the ultrasonic pulser is
600 V. The time domain signal is easy to transform into the frequency domain using Fast Fourier
Transform (FFT).

4.2. Specimen Preparation

Using ultrasonic c-scan method, all substrates are estimated to ensure that there are no gross
imperfections and anomalies. They are cut into the size of 60 mm × 60 mm, the clutter and burr of
which are cleared to reduce measurement error. The material parameters are listed in Table 1.

Two substrates are bonded by taking a two-part epoxy adhesive, which consist of A epoxy
adhesive and B epoxy adhesive with the same proportion and stirred uniformly. The bond property
of the epoxy adhesive can be influenced by the stressed force, humidity, and temperature, so these
conditions have almost been maintained consistently during the experiment. In terms of the instruction
of the two-part epoxy adhesive, the bonding strength will increase with the increase of the bonding time
and achieve the maximum value after 10 h under the usual circumstances. Consequently, the bonding
specimens should be measured when the bonding time is 1, 5, and 10 h, respectively. Before the
cohesive bodies are measured, they are pressured by heavy stuff for eliminating bubbles between two
plates. The following equation is used to give the thickness of the adhesive layer:

tadhesive = ttotal − tsum (19)

where tadhesive is the thickness of the adhesive layer, ttotal and tsum are the whole thickness of the
bonding body and the sum of the two substrates’ thicknesses, respectively, which can be measured by
a Vernier caliper. tadhesive is approx. 0.1 mm, so that its thickness and attenuation are neglected.

4.3. Experimental Procedures

According to the theory analysis, the bonding quality can impact the transmission coefficient
of the bonding structure. The transmission coefficient is used to indicate the bonding quality.
For demonstrating the previous mentioned theory, the transmission coefficient should be measured in
an experiment. The transmission coefficient can be expressed by the following equation [34]:

T =
O( f )
I( f )

(20)

where O(f ) is the frequency spectrum of the transmission signal, and I(f ) is the frequency spectrum of
the incident signal. Firstly, when there is no bonding specimen between the transmitting transducer
and the receiving transducer. Meanwhile, the receiving power amplifier, only for amplifying the
amplitude of receive signal, is uninstalled. The time signals could be got and shown in Figure 7a.
Secondly, a frequency spectrum can be calculated by FFT on the time signal. Finally, I(f ) is the
frequency spectrum of normalization and shown in Figure 7b. In addition, it is important to note
that the normalization and uninstalling the amplifier could not influence the peak position of the
transmission coefficient.

The three types of bonding bodies are made by the above method, which included the same
material and the same thickness (5 mm PMMA plate and 5 mm PMMA plate bonding), the same
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material and different thickness (10 mm PMMA plate and 5 mm PMMA plate bonding, 10 mm PMMA
plate and 3 mm PMMA plate bonding), and different material and different thickness (10 mm PMMA
plate and 1 mm aluminum plate bonding). According to the method shown in Figure 6 to assemble the
equipment, some transmission signals could be recorded by measuring these materials. These signals
transform into the frequency spectrum (O(f )) by FFT.
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signals; and (b) frequency spectrum.

Figure 8 shows the frequency spectrums from measuring the adhesive bonding structure of
equal-thickness (5 mm) PMMA plates. Comparison with the spectrums on the condition of the
different bonding time, the middle peak shift towards the higher frequency area with the increase of
the bonding time, but the peaks on both sides hardly move. Since the transmission signal amplified by
the receiver power amplifier only represent the relative amount, the voltage amplitude which is from
the receiver transducer is normalized. This phenomenon is almost consistent with previous theoretical
analysis shown in Figure 3. The both side transmission peaks do not match together completely, which
is caused by the bonding layer. The amplitude of the transmission peaks, which is not in the main
band range, is small, but it also has a reference significance.Materials 2018, 11, 310 10 of 13 
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Figure 8. Shift in the transmission peaks due to variation of bonding time: two equal-thickness (5 mm)
PMMA plates.

Measuring the adhesive bonding structure of 10 mm-thickness and 5 mm-thickness PMMA plates,
the frequency spectra are shown in Figure 9. The transmission peaks on both sides do not change
and the two peaks in the middle shift towards the higher frequency area with the growing bonding
time. Table 2 shows the peak position of the transmission coefficient at different bonding time which
are shown in Figure 9. Through contrasting the second peak and the third peak in Table 2, the shift
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distance of the second peak is greater than the third one when the bonding time increases from 1 h to
5 h. However, when the bonding time increases from 5 h to 10 h, the third one is more sensitive than
the second one. This phenomenon is agreement with the law of ‘later shift’ as mentioned above.
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Figure 9. Shift in the transmission peaks due to the variation of the bonding time: 10 mm PMMA plate
and 5 mm PMMA plate bonding.

Table 2. Peaks position at different bonding time.

Serial Number Peak Position at 1 h (MHz) Peak Position at 5 h (MHz) Peak Position at 10 h (MHz)

The first peak 0.523 0.523 0.523
The second peak 0.607 0.613 0.620
The third peak 0.700 0.703 0.713

The fourth peak 0.803 0.803 0.806

Likewise, Figure 10 shows the frequency spectrum of two remaining situations, namely 10 mm
PMMA plate and 3 mm PMMA plate bonding, 10 mm PMMA plate and 1 mm aluminum plate
bonding. It can be seen that almost all transmission peaks shift towards the higher frequency area,
and there is still the phenomenon of ‘later shift’. However, not every peak has the same sensitive to the
bonding time. As shown in Figure 10a, the peak between 0.6 MHz and 0.7 MHz is the most sensitive
compared with the other frequency area. Similarly, the peak between 0.7 MHz and 0.8 MHz is the
most sensitive in Figure 10b.
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5. Conclusions

The physical and mathematical models, which are used to describe the propagating characteristic
of the air-ultrasound in double-layered adhesively-bonded structures, is established by the transfer
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matrix method. This mathematical model is simplified in some special cases. By analyzing this
model, two laws have been presented. One is that when the thicknesses of both substrates are equal to
an integral multiple of a half wavelength, the transmission coefficient T is approximate to one. This rule
could be considered as an expansion of the half-wave theory. The other is that as the impedance of
both substrates are equal and the interfacial stiffness is infinite, the transmission coefficient T reaches
the extreme value when the sum thickness of both substrates is equal to half a wavelength.

The transmission spectra of the adhesive structures, which are made of different substrates,
are presented by numerical calculation in the different interfacial stiffness. The calculation results show
that the spectrum shifts toward higher frequencies with the increase of the interfacial stiffness, but the
speed of moving varies in terms of the different interfacial stiffness. Some transmission peaks are
relevant to the change of the interfacial stiffness, however, some are not sensitive, and even irrelevant,
to it. Indeed, it is also shown that the higher frequency peaks are shifted later than the lower frequency
peaks. The starting points that the transmission peaks move toward the higher frequency are located at
kd1 = nπ or kd2 = nπ regardless of the property of the material. The stopping points, however, depend
on the property of material, When two substrates are of the same material, the stopping points are
located at k (d1 + d2) = nπ, When two substrates are not of the same material, the stopping points could
not be described by an algebraic formula. The phenomenon from experiments is in agreement with the
calculation results above. In addition, all of the rules proved by experimental investigations provide
the theoretical foundation for choosing the air-coupled transducer with optimal parameters, including
the central frequency and its band to accurately evaluate the integrity of the adhesive structure.

Acknowledgments: This project is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (grant
No. 51565020, No. 11464030, and No. 51305184) and the Natural Science Foundation of Jiangxi Province (grant
No. 20171BAB206032).

Author Contributions: Xing-Guo Wang and Wen-Lin Wu conceived and designed the experiments; Wen-Lin Wu
and Zhi-Cheng Huang performed the experiments; Xing-Guo Wang and Wen-Lin Wu analyzed the data;
Jun-Jie Chang and Nan-Xing Wu contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools; Wen-Lin Wu and Xing-Guo Wang
wrote the paper.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Baker, A.; Bitton, D.; John, W. Development of a proof test for through-life monitoring of bond integrity in
adhesively bonded repairs to aircraft structure. Int. J. Adhes. Adhes. 2012, 36, 65–76. [CrossRef]

2. Lord, R.J. In-service nondestructive inspection of fighter and attack aircraft. Mater. Eval. 1985, 43, 733–739.
3. Zhang, E.T.; Qu, C.Y.; Chen, W.J. Development and Application of Structural Adhesives. Mater. China 2009,

28, 74–78.
4. Zhang, Q. Study of the Ultrasonic Propagation Characteristics of Bonded Structure Based on the Oblique

Incidence Technique. Master’s Thesis, Beijing University of Technology, Beijing, China, June 2012.
5. Dong, F.X.; Wang, C.K.; Fan, L.M.; Zhao, F.B.; Li, J.L.; Zhang, X.; Zheng, S.P. The Application

and Development of Detection of Composite Materials by X-ray Nondestructive Testing Techniques.
Nondestr. Test. 2016, 38, 67–72.

6. Garcíamartín, J.; Gómezgil, J.; Vázquezsánchez, E. Non-Destructive Techniques Based on Eddy Current
Testing. Sensors 2011, 11, 2525–2565. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Stott, C.A.; Underhill, P.R.; Babbar, V.K.; Krause, T.W. Pulsed Eddy Current Detection of Cracks in Multilayer
Aluminum Lap Joints. IEEE Sens. J. 2015, 15, 956–962. [CrossRef]

8. Charles, J.H. Nondestructive Testing and Evaluation of the Manual; China Petrochemical Press: Beijing, China, 2005.
9. Adams, R.D.; Cawley, P. Defect Types and Non-Destructive Testing Techniques for Composites and Bonded

Joints. Mater. Sci. Tech. 1989, 5, 413–425. [CrossRef]
10. Cawley, P. Low frequency NDT techniques for the detection of disbonds and delaminations. Br. J.

Non-Destr. Test. 1992, 32, 454–461. [CrossRef]
11. Banks, W.M.; Hayward, D.; Joshi, S.B.; Cheng, Z.L.; Jeffrey, K.; Pethrick, R.A. High frequency dielectric

investigations of adhesive bonded structures. Insight 1995, 37, 964–968.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijadhadh.2012.03.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s110302525
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22163754
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSEN.2014.2354404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0950-0618(89)90011-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0963-8695(92)90556-V


Materials 2018, 11, 310 12 of 12

12. Allin, J.M.; Cawley, P.; Lowe, M.J.S. Adhesive disbond detection of automotive components using first mode
ultrasonic resonance. NDT & E Int. 2003, 36, 503–514.

13. Mustapha, S.; Ye, L.; Wang, D.; Lu, Y. Assessment of debonding in sandwich CF/EP composite beams using
A0 Lamb wave at low frequency. Compos. Struct. 2011, 93, 483–491. [CrossRef]

14. Lowe, M.J.S.; Challis, R.E.; Chan, C.W. The transmission of Lamb waves across adhesively bonded lap joints.
Acoust. Soc. Am. 2000, 107, 1333–1345. [CrossRef]

15. Challis, R.E.; Freemantle, R.J.; Wilkinson, G.P.; White, J.D.H. Compression wave NDE of adhered metal lap
joints: Uncertainties and echo feature extraction. Ultrasonics 1996, 34, 455–459. [CrossRef]

16. Tattersall, H.G. The ultrasonic pulse-echo technique as applied to adhesion testing. J. Phys. D Appl. Phys.
2002, 6, 819–832. [CrossRef]

17. Korzeniowski, M.; Piwowarczyk, T.; Maev, R.G. Application of ultrasonic method for quality evaluation of
adhesive layers. Arch. Civ. Mech. Eng. 2014, 14, 661–670. [CrossRef]

18. Palumbo, D.; Tamborrino, R.; Galietti, U.; Aversa, P.; Tatì, A.; Luprano, V.A.M. Ultrasonic analysis and lock-in
thermography for debonding evaluation of composite adhesive joints. NDT & E Int. 2016, 78, 1–9. [CrossRef]

19. Wu, W.L.; Wang, X.G.; Huang, Z.C.; Wu, N.X. Measurements of the weak bonding interfacial stiffness by
using air-coupled ultrasound. AIP Adv. 2017, 7, 1–14. [CrossRef]

20. Angel, Y.C.; Achenbach, J.D. Reflection and Transmission of Elastic Waves by a Periodic Array of Cracks.
Wave Motion 2016, 7, 375–397. [CrossRef]

21. Thomson, W.T. Transmission of Elastic Waves through a Stratified Solid Medium. J. Appl. Phys. 1950, 21,
89–93. [CrossRef]

22. Wang, Y.J.; Xu, M.X. Sound reflection and transition on layered anisotropic solid media. Acta Acust. 1995, 3,
161–169.

23. Zhou, Z.G.; Wei, D. Progress of Air-coupled Ultrasonic Non-destructive Testing Technology. Chin. J.
Mech. Eng. 2008, 44, 10–14. [CrossRef]

24. Kazys, R.; Mazeika, L.; Zukauskas, E. Investigation of accurate imaging of the defects in composite materials
using ultrasonic air-coupled technique. Int. J. Mater. Prod. Technol. 2011, 41, 105–115. [CrossRef]

25. Blomme, E.; Bulcaen, D.; Cool, T.; Declercq, F.; Lust, P. Air-coupled ultrasonic assessment of wood veneer.
Phys. Procedia 2010, 3, 193–200. [CrossRef]

26. Sanabria, S.J.; Mueller, C.; Neuenschwander, J.; Niemz, P.; Sennhauser, U. Air coupled ultrasound as
an accurate and reproducible method for bonding assessment of glued timber. Wood Sci. Technol. 2011, 45,
645–659. [CrossRef]

27. Chang, J.J.; Lu, C.; Okura, Y.K. Research the principle and application of Non-contact air coupling ultrasonic
testing. Nondestr. Insp. 2013, 37, 6–11.

28. Chimenti, D.E. Review of air-coupled ultrasonic materials characterization. Ultrasonics 2014, 54, 1804–1818.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Schindel, D.W.; Forsyth, D.S.; Hutchins, D.A.; Fahr, A. Air-coupled ultrasonic NDE of bonded aluminum lap
joints. Ultrasonics 1997, 35, 1–6. [CrossRef]

30. Newmark, N.M.; Siess, C.P.; Viest, I.M. Tests and analysis of composite beams with incomplete interaction.
Proc. Soc. Exp. Stress Anal. 1951, 9, 75–92.

31. An, Z.W.; Wang, X.M.; Mao, J.; Li, M.X. Low-frequency characteristic of ultrasound reflection spectrum from
adhesively bonded aluminum plates. Appl. Acoust. 2009, 28, 190–194.

32. Vijaya, K.R.L.; Bhat, M.R.; Murthy, C.R. Some studies on evaluation of degradation in composite adhesive
joints using ultrasonic techniques. Ultrasonics 2013, 53, 1150–1162. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Lavrentyev, A.I.; Rokhlin, S.I. Ultrasonic spectroscopy of imperfect contact interfaces between a layer and
two solids. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 1998, 103, 657–664. [CrossRef]

34. Wu, B.; Zhang, J.; Qiu, Z.G.; He, C.F. Research on the Transmission Characteristics of Underwater Bonding
Structure in Oblique Incidence. J. Mech. Eng. 2013, 49, 45–52. [CrossRef]

© 2018 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2010.08.032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.428420
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0041-624X(95)00115-J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/6/7/305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.acme.2013.10.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ndteint.2015.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5001248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0165-2125(85)90006-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1699629
http://dx.doi.org/10.3901/JME.2008.06.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1504/IJMPT.2011.040289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.phpro.2010.01.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00226-010-0357-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ultras.2014.02.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24650685
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0041-624X(96)00088-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ultras.2013.01.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23541960
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.423235
http://dx.doi.org/10.3901/JME.2013.10.045
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Theory 
	Physical Model 
	Mathematical Model 
	Analysis 

	Numerical Calculation 
	The Same Material and Equal Thickness 
	The Same Material and Unequal-Thickness 
	The Unequal-Thickness Materials 

	Experimental 
	Experimental Apparatus 
	Specimen Preparation 
	Experimental Procedures 

	Conclusions 
	References

