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Abstract: In modern gas turbines, efforts are being made to improve efficiency even further. This is
achieved primarily by increasing the generated pressure ratio in the compressor and by increasing
the turbine inlet temperature. This leads to enormous loads on the components in the hot gas region
in the turbine. As a result, non-destructive testing and structural health monitoring (SHM) processes
are becoming increasingly important to gas turbine manufacturers. Initial cracks in the turbine blades
must be identified before catastrophic events occur. A proven method is the linear ultrasound method.
By monitoring the amplitude and phase fluctuations of the input signal, structural integrity of the
components can be detected. However, closed cracks or small cracks cannot be easily detected due
to a low impedance mismatch with the surrounding materials. By contrast, nonlinear ultrasound
methods have shown that damages can be identified at an early stage by monitoring new signal
components such as sub- and higher harmonics of the fundamental frequency in the frequency
spectrum. These are generated by distortion of the elastic waveform due to damage/nonlinearity of
the material. In this paper, new global nonlinear parameters were derived that result from the dual
excitation of two different ultrasound frequencies. These nonlinear features were used to assess the
presence of cracks as well as their qualitative sizes. The proposed approach was tested on several
samples and turbine blades with artificial and real defects. The results were compared to samples
without failure. Numerical simulations were conducted to investigate nonlinear elastic interaction of
the stress waves with the damage regions. The results show a clear trend of nonlinear parameters
changing as a function of the crack size, demonstrating the capability of the proposed approach to
detect in-service cracks.

Keywords: nonlinear ultrasound; crack detection; gas turbines

1. Introduction

Linear ultrasound techniques are a proven method in modern component inspection. Failure
detection is carried out here by changes in the elastic properties such as sound velocity, damping,
transmission coefficients, and reflection coefficients [1–3].

Hikata et al. brought a significant development of this technique in 1965. They found that
a sinusoidal ultrasonic wave distorts the fundamental frequency as it propagates in the presence
of nonlinearities [4]. An ultrasonic wave propagates into a solid with the fundamental frequency.
If this is disturbed during propagation in the body, harmonics are generated. If the amplitudes of
these harmonic frequencies are now measured and compared with the fundamental frequencies,
these comparative values are a good indicator for detecting changes in the material [4].

Where linear ultrasound failure detection techniques reach their limits, nonlinear ultrasound
techniques show higher detection rates [4,5]. This technique offers the possibility to easily assess the
remaining life of a component [6–11]. Different nonlinear models are compared in the review paper [12].
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The second order nonlinearity parameter with two fundamental frequencies was used to detect
microcracks [13]. Lim et al. developed a technique with the frequency modulation of high-frequency
and low-frequency waves [14]. Subharmonic frequencies were used to detect closed cracks [15].
Moll et al. examined the temperature effect on the propagation of guided waves in composites [16].
Using nonlinear ultrasound, various possibilities were shown to determine mechanical stresses in
screw connections [17].

In this study, new global nonlinearity parameters are proposed and derived analytically when a
material is excited with two different input frequencies. The numerical simulations were done using
the commercially available finite element software LS-DYNA to support and validate the proposed
approach where the presence of higher harmonic frequencies was modelled. This method was
demonstrated in a quasi-one-dimensional calculation model that was expanded to a dual-frequency
excitation model. Nonlinear ultrasound investigations were carried out on metal plate samples where
the derived parameter values were used for the damage assessment. Welded plates and selective
laser melting (SLM) manufactured plates were also investigated. The sums of the amplitude values
of all fundamental and harmonic frequencies and the calculated parameter values were evaluated.
Subsequently, a damaged turbine vane and blade were examined. The derived nonlinear parameters
were calculated and used for crack detection. The failure in the vane was artificially eroded. The crack
in the turbine blade, however, was formed during operation in a gas turbine. Especially for the complex
shaped turbine blades, the proposed method of crack detection is very promising. The investigation is
very efficient with a high level of response and offers customers and suppliers of gas turbines a quick
way to inspect components.

2. Global Nonlinearity Parameter

Jhang et al. investigated the second harmonic parameter β and its dependence on the wave shift.
This allowed to understand the properties of a material [18]. This was extended by Frouin et al. [19],
Rothenfusser et al. [20], and Yost et al. [21]. Thus, the direct dependence of the amplitudes on the
fundamental frequency and the second harmonic frequency became apparent [19]. Boccardi et al.
used this procedure for damage localization in composite materials [22]. The derivation of the second
harmonic parameter is also shown by Jeong. et al. [23]. Ostrovky et al. studied the nonlinearity
parameters for geomaterials [24]. They described the proportionality to the amplitude of the third
harmonic frequency. Straka et al. worked on a nonlinear elastic wave modulation spectroscopy
(NEWMS), where the effect of two superimposed waves was investigated. Low-frequency and
high-frequency waves were combined to detect damages [25].

Malfense Fierro and Meo developed a nonlinearity parameter for dual-frequency waves [26–28]
for the determination of the residual fatigue life of a component. This technique was further developed
by Jinpin et al. [29]. Amura and Meo developed the third-order nonlinearity parameter with one
driving frequency [30].

The wave equation should now be solved analytically up to the third-order degree of nonlinearity.
The excitation takes place over two different frequencies.

In the presence of nonlinearity, Hooke’s law is:

σ = Eε+
Eβ
2
ε2 +

Eγ
6
ε3 (1)

where σ is the stress, E is the Young’s modulus, ε is the strain, β is the second-order nonlinearity
parameter, and γ is the third-order nonlinearity parameter. Due to the weakening signal, higher
nonlinearity grades are difficult to detect.

Equation (2) is the nonlinear wave equation with the following assumptions:

• A longitudinal plane wave propagates in a thin circular rod.
• Attenuation is neglected.
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ρ
∂2u
∂t2 =

∂σ
∂x

(2)

where ρ is the mass density, and u represents the displacement.

The wave speed is defined as c =
√

E
ρ (long rod d� λ), and the strain is defined as ε = ∂u

∂x .
This is now substituted into Equations (1) and (2) and leads to the formulation of:

∂2u
∂t2 − c2 ∂

2u
∂x2︸         ︷︷         ︸

Linear part

= c2β
∂u
∂x
∂2u
∂x2︸      ︷︷      ︸

2nd order

+
c2γ

2

(
∂u
∂x

)2
∂2u
∂x2︸           ︷︷           ︸

3rd order︸                             ︷︷                             ︸
Nonlinear part

(3)

Equation (3) is solved in two steps. The perturbation method (Equation (4)) is used to find
solutions for u(2) with the second-order parameter, β, and u(3) with the third-order parameter, γ.

u = u(1) + u(2) + u(3) + . . . (4)

The assumption for u(1) for dual frequencies is:

u(1) = A1sin
[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ A2cos

[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
(5)

where A1 and A2 are the amplitudes and kf1 and kf2 are the wavenumbers of the frequencies f 1 and f 2

(f 1 < f 2), respectively.
Substituting Equation (5) in the right side of Equation (3), with the second-order nonlinearity

parameter, β, and making further transformations with trigonometric formulas leads to:

∂2u
∂t2 − c2 ∂

2u
∂x2 =

c2β

2



−2A2
1k3

f 1cos
[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
sin

[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
+2A2

2k3
f 2sin

[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
cos

[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
+A1A2k f 1

2k f 2

(
cos

[(
k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
− cos

[(
k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

])
−A1A2k f 1k f 2

2
(
cos

[(
k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
− cos

[(
k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

])


(6)

Based on this expression, the following assumption is made for u(2):

u(2) = g1(x)sin
[
2k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ g2(x)cos

[
2k f 1(x− ct)

]
+g3(x)sin

[
2k f 2(x− ct)

]
+ g4(x)cos

[
2k f 2(x− ct)

]
+g5(x)sin

[(
k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+ g6(x)cos

[(
k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+g7(x)sin

[(
k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+ g8(x)cos

[(
k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

] (7)
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Substituting Equation (7) in the left side of Equation (3) (linear part) gives:

−c2
(

d2 g1
dx2 sin

[
2k f 1(x− ct)

]
+

dg1
dx 4k f 1cos

[
2k f 1(x− ct)

]
+

d2 g2
dx2 cos

[
2k f 1(x− ct)

]
−

dg2
dx 4k f 1sin

[
2k f 1(x− ct)

]
+

d2 g3
dx2 (x)sin

[
2k f 2(x− ct)

]
+

dg3
dx 4k f 2cos

[
2k f 2(x− ct)

]
+

d2 g4
dx2 cos

[
2k f 2(x− ct)

]
−

dg4
dx 4k f 2sin

[
2k f 2(x− ct)

]
+

d2 g5
dx2 sin

[(
k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+

dg5
dx 2

(
k f 2 + k f 1

)
cos

[(
k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+

d2 g6
dx2 cos

[(
k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
−

dg6
dx 2

(
k f 2 + k f 1

)
sin

[(
k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+

d2 g7
dx2 sin

[(
k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+

dg7
dx 2

(
k f 2 − k f 1

)
cos

[(
k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+

d2 g8
dx2 cos

[(
k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
−

dg8
dx 2

(
k f 2 − k f 1

)
sin

[(
k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

])
= c2β∂u

∂x
∂2u
∂x2

(8)

Solving the equations by substituting (8) in the right side of Equation (6) with the assumptions
dg1
dx , d2 g2

dx2 , dg3
dx , d2 g4

dx2 , d2 g5
dx2 , d2 g6

dx2 , dg6
dx , d2 g8

dx2 = 0 yields:

u(2) = −
βA2

1k2
f 1

8 cos
[
2k f 1(x− ct)

]
x +

βA2
2k2

f 2
8 cos

[
2k f 2(x− ct)

]
x

−
βA1A2k f 1k f 2

4 sin
[(

k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
x

+
βA1A2k f 1k f 2

4 sin
[(

k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
x

(9)

The solution of Equation (3) should now be extended by the cubic nonlinearity parameter, γ, to
obtain a global description of the nonlinearity parameters. Substituting Equation (5) into the right side
of Equation (3) in the third-order nonlinearity parameter, γ, gives:

∂2u
∂t2 − c2 ∂2u

∂x2 =

c2γ
2

[(
A1k f 1cos

[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
−A2k f 2sin[k2(x− ct)]

)2

(
−A1k f 1

2sin
[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
−A2k f 2

2cos[k2(x− ct)]
) ] (10)

Transformation with binominal and trigonometric formulas leads to:

∂2u
∂t2 − c2 ∂

2u
∂x2 =

c2γ

2



(
−

1
4 A1

3k f 1
4
−

1
2 A1A2

2k f 1
2k f 2

2
)
sin

[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
+

(
−

1
2 A1

2A2k f 1
2k f 2

2
−

1
4 A2

3k f 2
4
)
cos

[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
−

1
4 A1

3k f 1
4sin

[
3k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ 1

4 A2
3k f 2

4cos[3k2(x− ct)]

+
(
−

1
4 A1

2A2k f 1
2k f 2

2
−

1
2 A1

2A2k f 1
3k f 2

)
cos

[(
2k f 1 + k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+

(
−

1
4 A1

2A2k f 1
2k f 2

2 + 1
2 A1

2A2k f 1
3k f 2

)
cos

[(
2k f 1 − k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+

(
1
4 A1A2

2k f 1
2k f 2

2 + 1
2 A1A2

2k f 1k f 2
3
)
sin

[(
2k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+

(
−

1
4 A1A2

2k f 1
2k f 2

2 + 1
2 A1A2

2k f 1k f 2
3
)
sin

[(
2k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]



(11)
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Based on this expression, the solution approach for u(3) is made:

u(3) = h1(x)sin
[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ h2(x)cos

[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
+h3(x)sin

[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
+ h4(x)cos

[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
+h5(x)sin

[
3k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ h6(x)cos

[
3k f 1(x− ct)

]
+h7(x)sin

[
3k f 2(x− ct)

]
+ h8(x)cos

[
3k f 2(x− ct)

]
+h9(x)sin

[(
2k f 1 − k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+ h10(x)cos

[(
2k f 1 − k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+h11(x)sin

[(
2k f 1 + k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+ h12(x)cos

[(
2k f 1 + k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+h13(x)sin

[(
2k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+ h14(x)cos

[(
2k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+h15(x)sin

[(
2k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+ h16(x)cos

[(
2k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]

(12)

Substituting Equation (12) in the left side of Equation (11) yields:

−c2
(

d2h1
dx2 sin

[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ dh1

dx 2k f 1cos
[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ d2h2

dx2 cos
[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
−

dh2
dx 2k f 1sin

[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ d2h3

dx2 sin
[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
+ dh3

dx 2k f 2cos
[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
+ d2h4

dx2 cos
[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
−

dh4
dx 2k f 2sin

[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
+ d2h5

dx2 sin
[
3k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ dh5

dx 6k f 1cos
[
3k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ d2h6

dx2 cos
[
3k f 1(x− ct)

]
−

dh6
dx 6k f 1sin

[
3k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ d2h7

dx2 sin
[
3k f 2(x− ct)

]
+ dh7

dx 6k f 2cos
[
3k f 2(x− ct)

]
+ d2h8

dx2 cos
[
3k f 2(x− ct)

]
−

dh8
dx 6k f 2sin

[
3k f 2(x− ct)

]
+ d2h9

dx2 sin
[(

2k f 1 − k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+ dh9

dx 2
(
2k f 1 − k f 2

)
cos

[(
2k f 1 − k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+

d2h10
dx2 sin

[(
2k f 1 − k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
−

dh10
dx 2

(
2k f 1 − k f 2

)
cos

[(
2k f 1 − k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+ d2h11

dx2 sin
[(

2k f 1 + k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+ dh11

dx 2
(
2k f 1 + k f 2

)
cos

[(
2k f 1 + k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+ d2h12

dx2 cos
[(

2k f 1 + k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
−

dh12
dx 2

(
2k f 1 + k f 2

)
sin

[(
2k f 1 + k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
+

d2h13
dx2 sin

[(
2k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+

dh13
dx 2

(
2k f 2 + k f 1

)
cos

[(
2k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+ d2h14

dx2 cos
[(

2k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
−

dh14
dx 2

(
2k f 2 + k f 1

)
sin

[(
2k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+

d2h15
dx2 sin

[(
2k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+

dh15
dx 2

(
2k f 2 − k f 1

)
cos

[(
2k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
+

d2h16
dx2 cos

[(
2k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
−

dh16
dx 2

(
2k f 2 − k f 1

)
sin

[(
2k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

])

(13)
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Further assumptions:

dh1
dx , d2h1

dx2 , d2h2
dx2 , d2h3

dx2 , dh4
dx , d2h4

dx2 , dh5
dx , d2h5

dx2 , d2h6
dx2 , d2h7

dx2 , dh8
dx , d2h8

dx2 , d2h9
dx2 , dh10

dx , d2h10
dx2 , d2h11

dx2 ,

d2h12
dx2 , dh12

dx , d2h13
dx2 , dh13

dx , d2h14
dx2 , d2h15

dx2 , dh15
dx , d2h16

dx2 = 0.

This results in the following solution:

u(3) = −
γ
8

(
A1

3k f 1
3

2 + A1A2
2k f 1k f 2

2
)
cos

[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
x

+
γ
8

(
A2

3k f 2
3

2 + A1
2A2k f 1

2k f 2

)
sin

[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
x

−
γ
48 A1

3k f 1
3cos

[
3k f 1(x− ct)

]
x− γ

48 A2
3k f 2

3sin
[
3k f 2(x− ct)

]
x

+
γA1

2A2
8

(
k f 1

2k f 2
2

2(2k f 1+k f 2)
+

k f 1
3k f 2

2k f 1+k f 2

)
sin

[(
2k f 1 + k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
x

+
γA1

2A2
8

(
k f 1

2k f 2
2

2(2k f 1−k f 2)
−

k f 1
3k f 2

2k f 1−k f 2

)
sin

[(
2k f 1 − k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
x

+
γA1A2

2

8

(
k f 1

2k f 2
2

2(2k f 2+k f 1)
+

k f 1k f 2
3

2k f 2+k f 1

)
cos

[(
2k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
x

+
γA1A2

2

8

(
−

k f 1
2k f 2

2

2(2k f 2−k f 1)
+

k f 1k f 2
3

2k f 2−k f 1

)
sin

[(
2k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
x

(14)

The accumulated solution of Equations (5), (9) and (14) (u = u(1) + u(2) + u(3)) is:

u = A1sin
[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
+ A2cos

[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
−
βA2

1k2
f 1

8 cos
[
2k f 1(x− ct)

]
x

+
βA2

2k2
f 2

8 cos
[
2k f 2(x− ct)

]
x−

βA1A2k f 1k f 2
4 sin

[(
k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
x

+
βA1A2k f 1k f 2

4 sin
[(

k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
x

−
γ
8

(
A1

3k f 1
3

2 + A1A2
2k f 1k f 2

2
)
cos

[
k f 1(x− ct)

]
x

+
γ
8

(
A2

3k f 2
3

2 + A1
2A2k f 1

2k f 2

)
sin

[
k f 2(x− ct)

]
x

−
γ
48 A1

3k f 1
2cos

[
3k f 1(x− ct)

]
x− γ

48 A2
3k f 2

3sin
[
3k f 2(x− ct)

]
x

+
γA1

2A2
8

(
k f 1

2k f 2
2

2(2k f 1+k f 2)
+

k f 1
3k f 2

2k f 1+k f 2

)
sin

[(
2k f 1 + k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
x

+
γA1

2A2
8

(
k f 1

2k f 2
2

2(2k f 1−k f 2)
−

kf1
3k f 2

2k f 1−k f 2

)
sin

[(
2k f 1 − k f 2

)
(x− ct)

]
x

+
γA1A2

2

8

(
k f 1

2k f 2
2

2(2k f 2+k f 1)
+

k f 1k f 2
3

2k f 2+k f 1

)
cos

[(
2k f 2 + k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
x

+
γA1A2

2

8

(
−

k f 1
2k f 2

2

2(2k f 2−k f 1)
+

k f 1k f 2
3

2k f 2−k f 1

)
sin

[(
2k f 2 − k f 1

)
(x− ct)

]
x

(15)

When analyzing Equation (15) it becomes clear that the harmonic displacement components depend
linearly on the propagation distance, x. Exactly this behavior was verified experimentally [31–33].
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With an assumed constant propagation distance and wavenumber, the expressions of Equation
(16) can be derived. The displacement, u, is interpreted as the accumulated amplitude of the harmonic
frequency: u(x) = Af1+f 2

f1 → γ f 1 ≈
A f 1+ f 2

A1
3+A1A22

f2 → γ f 2 ≈
A f 1+ f 2

A23+A1
2A2

2 f1 → β2 f 1 ≈
A f 1+ f 2

A1
2

2 f2 → β2 f 1 ≈
A f 1+ f 2

A22

3 f1 → γ3 f 1 ≈
A f 1+ f 2

A1
3

3 f2 → γ3 f 2 ≈
A f 1+ f 2

A23

f2 ± f1 → β f 2± f 1 ≈
A f 1+ f 2
A1A2

2 f1 ± f2 → γ2 f 1± f 2 ≈
A f 1+ f 2

A1
2A2

2 f2 ± f1 → γ2 f 2± f 1 ≈
A f 1+ f 2

A1A22

(16)

These derived nonlinearity parameters in Equation (16) offer the possibility to evaluate the
different variations of higher harmonic or subharmonic frequencies.

The derived parameters γ f 1 and γ f 2 only combine the fundamental frequencies and thus deliver
a purely linear result.

2.1. Validation of the Use of the One-Dimensional Wave Equation

The nonlinearity parameters derived in the previous section are valid for one-dimensional wave
propagation. Beam samples with artificial and real cracks were tested, and the derived nonlinear
parameters were measured.

The derived parameters are used in principle to compare the amplitudes of the higher harmonic
frequencies with the fundamental frequencies. SLM samples made of Inconel 718 with the dimensions
6.4 mm × 70 mm × 35 mm were used. The reference sample (SLM-X1-C) was compared with
samples with defects (SLM-1R-C, SLM-2R-C, and SLM-5R-C). An overview is shown in (Figure 1a).
These samples had artificial cracks with lengths of 1, 2, and 5 mm. For nonlinear frequency modulation,
the 5 MHz sensor at the top and the 3/4 MHz sensor at the bottom were placed at a distance of 30 mm
from the receiving sensor (Figure 1b).
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Figure 1. Experiments (a) Specimen—overview; (b) Experimental setup—principle.

A 5 MHz signal is transmitted with a voltage of 20 V via sensor S1 (Olympus A5014) and a 3-MHz
or 4-MHz signal with S2 (Olympus A5014). The ultrasonic waves are sent synchronized over two
output channels of the pulse generator AIM-TTI 5011. The signal is captured with the sensor R1
(Olympus A5013), and amplified with a Phoenix ISL 40 dB amplifier. Figure 2 shows the results for the
frequency combinations 3/5 MHz (Figure 2a) and 4/5 MHz (Figure 2b).
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It can be seen that the parameter values measured increase with increasing defect sizes in
the samples.

2.2. Amplitude Summing Method

The total sums of the amplitudes of the fundamental frequencies and the harmonic frequencies
were compared. It is expected that the amplitudes of the harmonic frequencies will increase due
to nonlinear effects and the amplitudes of the fundamental frequencies will decrease due to energy
conservation. This is a quick and effective comparison of the measurements.

This approximation can be proven by the energy spectral density approach (Equation (17)).

ES =

∫
∞

−∞

∣∣∣ x̂( fn)
∣∣∣2d fn ∝

2∑
n=1

∣∣∣AF,n
∣∣∣+ 12∑

n=3

∣∣∣AH,n
∣∣∣ (17)

where ES is the energy, x̂ is the signal, AF,n are the fundamental amplitudes, and AH,n are the
harmonic amplitudes.

In the following, ΣAF is designated as the summation of the fundamental amplitudes and ΣAH as
the summation of the harmonic amplitudes. Table 1 summarizes the different fundamental frequencies
and the higher and subharmonic frequencies.

Table 1. Summary modes.

Mode Frequency

n1 f1
n2 f2
n3 2f1
n4 2f2
n5 3f1
n6 3f2
n7 f2 + f1
n8 f2 − f1
n9 2f1 + f2
n10 2f1 − f2
n11 2f2 + f1
n12 2f2 − f1

It is also shown that the different harmonic frequencies behave contrarily [29]. While individual
harmonic frequencies increase with damaged samples, others can certainly decrease.
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3. Numerical Simulation

3.1. Modelling

The nonlinear interaction of elastic waves with a damage was modelled to support the experimental
campaign, and it was critical to understand how higher harmonics and subharmonic frequencies could
be generated. For this, the program LS-DYNA was used.

First, the simulation is to be demonstrated in a quasi-one-dimensional case and then in two
dimensions [34]. For this purpose, two 2D elements with a ratio of length/width = 10 were modelled [35]
(Figure 3). The material 001-ELASTIC with the material properties from Table 2 was selected (based at
20 ◦C ambient temperature).
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Table 2. Material properties Inconel 718.

Material Inconel 718

Density, ρ 8.2 kg/dm3

Speed of sound, c 5820 m/s
Young’s modulus, E 205,000 MPa

Poisson’s ratio, υ 0.292

The elements are 0.1 mm apart. In order to simulate the nonlinearities, the 2D elements were
connected to nonlinear spring elements (S04_NONLINEAR_ELASTIC_SPRING). The longitudinal
waves are generated by the application of a periodic force. For this, a 5-MHz sine wave is introduced
into the model (node S). The element size is λ/6, where λ is the wavelength. For frequency domain
acoustics, the keyword *FREQUENCY_DOMAIN_ACOUSTIC_BEM was used to compute the acoustic
pressure due to vibration of the structure [36].

In postprocessing, the acoustic pressure in node R was read out. The frequency spectrum is
shown in Figure 4. Here it can be seen that in addition to the basic frequency, f, the harmonic
frequencies, 2f and 3f, are also measured. This is now the proof of the generation of nonlinearities in
the numerical simulation.
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For the two-dimensional case, two different frequency excitations were applied to demonstrate
the generation of complex subharmonic and higher harmonic frequencies.

A plate with the dimensions 2 mm × 50 mm × 70 mm modelled with a defect of 5 mm length in
the middle part of the plate was introduced. Nonlinear elastic spring elements were used to generate
nonlinearities in the defect area. The same material parameters as the 1D case were used.

The excitations are introduced in the plate by two periodic forces. These are set at an angle of 50◦

(Figure 5). These, in turn, are directed into the component at an angle of 60◦, as in the experiments
shown in Section 4.2.2.
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3.2. Results and Discussion

Figure 6 shows the wave propagation with the frequency combination 4/5 MHz. In Figure 6c,
the generated disturbance at the defect becomes visible. In the further course, the wave propagation
patterns will be more complex, but this is a good basis for further evaluation.
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Figure 6. Wave propagation: (a) t = 2.4× 10−9 s; (b) t = 6.8× 10−9 s; (c) t = 1.2× 10−8 s; (d) t = 3.6 × 10−8 s;
(e) t = 5.3 × 10−8 s; (f) t = 1.1 × −7 s.

The results at node R1 were evaluated. After implementing a fast Fourier transformation (FFT) in
the LS-DYNA postprocessing, a frequency spectrum is shown in Figure 7. The frequencies marked in
red are the fundamental frequencies, and the blue ones show the higher and subharmonic frequencies.
The frequencies predicted in Section 2 are clearly shown here.
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Figure 8 shows the FFT with the excitation frequencies f1 = 4 MHz and f2 = 5 MHz. The analytically
predicted complex harmonic frequencies could be clearly demonstrated.
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4. Experimental Validation

The proposed nonlinear parameters were used to investigate damages in plates and turbine blades.
Transmission experiments were carried out where two Olympus 60◦/5 MHz A5014 transducers were
selected. The signals were received with an Olympus 70◦/5 MHz A5013 transducer and amplified with
a Phoenix ISL 40 dB preamplifier. The signal was generated with an AIM-TTI 5011 pulse generator
with two output channels and an output voltage of 20 V each. All measurement data were sent to an
oscilloscope for further processing. The ambient temperature has an influence on the wave propagation
in a component. Since this also has an impact on the formation of the harmonic frequencies [37],
the experiments were carried out at constant temperature. The experimental setup is shown in Figure 9.
With this basic configuration, all experiments in this paper were made.
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4.1. Damage Detection Methodology

Figure 10 shows a possible methodology for flaw detection in a flowchart. The process begins with
the measurement of a reference model for comparison and the sample to be examined. Then, the global
nonlinearity parameters, δβ/γ, the sum values, ΣAF and ΣAH, and the linear fundamental parameters,
γ f 1 and γ f 2, are evaluated and calculated after the measurements. The index “i” represents the
reference model, and “j” represents the component to be tested. The presence of nonlinearities in
the component is a first indication of a defect. The comparison of the behavior of the amplitudes of
the fundamental and harmonic frequencies gives a clear indication of material defects. Crack size
estimation is done via the parameter values as a function of the size of the defect.
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4.2. Plate Samples—Welded

The samples used were Inconel 718 plates measuring 2 mm × 70 mm × 35 mm. These consist of
two plates and were joined by micro laser welding. Samples were available with 5, 2, and 1 mm defect
widths, which were placed both centrally and laterally on the samples. After welding, the samples
were machined, so that the weld seam was no longer visible and the same wall thickness was given
at each position. For comparison, samples without defect were also analyzed. Five variants of each
sample were examined, and the arithmetic mean values were further processed. Table 3 summarizes
the used specimens. Crack generation through a fatigue test would also be possible but would have
some disadvantages. The exact crack size and the crack course are hardly controllable here.

Table 3. Welded plate specimens.

Specimen Crack Length Crack Position

X1 - -
1M 1 mm Centre
1R 1 mm Lateral
2M 2 mm Centre
2R 2 mm Lateral
5M 5 mm Centre
5R 5 mm Lateral

The positioning angle of the sensors was chosen so that the ultrasonic waves can overlap before
reaching the crack region.

4.2.1. Evidence Higher Harmonic Frequencies

The higher harmonic nonlinearity parameters, derived in the previous section, were also measured
experimentally. Figure 11 shows the superimposed frequency spectrum with the input frequencies of
4 MHz and 5 MHz with a sensor angle of α = 60◦. Here, the undamaged sample (X1) is compared
with the samples with defects (1M, 2M, 5M). The same sensor positioning was used as in Section 4.2.2.
The different combinations of higher harmonic and subharmonic frequencies can be seen clearly.
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It becomes apparent that the amplitudes of the higher harmonic frequencies 3f2, f2−f1, 2f1+f2, and
2f2+f1 increase significantly. In contrast, the nonlinearity decreases at 2f1 for the damaged samples.
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Figure 12 shows a similar picture. Here, the fundamental frequencies 4/5 MHz were investigated.
The frequencies 2f1, f2+f1, 2f1−f2, and 2f2−f1 increase strongly compared to the reference measurement,
and 3f2, however, drops.Aerospace 2020, 7, x 15 of 27 
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Figure 12. Comparison of frequency spectrum: f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 60◦.

The assumption postulated in the previous section could hereby be confirmed. The nonlinearity
parameters, determined in Equation (16), were used to calculate and compare the corresponding values
from the experiments.

4.2.2. Results and Discussion—Central Defect

Samples 5M, 2M, and 1M were compared to the sample without damage X1. The frequency
combinations 3/5 MHz and 4/5 MHz and the angles α = 50◦, 60◦, and 90◦ were examined (Figure 13).
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Figure 13. Measuring principle—sample with central defect.

At an angle of 50◦, the distance to the flaw is shortest compared to the other angle combinations.
(Figure 14). For the frequency combination 3/5 MHz, all parameter values increase significantly in
comparison to those of the initial sample. Interestingly, the peak values are measured at the 1M and
the 2M samples. These points represent the maximum of the generated nonlinearities and do not
increase with a larger crack. The ΣAF and ΣAH values also show this behavior. At 4/5 MHz (Figure 14b),
the highest parameter values were determined for the 5M sample, with the largest defect. A rise with
positive gradients is shown by nearly all parameters. Figure 14b shows a continuous increase in the
ΣAH values.
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Figure 14. Nonlinearity parameter: (a) f1 = 3 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 50◦; (b) f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz,
α = 50◦.

Figure 15a shows the measurement result with the input frequencies 3 MHz and 5 MHz with a
sensor angle of α = 60◦. In particular, the parameters of the frequencies 2f1, 3f1, 2f1+f2, and f2+f1 show
a good curve trend depending on the failure size.
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Figure 15. Nonlinearity parameter: (a) f1 = 3 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 60◦; (b) f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz,
α = 60◦.

With the input frequencies 4 MHz and 5 MHz and with a sensor angle of α = 60◦, the results are
presented in Figure 15b. Here, only the nonlinearity parameters of the frequencies 2f1 and 3f2 show a
good trend depending on the size of the failure.

If the angle is changed to α = 90◦, the result shows a different view (Figure 16). In this
configuration, the collision of the ultrasonic waves is furthest from the crack at this sensor angle. At 3/5
MHz, the parameter values increase and remain relatively constant for the 1M sample. ΣAH also
reflects this behavior.
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Figure 16. Nonlinearity parameter: (a) f1 = 3 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 90◦; (b) f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz,
α = 90◦.

At 4/5 MHz, it can be clearly seen that the sample 2M in particular shows the highest parameter
values. The parameters 2f1 and 3f2 start with positive gradients and are strong indicators for the
presence of damage.

In the previous section, the parameters γ f 1 and γ f 2 were derived analytically. This linear definition
should also be used to classify cracks (Figure 17). The behavior of the two fundamental frequencies is
reflected in this parameter because it only contains the amplitudes of these frequencies. Especially
when measuring at α = 50◦ and α = 90◦, the behavior is shown as a function of the crack size.
The development of the defect can be observed from the undamaged sample.
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Figure 17. Comparison of γ f 1 and γ f 2 parameters: (a) α = 50◦; (b) α = 60◦; (c) α = 90◦.

4.2.3. Results and Discussion—Lateral Defect

Figure 18 represents the measurement setup with lateral defects. This matches better to the typical
damage pattern on turbine blades where the thin trailing edge is cracked. Samples 5R, 2R and 1R were
used for the comparison with X1. The frequency combinations 3/5 MHz and 4/5 MHz with angles of
45◦, 60◦, and 90◦ were investigated.
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Figure 18. Measuring principle—sample with lateral defect.

Figure 19a shows a clear trend with peak values for the sample 1R. ΣAF have their minimal value
here, and ΣAH have the maximum value. At 4/5 MHz, Figure 19b shows a comparable but more
moderate behavior.
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Figure 19. Nonlinearity parameter: (a) f1 = 3 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 45◦; (b) f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz,
α = 45◦.

The sum of amplitudes of the fundamental frequencies ΣAF decreases in both series
of measurements, and the sum of the harmonic amplitudes ΣAH increases due to the
generated nonlinearities.

In Figure 20a, the higher harmonic f2+f1 and 2f2+f1 start with a positive gradient from the
undamaged sample. At 4/5 MHz, only small variations are shown. The ΣAH indicator shows a
continuous increase with increased damage size.



Aerospace 2020, 7, 72 18 of 26
Aerospace 2020, 7, x 19 of 27 

 

 

Figure 20. Nonlinearity parameter: (a) f1 = 3 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 60°; (b) f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 

60°. 

At an angle of α = 90°, a sensor is positioned in the direction of the crack. This is also reflected in 

the measurement results. Figure 21b shows that the nonlinearities increase and then reach a plateau. 

 

Figure 21. Nonlinearity parameter: (a) f1 = 3 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 90°; (b) f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 

90°. 

The calculated 𝛾𝑓1 and 𝛾𝑓2 parameters are shown in Figure 22. The frequency combination 4/5 
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Figure 20. Nonlinearity parameter: (a) f1 = 3 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 60◦; (b) f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz,
α = 60◦.

At an angle of α = 90◦, a sensor is positioned in the direction of the crack. This is also reflected in
the measurement results. Figure 21b shows that the nonlinearities increase and then reach a plateau.
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Figure 21. Nonlinearity parameter: (a) f1 = 3 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 90◦; (b) f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz,
α = 90◦.

The calculated γ f 1 and γ f 2 parameters are shown in Figure 22. The frequency combination
4/5 MHz in particular shows a crack size representing parameter course.
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dimensions of the component and the defect were comparable with the samples in Section 4.2. This 

method has the advantage that the samples can be produced with the artificial defect in one 

operation. Compared to forged components, the SLM parts yielded high tensile strength, low 

ductility, and strong anisotropy associated with building direction. The static properties of the SLM 

fabricated parts are comparable with those of the wrought parts [38]. 

The same tests as in Section 4.2.3 were performed on this sample and compared with an 

undamaged sample. Five variants of each sample were examined, and the arithmetic mean values 

were used for the evaluations. 

 

Figure 23. SLM samples: (a) Reference sample SLM-X1; (b) Sample SLM-1R; (c) Sample SLM-2R; (d) 

Sample SLM-5R. 

Table 4 summarizes the samples used in this section. 

Table 4. SLM manufactured metal specimens. 

Specimen Crack Length Crack Position 

SLM-X1 - - 

SLM-1R 1 mm Lateral 

SLM-2R 2 mm Lateral 

SLM-5R 5 mm Lateral 

Figure 22. Comparison of γ f 1 and γ f 2 parameters: (a) α = 45◦; (b) α = 60◦; (c) α = 90◦.

If a comparison sample without defect is available, a defect can be detected with an estimate of
the failure size.

4.3. Plate Samples—SLM Manufactured

The samples shown in Figure 23 were produced with the material Inconel 718 by SLM.
The dimensions of the component and the defect were comparable with the samples in Section 4.2.
This method has the advantage that the samples can be produced with the artificial defect in one
operation. Compared to forged components, the SLM parts yielded high tensile strength, low ductility,
and strong anisotropy associated with building direction. The static properties of the SLM fabricated
parts are comparable with those of the wrought parts [38].
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Figure 23. SLM samples: (a) Reference sample SLM-X1; (b) Sample SLM-1R; (c) Sample SLM-2R;
(d) Sample SLM-5R.

The same tests as in Section 4.2.3 were performed on this sample and compared with an undamaged
sample. Five variants of each sample were examined, and the arithmetic mean values were used for
the evaluations.

Table 4 summarizes the samples used in this section.

Table 4. SLM manufactured metal specimens.

Specimen Crack Length Crack Position

SLM-X1 - -
SLM-1R 1 mm Lateral
SLM-2R 2 mm Lateral
SLM-5R 5 mm Lateral
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Results and Discussion

At a sensor angle of 45◦, there is a constant increase in the excitation combination of 3/5 MHz of
all parameter values with a peak in the SLM-2R and the SLM-5R samples (Figure 24a). The ΣAF and
ΣAH again behave in opposite directions. With excitation frequencies of f1 = 4 MHz and f2 = 5 MHz
(Figure 24b), only the parameter 2f2−f1 shows the expected trend. It is expected that failures in the
material will result in nonlinearities and consequently harmonic frequencies. As a result of the energy
conservation of a signal shown, a decrease in the amplitudes of the fundamental frequencies is expected
with increasing harmonic frequencies. As can be seen here, this is not always the case. The largest
point of error does not necessarily lead to the greatest nonlinearities. Saturation is often observed,
which does not allow a further increase.

Aerospace 2020, 7, x 21 of 27 

 

4.3.1. Results and Discussion  

At a sensor angle of 45°, there is a constant increase in the excitation combination of 3/5 MHz of 

all parameter values with a peak in the SLM-2R and the SLM-5R samples (Figure 24a). The ƩAF and 

ƩAH again behave in opposite directions. With excitation frequencies of f1 = 4 MHz and f2 = 5 MHz 

(Figure 24b), only the parameter 2f2−f1 shows the expected trend. It is expected that failures in the 

material will result in nonlinearities and consequently harmonic frequencies. As a result of the energy 

conservation of a signal shown, a decrease in the amplitudes of the fundamental frequencies is 

expected with increasing harmonic frequencies. As can be seen here, this is not always the case. The 

largest point of error does not necessarily lead to the greatest nonlinearities. Saturation is often 

observed, which does not allow a further increase. 

 

Figure 24. Nonlinearity parameter: (a) f1 = 3 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 45°; (b) f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 

45°. 

At a sensor angle of 60°, both frequency response variants show the maximum values at the 

SLM-1R sample (Figure 25a,b). 

 

Figure 25. Nonlinearity parameter: (a) f1 = 3 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 60°; (b) f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 

60°. 
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At a sensor angle of 60◦, both frequency response variants show the maximum values at the
SLM-1R sample (Figure 25a,b).
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With a sensor orientation of 90◦, the behavior is comparable to the 1R, 2R, and 5R samples.
With the excitation combination of 4/5 MHz, relatively constant values are set (Figure 26b). Again, the
ΣAF and ΣAH values react like predicted.
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4.4. Turbine Vane 

A turbine vane made of Inconel 738 was also investigated. By structural-mechanical calculations, 

possible crack positions are known, typically in the middle of the trailing edge. The defect was 

introduced by erosion. It is 0.2 mm wide and 4 mm deep into the component through the cooling air 
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Figure 26. Nonlinearity parameter: (a) f1 = 3 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz, α = 90◦; (b) f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz,
α = 90◦.

When comparing the linear parameters γ f 1 and γ f 2, the behaviour is similar to the welded samples.
The 4/5 MHz excitation combination is significantly more sensitive (Figure 27).
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Figure 27. Comparison of γ f 1 and γ f 2 parameters: (a) α = 45◦; (b) α = 60◦; (c) α = 90◦.

4.4. Turbine Vane

A turbine vane made of Inconel 738 was also investigated. By structural-mechanical calculations,
possible crack positions are known, typically in the middle of the trailing edge. The defect was
introduced by erosion. It is 0.2 mm wide and 4 mm deep into the component through the cooling air
outlet slots (Figure 28).
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Figure 28. Vane sample (III.7) with eroded defect.

Results and Discussion

The sensor arrangement is shown in Figure 29a,b. The results show that all the nonlinear parameters
increase significantly. The parameter f2+f1 was detected only on the damaged sample Figure 29c.
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Figure 29. Nonlinearity parameter, parallel sensor orientation, f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz: (a) Sensor
orientation; (b) Experimental setup; (c) Comparison of nonlinearity parameter.

In the cross-shaped arrangement of the sensors (Figure 30a,b), the parameters 2f1, 2f2, 3f2, and
2f2−f1 show increasing values for the damaged sample. The parameter f2+f1 appears only on the
damaged sample (Figure 30c).
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Figure 30. Nonlinearity parameter, 90◦ sensor orientation, f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz: (a) Sensor
orientation; (b) Experimental setup; (c) Comparison of nonlinearity parameter.

With opposite orientation of the sending and receiving sensors (Figure 31a,b), the parameters 2f1,
2f2, 3f2, and 2f2−f1 show increasing values for the damaged sample (Figure 31c).
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4.5. Turbine Blade

Tests were also conducted on a turbine blade employed in operation conditions. The turbine blade
(Figure 32) was used for several thousand operating hours in a 10-MW industrial gas turbine in the first
blade stage and was positioned behind the combustion chamber and first vane stage. The turbine blades
are regularly inspected using boroscopy to make small cracks or other damages visible. The turbine
blade had a crack at the trailing edge between the cooling air outlet openings. The material was Inconel
625, and the blade was provided with a ceramic thermal barrier coating (TBC), which was slightly
discolored during operation. The blade B259T was operated under the same conditions but remained
undamaged and therefore serves as a comparative basis for the following measurements.

Aerospace 2020, 7, x 24 of 27 

 

 

Figure 31. Nonlinearity parameter, opposite sensor orientation, f1 = 4 MHz, f2 = 5 MHz: (a) Sensor 

orientation; (b) Experimental setup; (c) Comparison of nonlinearity parameter. 

4.5. Turbine Blade 

Tests were also conducted on a turbine blade employed in operation conditions. The turbine 

blade (Figure 32) was used for several thousand operating hours in a 10-MW industrial gas turbine 

in the first blade stage and was positioned behind the combustion chamber and first vane stage. The 

turbine blades are regularly inspected using boroscopy to make small cracks or other damages 

visible. The turbine blade had a crack at the trailing edge between the cooling air outlet openings. 

The material was Inconel 625, and the blade was provided with a ceramic thermal barrier coating 

(TBC), which was slightly discolored during operation. The blade B259T was operated under the 

same conditions but remained undamaged and therefore serves as a comparative basis for the 

following measurements. 

 

Figure 32. Turbine blade (B286) with a crack on the trailing edge. 

4.5.1. Results and Discussion 

Figure 33 shows the nonlinear parameter measurements on the trailing edges of the turbine 

blades. The left sides of the figure illustrate the results of the undamaged blade (B259T). The sensors 

were positioned on the opposite side of the cooling air outlet slots, where a continuous surface is 

given. 

In Figure 33a, an important indicator is that 2f2 occurs only in the damaged sample. The 

parameter values of 2f2+f1 and 2f2−f1 show a significant increase in the damaged sample. 

At a sensor angle of α = 60° (shown in Figure 33b), the harmonic frequencies 2f1−f2, 2f2+f1, and 

2f1+f2 were regressed exclusively on the measurements on the damaged sample. With 2f1, 2f2, 3f2, and 

f2+f1, an increase of the parameters is measurable compared to the reference sample.  

At an angle of α = 90° (Figure 33c), the frequency f2−f1 was not measured at both samples. Most 

other higher harmonic frequencies also indicate an increase in the parameter values. Those 

Figure 32. Turbine blade (B286) with a crack on the trailing edge.

Results and Discussion

Figure 33 shows the nonlinear parameter measurements on the trailing edges of the turbine blades.
The left sides of the figure illustrate the results of the undamaged blade (B259T). The sensors were
positioned on the opposite side of the cooling air outlet slots, where a continuous surface is given.

In Figure 33a, an important indicator is that 2f2 occurs only in the damaged sample. The parameter
values of 2f2+f1 and 2f2−f1 show a significant increase in the damaged sample.

At a sensor angle of α = 60◦ (shown in Figure 33b), the harmonic frequencies 2f1−f2, 2f2+f1, and
2f1+f2 were regressed exclusively on the measurements on the damaged sample. With 2f1, 2f2, 3f2, and
f2+f1, an increase of the parameters is measurable compared to the reference sample.

At an angle of α = 90◦ (Figure 33c), the frequency f2−f1 was not measured at both samples. Most
other higher harmonic frequencies also indicate an increase in the parameter values. Those dependent
on one frequency like 2f1, 3f1, and 3f2 but also the combination harmonics of two frequencies, f2±f1,
2f1±f2, and 2f2±f1, show a clear increase in their parameter values.
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All three combinations of angles were able to clearly identify the crack in the turbine
blade. However, the sensor arrangement at 60◦ and 90◦ showed clearer changes in the nonlinear
parameter values.
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5. Conclusions

The aim of this study was the development of a frequency modulated nonlinear ultrasonic
technique for the detection of cracks in turbine blades. New global nonlinearity parameters were
developed to determine a correlation between the crack length and the measured nonlinear features.
Their existence has been proven numerically and experimentally. A simple method for adding up the
amplitude amounts of the fundamental amplitudes and harmonic amplitudes are used for the crack
prediction. The behavior of the fundamental frequencies is also a good indicator for crack detection
and crack size estimation. Therefore, the linear parameters γ f 1 and γ f 2 have been proposed.

New sample types made of metal plates, produced with a welding process and SLM technology,
were used. Different sensor angle combinations were compared, and in addition to the plate samples,
tests were carried out with turbine guide vanes and rotor blades. The results show a clear trend of
changing nonlinear parameters as a function of crack size and sensor angles. In all measurements,
a dependence of the sensor position to the defect was observed.

It was shown that each crack behaves individually during the ultrasound measurements, since the
highest nonlinearities were often found in small- and medium-sized defects. Nevertheless, it became
clear that the interactions from the various harmonic frequencies also offer very good additions or
alternatives to the already existing measurements and evaluation variants.

This study demonstrates an efficient way to determine the initial loss of structural integrity of
these complex components.

Author Contributions: M.M. designed the project and F.M. the experiments. F.M. performed the experiments
and wrote the paper with support from M.M. All authors contributed to the general discussion. All authors have
read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.
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