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How to Obtain the Adhesive Strength for Double Lap Joint by using Single Lap Joint
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(Rei TAKAKI)  (Tatsujiro MIYAZAKI)

Abstract

In this study, the equivalent conditions of strength for single lap joint (SLJ) and double lap joint (DLJ) are
investigated in terms of the intensity of singular stress field (ISSF) appearing at the interface end. Previous studies
showed that the adhesive strength can be expressed as a constant value of critical ISSF independent of the adhesive
length and adhesive thickness. In the study, first, the ISSF is investigated under the same load with varying adherend
thickness. The minimum ISSF of SLJ can be obtained when the adherend thickness # is large enough. Then, the
equivalent conditions of strength for SLJ and DLJ is investigated by changing specimen geometry. The results show
that the same strength of the DLJ in JIS (#1 =1.5mm) can be obtained by using the SLJ with adherend thickness
t#i=7mm. Since the deformation of SLJ is large, it is necessary to use the specimen with thicker adherend thickness.
When the adherend thickness #=25mm, the strength of SLJ is nearly equal to that of DLJ.
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Fig. 1 Butt joint strength expressed as K, =const

)
= R
(a) Single lap joint (SLJ) (b) Double lap joint (DLJ)
Fig. 2 Two kinds of lap joint specimens for meaning joint strength
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Fig. 3 Adhesive strength for SLJ and DLJ (adherend: S45C, adhesive: epoxy)
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(a) Analysis model considered (b) Detail around corner O
(t1=1.5~53mm, l.qd + 2d + 2/, = total length = 225mm)
t L
VOORYH ] -« -
> m— T "uéww?w
T L EYYIxl

(c) JIS K6850 specimen (t; =1.5mm, L = 50mm)
Fig. 4 Analysis model and boundary condition

Table1 Dimensions of the adhesive joint specimens and ISSF

Specimen log [mm] toq [mm] K, [MPa: m'~*]
A20 20 0.15 3.70
A25 25 0.15 4.05
A30 30 0.15 3.95
A35 35 0.15 4.22
A40 40 0.15 4.41
A50 50 0.15 3.96

A25-30 25 0.30 3.92
A25-45 25 0.45 3.86
A25-90 25 0.90 3.86
A30-30 30 0.30 4.40
A30-45 30 0.45 4.13
A30-90 30 0.90 3.91

Table 2 Material properties of adhesive and adherend

. Young’s modulus Poisson’s
Material E [GPal ratio v a Y A Ay
Adherend ﬁlurgég‘llf% 68.9 0.30
aloy -0.8699 | -0.06642 | 0.6062 | 0.9989
Adhesive Epoxy resin 4.20 0.45

WHDT, Ayvathf XEOFHMETRT Z L E2EMKT 5.

2T, mAMR VIR T A RENRRKEIVEME St % 1.5mm~53mm O CEfLsE T, —EDF|
/) P=14.15N Z iz, oA TESREEZ —EIC LT, FEISHHOMRSK,, KDz, ZIT, K
W22 Tl Park O ASELERIGEWVERER At =Tmm O T VI =0 AEEWEM 2 W TEREZIT-> TWAH T2,
Park & 0328k &[] CHEAER & 35 H| OBSIIMEE 2 -V TR 247 9 . 6 (2K, — t;DBfRZ IR,
6 (Z LI BAEMIE St R 22D LK, 5 1TRE A LT EBAEMIE Sty =26mm Th/IMEK, min=

it Lo Vol. 52, No. 10 (2017 4£ 10 )



625

K, [MPa-m'™]
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Specimen Specimen
(a) Result of SLJ specimen without the guide block (b) Result of SLJ with the guide block

(see Table 1)
Fig. 5 Debonding fracture criterion K,
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Fig. 6 Effect of adherend thickness t; on K, , (JIS*: JIS K6850 prescribes specimen details as
t1=1.5mm, L=50mm)
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(a) Double lap joint (with tab)
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(b) Double lap joint (without tab)
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(c) Single lap joint (with tab)
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(d) Single lap joint (without tab)
Fig. 7 Model of single lap joint (SLJ) and double lap joint (DLJ)
(lad =25mm, tag =0.15mm, /1=125mm, /t2p=90mm)
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Fig. 8 Comparison between corner O4 and corner O; for DLJ (see Figs. 7(a),(b))
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Fig. 9 Comparison between SLJ and DLJ at corner O (see Figs. 7(a)-(d))
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