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Abstract: This study analyzed failure behavior using Ib-values obtained from acoustic emission (AE)
signals. Carbon fiber/epoxy specimens were fabricated and tested under tensile loads, during which
AE signals were collected. The dominant peak frequency exhibited a specific range according to
fracture mode, depending on the fiber structures. Cross-ply specimens, with all fracture modes, were
used and analyzed using b- and Ib-values. The b-values decreased over the specimens’ entire lifetime.
In contrast, the Ib-values decreased to 60% of the lifetime, and then increased because of the different
fracture behaviors of matrix cracking and fiber fracture, demonstrating the usefulness of Ib-values
over b-values. Finally, it was confirmed that abnormal conditions could be analyzed more quickly
using failure modes classified by Ib-values, rather than using full AE data.
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1. Introduction

Fiber-reinforced plastics (FRPs) are widely used in various fields of engineering—such
as aerospace, ships, and machinery—because of their high specific strengths [1–3]. The
global composite materials market is expected to grow to USD 113.6 billion by 2024 [4]. The
mechanical properties of FRPs are determined by the fiber structure, exhibiting anisotropic
mechanical behavior. Therefore, it is essential to consider and analyze failure modes
(e.g., matrix cracking, interfacial failure, and fiber fracture), considering the fiber structure
in the design of FRP materials [5–8]. A proper non-destructive test is required in order to
monitor the damage that occurs during FRP testing and relate it to failure modes [9–13].

Acoustic emission (AE) testing [14,15] is a suitable method for monitoring the fracture
phenomena of a material. AE is a transient elastic wave emitted from the crack, which
is recorded as an electrical voltage (waveform) through a piezoelectric sensor attached
to the surface of the material. AE testing uses only the elastic wave generated from the
crack, without the injection of external energy, to evaluate the condition of the crack in real
time. In addition, continuous monitoring of complex structures is possible through AE
testing [16]. Researchers have utilized the fast Fourier transform and wavelet transform
methods to investigate AE signals for damage mode analysis [17,18]. Compared with the
conventional fast Fourier transform method, the wavelet transform method is more useful
in that it can simultaneously obtain frequency and time information. Suzuki et al. [19] used
the wavelet transform method to classify AEs from unidirectional glass-fiber-reinforced
plastic into four distinct failure modes. In carbon-fiber-reinforced plastic (CFRP), however,
failure modes are not easily classified [20–24]; therefore, specific defects are first introduced
using a designed CFRP (e.g., mainly matrix cracking: [90]n; almost no fiber breakage: [80]n;
and all types of fracture: [0]n).

In AE testing, the cumulative hit trend and specific indices provide information
helpful for evaluating the damage state during each moment. The b-value is a classic
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index of structural health related to crack size and growth; it is defined as the slope of
cumulative hit distribution according to amplitude (Gutenberg–Richter formula), and
can be used to evaluate both microcracks and macrocracks [25]. Moreover, the Ib-value
(suggested by Shiotani [26]) provides better reliability through statistical analysis of the
amplitude distribution. Colombo et al. [27] analyzed the b-value of a reinforced concrete
beam under cyclic loading, and revealed the relationship between b-value and damage state
(lower b-value at macrocrack). The same study also suggested a b-value standard for the
reinforced concrete beam: macrocrack opening (b > 1.7), macrocrack holding (1.2 < b < 1.7),
and macrocrack propagation (1.0 < b < 1.2).

The b-value analysis tracks the amplitude trend of AE signals, showing a lower value
at a severe damage state. To the authors’ knowledge, the application of b-value analysis in
composite materials is rare, and is a first in our research group [28–31]. In previous studies
in our group, we revealed a specific frequency AE signal range for each fracture mode, and
the b-value analysis is feasible in composite materials. At the same time, we also found
that the b-value can be affected by the propagation distance, or environmental factors such
as UV irradiation, and the crucial factor is the high attenuation rate of composite materials.
However, the detailed b-value analysis for each fracture mode was none, detecting the
activation time and linkage between fracture modes. This analysis can provide helpful
information about fracture behavior and the analysis approach, promoting our research.

In this study, the damage state and failure mechanism of CFRP were investigated
under tensile loading. The technical issues, and the accompanying methodology, are
schematically shown in Figure 1. CFRP specimens were prepared with a circular notch
to specify the location of the crack. In the tensile test, the measured AE signal was con-
verted via wavelet transformation to distribute the damage modes (i.e., Gabor wavelet,
peak frequency) [18,32]. Finally, the fracture mechanism was analyzed according to the
frequency-dependent damage modes, and Ib-values were evaluated. This research provides
a basis for correlations between AE and the fracture behavior of CFRP; it also establishes a
technique for analyzing fracture behavior through AE testing.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram.

2. Experimental
2.1. Materials and Specimen Preparation

It has been well established that the dominant fracture modes in FRPs during the
tensile test are affected by their stacking sequences [20–22]. Table 1 shows the dominant
fracture modes for tensile specimens with the stacking sequences [20]. Note that if the
fibers are arranged parallel to the loading direction, it is the (0-degree) layer. We prepared
CFRP specimens following these stacking sequences. First, we fabricated CFRP plates with
prepreg (250 mm × 150 mm, Mitsubishi Rayon Co., Ltd., PYROFIL TR380G250S, Tokyo,
Japan), performing a pre-curing process at 85 ◦C for 2 h and then curing at 135 ◦C for 3 h
under a pressure of 0.7 MPa. Rectangular specimens were processed from these plates, and
center holes were introduced (see Table 2 for specifications, ASTM D3039). The widths of
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specimens (0)8 and (0/90)4 were smaller than the widths of specimens (90)16 and (80)16,
considering the differences in failure stress.

Table 1. Stacking sequence of fiber-reinforced plastics and dominant fracture modes [20].

Stacking Sequence Matrix Cracking Interfacial Failure Fiber Fracture

[90]16 # × ×
[80]16 # # ×
[0]8 # # #

[0/90]8 # # #

Table 2. Specifications of carbon-fiber-reinforced plastic specimens (mm).

Stacking Sequence Width Length Thickness Center Hole

[90]16 20 200 3.6 4
[80]16 20 200 3.6 4
[0]8 16 200 1.8 6

[0/90]8 16 200 1.8 6

b- and Ib-value analyses should be conducted using AE signals originating from a
specific location. When damage occurs at various locations in a structure, the damage
severity differs with respect to the damage at the AE source location. In this study, a center
hole was introduced to concentrate the locations of the AE sources. As shown in Figure 2,
the specimens broke at or near the center hole, and no damage occurred in other areas of
the specimens. Figure 2 shows that the failure mechanisms also changed with the stacking
sequence, as demonstrated in Table 1.
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Figure 2. Carbon-fiber-reinforced plastic specimen after tensile testing. Figure 2. Carbon-fiber-reinforced plastic specimen after tensile testing.

2.2. Acoustic Emission Testing

Before each tensile test, 2.5-mm-thick glass-fiber-reinforced polymer tabs were at-
tached to both ends of each specimen in order to avoid any damage from the jig. Three AE
sensors (Type PICO; Physical Acoustics, Princeton Junction, NJ, USA) were mounted on
each specimen using silicone grease and vinyl tape. Figure 3 shows the sensor locations,
labeled as “S”. The primary sensor was mounted 20 mm from the center of the hole. Two
guard sensors were also attached at a distance of 10 mm from each tab (G1 and G2, see
Figure 3). The sensor was used to investigate the influences of various FRP fracture modes
on the b- and Ib-values; the guard sensors were used to distinguish AE from outside noise.
The cross-head speed of the tensile tester was controlled at 0.1 mm/min. AE signals larger
than 40 dBAE were detected using a digitizer (Physical Acoustics; Type PCI-2) at a sampling
rate of 10 MHz per channel during each test (threshold: 40 dBAE, amplifier: 40 dBAE,
pre-trigger: 50 µsec). AE testing conditions of the woven GFRP are given in [33].
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2.3. Analysis of b- and Ib-Values

Gutenberg initially developed b-value analysis for seismological applications using
the Gutenberg–Richter formula [25]:

log10 N = a − bM (1)

where N is the total number of earthquakes stronger than M in a particular region over
a defined period, a is an empirical constant, and b is the slope of the linear relationship.
This b-value analysis was eventually extended to AEs from a material that fractures over a
specific time interval under a defined load:

log10 N = a − b(A),
(

A = 20· log10
V1

V0

)
(2)

where A is the amplitude of the AE in decibels (dBAE), and N is the total number of AE hits.
The amplitude directly reflects the damage. As a macrocrack propagates, high-amplitude
signals are generated and b decreases (Figure 4; note the slope of the black line). The b-value
reflects structural health, and has been used to assess signals from stochastic processes
such as earthquakes and concrete structures. Furthermore, an Ib-value that incorporates
specific statistical parameters of the amplitude distribution has been derived. In Ib-value
analysis [26,27,34], the crucial factors in determining amplitude range are the mean value
(µ), standard deviation (σ), lower amplitude (µ − a1·σ), and upper amplitude (µ + a2·σ)
(Figure 4; note the slope of the blue line):

Ib =
log10 N·(µ − a1·σ)− log10 N·(µ + a2·σ)

(a1 + a2)·σ
(3)
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3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Classification of Fracture Modes

Table 3 summarizes the experimental results, including the total test time, failure
stress and strain, time at which the first AE signals were detected, total number of AE
hits, and maximum AE amplitude. The failure stresses and strains of the CFRP specimens
decreased rapidly as the fiber angle increased. The tensile stress of [0]8 was greater than
the stress of other specimens. All specimens generated large amplitudes of AE (100 dBAE)
during the last stage of tensile testing. The total number of AE hits increased in the
order [90)16 < [80)16 < [0]8 < [0/90]4. In the unidirectional off-axis specimens, the fracture
behavior was comparatively monotonous; the strength was also low, leading to fewer AE
hits (see Table 1).

Table 3. Summary of experimental results.

Parameters Unit [90]16 [80]16 [0]8 [0/90]4

Total test time sec 522 581 611 494
Failure stress MPa 16.6 22.7 1275 834
Failure strain % 0.87 0.97 1.01 0.82

First AE hit time sec 108.72 70.61 73 71.58
Total AE hits - 63 70 5754 10,282

Maximum. amplitude dBAE 99 99 99 99

Figure 5 shows the AE results for tensile testing of the [90]16, [80]16, [0]8, and [0/90]4
CFRP specimens. The horizontal axes of all illustrations represent the specimen lifetime,
which was defined as 100% of the time of final failure. The AE amplitude distribution
yields a unique trend corresponding to the degree of damage. Both the amplitude (black
circle) and the cumulative hits (red line) changed according to the characteristics of the
fractures. For example, microcracks generated a large number of hits with small amplitude
from the initial stage of a tensile test. In contrast, macrocracks caused a small number of hits
with large AE amplitude in the final stage of a test. In off-axis specimens (Figure 5a,b), the
crack propagated immediately after matrix cracking occurred, because of weak adhesion
between fiber and matrix, and the AE signal was small. However, in Figure 5c,d, all failure
modes and complex failure behavior occurred. In [0]8, there was a maximum amplitude at
65% lifetime, and low-amplitude signals appeared after the peak. However, in [0/90]4, the
same amplitude level was generated continuously, despite occurrence of the maximum
amplitude. This phenomenon was caused by load-carrying involving the longitudinal
(0-degree) layer after failure of the transverse (90-degree) layers. After failure of the
transverse layers, longitudinal layers failed, under the influence of the stress concentration
from existing cracks.

Figure 6 shows the AE hits with peak frequency. As described in Table 1, the dominant
AEs in Figure 6a were caused by matrix cracking, while the dominant AEs in Figure 6b
were caused by matrix cracking and fiber pull-out. As shown in Figure 6c,d, the frequency
range was wide, but specific preferred frequency ranges were present. The defects tended
to have distinct peak frequencies. Figure 7 shows the peak frequency as the total hits after
the experiment, such that the frequency range for each damage mode is distinguishable.
The frequency ranges for matrix cracking, interfacial failure, and fiber breakage were
confirmed as 100–220 kHz, 300–420 kHz, and 450–600 kHz, respectively. As mentioned in
the literature, matrix cracking at a low frequency is fiber fracture at a high frequency, and
there is good agreement with this result. Therefore, we set the frequency according to each
failure mode.
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Figure 8. Distribution of cumulative hits according to fracture mode: (a) matrix cracking, (b) interfacial failure, and (c) fiber
failure.

3.2. Classification of Fracture Modes

Figure 9 shows the results of analyzing the b- and Ib-values of the [0/90]4 speci-
men. The parametric values were calculated after generation of each set of 10 AE hits
(i.e., 1st–10th, 1st–20th, . . . , and 1st–100th), and the slope was obtained using the least
squares method.

The amplitude slope was calculated as an Ib-value within a specific range around the
mean value (a1 = 10; a2 = 5). The b-value decreased rapidly at the early stage, then decreased
continuously (black square). The Ib-value first decreased, but then increased after a 60%
lifetime. This trend contradicts the previous literature, indicating that the complex damage
behavior affected microcrack and macrocrack propagation behavior. Regardless of the
fracture behavior of the material, quantitative analysis demonstrated that the initiation of
low-amplitude signal (microcracking) occurred constantly. Overall, many high-amplitude
signals were generated, leading to a decrease in b-value, but many low-amplitude signals
were generated near the mean value (approximately 50 dBAE), and comprised the majority
of signals.
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Figure 9. Lifetime dependency of the b- and Ib-values.

The fiber structure causes significant variability in FRP structural behavior. In cross-
ply composites, matrix cracking in transverse layers is the initial source of microcracks,
and longitudinal layers resist axial loads. In Figure 10, AE hits per second are plotted for
each damage mode. The AE hits per second increased gently in all fracture modes, then
increased rapidly after a 90% lifetime (final failure). Unlike the [90]16 composite, the initial
cracks were supported between longitudinal plies in the cross-ply composite.Materials 2021, 14, x FOR PEER REVIEW 9 of 11 
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This caused additional crack initiations in transverse plies at a sufficient distance from
existing transverse cracks, as well as some stress concentration in longitudinal plies [35].
Concurrently, when the longitudinal fibers were splitting (compare Figure 5c with 5d), the
transverse layers supported the crack. Consequently, many low-amplitude signals were
generated continuously until final failure, and the high-amplitude fiber failures continued
until final failure [14]. Accordingly, the Ib-value rose again in the [0/90]4 composite. This
fracture behavior was also confirmed in previous studies. Therefore, in the cross-ply, the
hits per second increased continuously with increasing lifetime, and each fracture mode
was activated continuously (see also Figure 5d).

Figure 11 shows Ib-values plotted according to failure mode. The Ib-value increase
trend is the microcrack-dominant phenomenon, and the Ib-value decrease trend is the
macrocrack-dominant phenomenon. In a lifetime of 55%, the Ib-value of matrix cracking
converted from positive to negative, implying that the matrix cracking began to propagate
to macrocracks. The Ib-values of fiber fracture also changed from a negative trend to a
positive trend at similar stages, indicating that low-amplitude fiber fracture signals were
emitted. Thus, fiber failure occurs with lower energy, and the stress concentration from
existing broken fibers is the crucial factor. Interfacial failure also changed to a positive trend
immediately after the fiber fracture and matrix cracking. The fiber failure and interfacial
failure appeared first in composite materials, and matrix cracking linked those individual
cracks, thus producing macrocracks. Consequently, the 55% lifetime is a more critical
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threshold in failure behavior (i.e., microcrack to macrocrack). Moreover, it is possible to
detect abnormal conditions more quickly by separation according to failure mode, rather
than by Ib-value analysis using whole AEs.
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4. Conclusions

CFRPs with various stacking sequences were tested, and b- and Ib-value analyses were
performed. The [90]16, [80]16, and [0]8 specimens were subjected to tensile tests to separate
the failure modes, and the results were analyzed according to peak frequency. The results
were characterized as matrix cracking (100–220 kHz), interfacial failure (300–420 kHz), and
fiber fracture (450–600 kHz). The Ib-value of the [0/90]4 specimen decreased to 60% of
its lifetime, then increased again. This occurred because the AE hits increased without
enhancing the amplitude, because of splitting during the tensile test. Analyzing the Ib-
values separated according to the failure mode, fiber fracture occurred first, followed by
matrix cracking. It is possible to detect abnormal conditions more quickly by separation
according to failure mode, rather than by Ib-value analysis using whole AEs. In particular,
in composite materials that exhibit complex fracture behavior—such as cross-ply materials—
Ib-value analysis for each fracture mode is more effective for behavior detection. The
detailed analysis technique and quantitative evaluation technique for each fracture mode
could be utilized in real-time monitoring of structural materials, such as wind turbine
blades and airplane structures. However, note that this is a lab-scale study, and thus the
feasibility for a larger structure would require further exploration.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, D.J. and W.N.; methodology, D.J.; software, D.J.; valida-
tion, D.J. and W.N.; formal analysis, D.J. and W.N.; investigation, D.J. and W.N.; data curation, D.J.,
W.-R.Y. and W.N.; writing—original draft preparation, D.J.; writing—review and editing, W.-R.Y.
and W.N.; visualization, D.J.; supervision, W.-R.Y. and W.N.; project administration, W.N.; funding
acquisition, W.N. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This study was supported by the Korea Institute of Science and Technology (KIST) institu-
tional Program.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Acknowledgments: This study was supported by the Korea Institute of Science and Technology
(KIST) institutional Program.

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



Materials 2021, 14, 3641 10 of 11

References
1. Chand, S. Carbon fibers for composites. J. Mater. Sci. 2000, 35, 1303–1313. [CrossRef]
2. Luan, C.; Movva, S.; Wang, K.; Yao, X.; Zhang, C.; Wang, B. Towards next-generation fiber-reinforced polymer composites: A

perspective on multifunctionality. Funct. Compos. Struct. 2019, 1, 042002. [CrossRef]
3. Friedrich, K.M.; Almajid, A.A. Manufacturing Aspects of Advanced Polymer Composites for Automotive Applications. Appl.

Compos. Mater. 2012, 20, 107–128. [CrossRef]
4. Lakshmi, N. Composites Market—Global Forecast To 2024; Marketsandmarkets: Northbrook, IL, USA, 2019.
5. Pinho, S.; Robinson, P.; Iannucci, L. Fracture toughness of the tensile and compressive fibre failure modes in laminated composites.

Compos. Sci. Technol. 2006, 66, 2069–2079. [CrossRef]
6. Tan, W.; Naya, F.; Yang, L.; Chang, T.; Falzon, B.; Zhan, L.; Molina-Aldareguía, J.; González, C.; Llorca, J. The role of interfa-

cial properties on the intralaminar and interlaminar damage behaviour of unidirectional composite laminates: Experimental
characterization and multiscale modelling. Compos. Part B Eng. 2018, 138, 206–221. [CrossRef]

7. Na, W.; Kwon, D.; Yu, W.-R. X-ray computed tomography observation of multiple fiber fracture in unidirectional CFRP under
tensile loading. Compos. Struct. 2018, 188, 39–47. [CrossRef]

8. Na, W.; Lee, G.; Sung, M.; Han, H.N.; Yu, W.-R. Prediction of the tensile strength of unidirectional carbon fiber composites
considering the interfacial shear strength. Compos. Struct. 2017, 168, 92–103. [CrossRef]

9. Minakuchi, S.; Takeda, N.; Takeda, S.-I.; Nagao, Y.; Franceschetti, A.; Liu, X. Life cycle monitoring of large-scale CFRP VARTM
structure by fiber-optic-based distributed sensing. Compos. Part A Appl. Sci. Manuf. 2011, 42, 669–676. [CrossRef]

10. Friedrich, S.M.; Wu, A.S.; Thostenson, E.T.; Chou, T.-W. Damage mode characterization of mechanically fastened composite joints
using carbon nanotube networks. Compos. Part A Appl. Sci. Manuf. 2011, 42, 2003–2009. [CrossRef]

11. Kordatos, E.; Aggelis, D.; Matikas, T. Monitoring mechanical damage in structural materials using complimentary NDE techniques
based on thermography and acoustic emission. Compos. Part B Eng. 2012, 43, 2676–2686. [CrossRef]

12. LeBlanc, B.; Niezrecki, C.; Avitabile, P.; Chen, J.; Sherwood, J. Damage detection and full surface characterization of a wind
turbine blade using three-dimensional digital image correlation. Struct. Health Monit. 2013, 12, 430–439. [CrossRef]

13. Gan, C.S.; Tan, L.Y.; Chia, C.C.; Mustapha, F.; Lee, J.-R.; Bin Mustapha, F. Nondestructive detection of incipient thermal damage
in glass fiber reinforced epoxy composite using the ultrasonic propagation imaging. Funct. Compos. Struct. 2019, 1, 025006.
[CrossRef]

14. Nakamura, H.; Ohtsu, M.; Enoki, M.; Mizutani, Y.; Shigeishi, M.; Inaba, H.; Nakano, M.; Shiotani, T.; Yuyama, S.; Sugimoto, S.
Practical Acoustic Emission Testing; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2016.

15. Sause, M.G. In Situ Monitoring of Fiber-Reinforced Composites: Theory, Basic Concepts, Methods, and Applications; Springer:
Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2016; Volume 242.

16. Grosse, C.U.; Ohtsu, M. Acoustic Emission Testing; Springer Science & Business Media: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2008.
17. Ono, K.; Gallego, A. Attenuation of Lamb Waves in CFRP Plates. J. Acoust. Emiss. 2012, 30, 109–124.
18. Ni, Q.-Q.; Iwamoto, M. Wavelet transform of acoustic emission signals in failure of model composites. Eng. Fract. Mech. 2002, 69,

717–728. [CrossRef]
19. Suzuki, H.; Kinjo, T.; Hayashi, Y.; Takemoto, M.; Ono, K.; Hayashi, Y. Wavelet transform of acoustic emission signals. J. Acoust.

Emiss. 1996, 14, 69–84.
20. De Groot, P.J.; Wijnen, P.A.; Janssen, R.B. Real-time frequency determination of acoustic emission for different fracture mechanisms

in carbon/epoxy composites. Compos. Sci. Technol. 1995, 55, 405–412. [CrossRef]
21. Godin, N.; Huguet, S.; Gaertner, R.; Salmon, L. Clustering of acoustic emission signals collected during tensile tests on unidirec-

tional glass/polyester composite using supervised and unsupervised classifiers. NDT E Int. 2004, 37, 253–264. [CrossRef]
22. Ramirez-Jimenez, C.; Papadakis, N.; Reynolds, N.; Gan, T.; Purnell, P.; Pharaoh, M. Identification of failure modes in

glass/polypropylene composites by means of the primary frequency content of the acoustic emission event. Compos. Sci. Technol.
2004, 64, 1819–1827. [CrossRef]

23. Liu, P.; Gu, Z.; Peng, X.; Zheng, J. Finite element analysis of the influence of cohesive law parameters on the multiple delamination
behaviors of composites under compression. Compos. Struct. 2015, 131, 975–986. [CrossRef]

24. Debski, H.; Rozylo, P.; Teter, A. Buckling and limit states of thin-walled composite columns under eccentric load. Thin-Walled
Struct. 2020, 149, 106627. [CrossRef]

25. Gutenberg, B. The energy of earthquakes. Q. J. Geol. Soc. 1956, 112, 1–14. [CrossRef]
26. Shiotani, T. Evaluation of long-term stability for rock slope by means of acoustic emission technique. NDT E Int. 2006, 39, 217–228.

[CrossRef]
27. Colombo, I.S.; Main, I.G.; Forde, M.C. Assessing Damage of Reinforced Concrete Beam Using “b -value” Analysis of Acoustic

Emission Signals. J. Mater. Civ. Eng. 2003, 15, 280–286. [CrossRef]
28. Jung, D.; Lee, B.-S.; Yu, W.-R.; Na, W. Effect of propagation distance on acoustic emission of carbon fiber/epoxy composites.

Struct. Health Monit. 2021. [CrossRef]
29. Jung, D.Y.; Mizutani, Y.; Todoroki, A.; Suzuki, Y. Frequency Dependence of the b-Value Used for Acoustic Emission Analysis of

Glass Fiber Reinforced Plastics. Open J. Compos. Mater. 2017, 7, 117–129. [CrossRef]
30. Jung, D.; Yu, W.-R.; Na, W. Use of acoustic emission b(Ib)-values to quantify damage in composites. Compos. Commun. 2020, 22,

100499. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1004780301489
http://doi.org/10.1088/2631-6331/ab47f9
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10443-012-9258-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2005.12.023
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2017.11.043
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2017.12.069
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2017.02.060
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2011.02.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2011.09.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2011.12.013
http://doi.org/10.1177/1475921713506766
http://doi.org/10.1088/2631-6331/ab260a
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-7944(01)00105-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/0266-3538(95)00121-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ndteint.2003.09.010
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2004.01.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2015.06.058
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tws.2020.106627
http://doi.org/10.1144/GSL.JGS.1956.112.01-04.02
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ndteint.2005.07.005
http://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0899-1561(2003)15:3(280)
http://doi.org/10.1177/1475921720986156
http://doi.org/10.4236/ojcm.2017.73007
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.coco.2020.100499


Materials 2021, 14, 3641 11 of 11

31. Jung, D.; Mizutani, Y.; Todoroki, A.; Na, W. Effect of Ultraviolet Irradiation on the Material Properties and Acoustic Emission of a
Fiber-reinforced Composite. Fibers Polym. 2021, 1–10. [CrossRef]

32. Jiao, J.; He, C.; Wu, B.; Fei, R.; Wang, X. Application of wavelet transform on modal acoustic emission source location in thin
plates with one sensor. Int. J. Press. Vessel. Pip. 2004, 81, 427–431. [CrossRef]

33. Sry, V.; Jung, D.Y.; Mizutani, Y.; Endo, G.; Todoroki, A. Effect of preload treatment on elastic modulus of braided synthetic fiber
rope for static loading. J. Text. Inst. 2021, 112, 286–292. [CrossRef]

34. Rao, M.V.M.S.; Prasanna Lakshmi, K.J. Analysis of b-value and improved b-value of acoustic emissions accompanying rock
fracture. Curr. Sci. 2005, 89, 1577–1582.

35. Garcea, S.; Mavrogordato, M.; Scott, A.; Sinclair, I.; Spearing, S. Fatigue micromechanism characterisation in carbon fibre
reinforced polymers using synchrotron radiation computed tomography. Compos. Sci. Technol. 2014, 99, 23–30. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s12221-021-0423-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpvp.2004.03.009
http://doi.org/10.1080/00405000.2020.1742274
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2014.05.006

	Introduction 
	Experimental 
	Materials and Specimen Preparation 
	Acoustic Emission Testing 
	Analysis of b- and Ib-Values 

	Results and Discussion 
	Classification of Fracture Modes 
	Classification of Fracture Modes 

	Conclusions 
	References

