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run in pulse-echo mode with a local resolution of approximately 0.1 mm × 0.1 mm spots. For each spot,
a so-called A-scan echo was recorded with its two-dimensional coordinates. This scan information was
analyzed using a MathWorks MATLAB script. Depending on the signal, a differentiation was made
between “bond”, “no bond” or “no information” for each scanned point. This approach delivered both
a qualitative and quantitative result in terms of the welded area [24]. Since the joining partners tear
off after their collision in the model test rig, subsequent collisions with the still rotating rotors and
the housing can occur. These joints were post-treated by flattening prior to ultrasonic examination.
In addition, scratches and burrs were removed from the surfaces by grinding to improve the signal
quality. If the deformation exceeds a certain limit, the evaluation of the joint was affected and hindered
locally or completely.

The joints produced at the MPW setup were tested for their bond strength by tensile shear testing
in a Z100 testing machine (by Zwick, Ulm, Germany) with three repetitions for each parameter set at a
testing velocity of 10 mm/min. Additionally, for one joint of each series, a cross-section was prepared
parallel to the central plane in the welding direction as shown in Figure 5. Due to the symmetric
collision of the flyer with the target, there were two symmetric points of collision that moved in
opposite directions and formed two weld interfaces; see also Figure 1. To characterize the welding
result, the widths of the two welding interfaces and the gap between them were measured in the
cross-section using an optical microscope (OM) DM2700 (by Leica Microsystems, Wetzlar, Germany).

Figure 5. (a) Schematic sketch of a welded MPW joint (b) with a fracture image of the welding interface
with typical elliptical ring-shape after tensile shear test. The location of the cross-section is marked
by the dot-dashed line (A–A) and was analyzed by OM and SEM. An exemplary OM-image of a
cross-section (A–A) is shown in (c).

The microstructures of the weld interfaces of joints made with both setups were further analyzed
with a Ultra Plus (by Zeiss, Jena, Germany) scanning electron microscope (SEM), using the secondary
electron detector to validate the results of the ultrasonic examination and also to determine how the
different weld interface types have been formed.

3. Results

3.1. Model Test Rig

Figure 6 shows the welding windows for the series of Experiments 1.1 and 1.2 performed in the
test rig. Although in both cases, the lower boundary collision angle, below which bond formation is
inhibited, did not differ strongly, the upper boundary collision angle increased both with higher flyer
thickness and increased impact velocity.
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Figure 6. Welding windows (a) for different flyer thicknesses and collision angles and (b) for different
impact velocities and collision angles, each point represents one experiment. The upper boundary
angle increased in both cases, while the lower boundary varied only slightly.

For Series 1.2, the findings correspond to those already obtained in welding window investigations
for another batch of the same material. In this context, the lower boundary angle was related to the
suppressed ejection of the CoP, which inhibits bond formation by the reinclusion of the CoP particles
at the PoC. In contrast, the upper boundary angle defines the process parameters up to which jet
formation can be initiated and sustained [23].

The results of the ultrasonic analysis of the weld interface of Series 1.1 are shown in Figure 7.
A similar curve of the ratio between the welded and overlapping areas over the collision angle was
achieved for all three flyer thicknesses (see Figure 7a). Just a small amount of the overlapping area
was welded close to the lower and upper boundary angles. In between, there is a region where large
area welds can be formed. However, none of the specimens was completely welded. The range
of this region, its maximum value and the corresponding collision angle increased with increasing
flyer thickness and was shifted to larger collision angles. This behavior had also been observed in
experiments where copper was welded at different impact velocities [24] and was further validated by
the results of Experimental Series 1.2 with lower impact velocities using a flyer thickness of 2.0 mm.
The types of weld interfaces described in [25] can also be found here and support the described
phenomena at the upper and lower boundary angle. For small collision angles and without inhibiting
the bond formation, the CoP could only escape sufficiently in the lateral regions and at the end of the
closing gap. At large collision angles, the jet formation was initiated after an entry region, but then
broke down while the flyer continued to deform on top of the target (see Figure 7b). However, this
weld interface type was not as pronounced regarding the termination of the weld interface formation
as in the previous experiments with copper. Furthermore, no completely welded interface could be
obtained, which might be due to the fact that the investigations were carried out close to the lower
limit of the welding process with respect to the energy input.

187



Metals 2020, 10, 1202

Figure 7. (a) Progression of welded to the overlapping area over different collision angles for the three
flyer thicknesses (target thickness: 2 mm, vimp = 262 m/s); (b) two-dimensional representation of the
weld interface obtained from the ultrasonic analysis.

Figure 8 summarizes the SEM analysis of the interfaces of Experimental Series 1.1. The welded
interfaces are mostly straight and only single instances of wavy patterns can be found. Furthermore,
the findings of the nonwelded interfaces and the transition regions support the hypothesis regarding
the boundaries by collision angle and the related mechanisms. In Figure 8a the collision at an angle
close to the lower boundary angle for 2 mm flyer thickness started without visible interaction of the
surfaces (1). Shortly afterwards, the surfaces were contaminated by the enclosed CoP (2) whose amount
increased along the joining gap (3). At a certain stage, the conditions in the gap changed in a way that
local melting and resolidification occurred at the surfaces and the surfaces got continuously closer,
until the formation of the weld interface began (4, 5). At the end of the weld interface a continuous
melted and resolidified interlayer was found (6).

Figure 8. Cont.
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Figure 8. SEM analysis of test rig joints at different locations of the weld interface. Blue coloring
indicates bond, red indicates no bond. (a–c): s = 2 mm: (a) Close to the lower boundary collision angle
(4.6◦); (b) in the region with a large welded interface (5.6◦), (c) close to the upper boundary collision
angle (7.3◦); (d) largest welded area (5.0◦) for s = 1.5 mm; (e) largest welded area (4.5◦) for s = 1 mm
(note that different magnifications are used in the SEM micrographs to highlight relevant features).

In the region with a large welded area for 2 mm flyer thickness, the weld interface could hardly
be recognized in the SEM micrograph (see Figure 8b) (1); however, nonwelded areas could be clearly
identified. Only at the beginning of the weld interface, some melted structures and a porous interface
were observed. Later on, the few nonwelded regions in the center did not contain porous material
from the CoP but obviously parts of the jet stream which were torn off and rolled over by the PoC and
hindered the bond formation (2). Moreover, at the end of the weld interface, the spilled jet was clearly
visible (3—arrow).

In joints with 2 mm flyer thickness, produced close to the upper boundary angle, the welded
regions were not properly formed and contained several imperfections (Figure 8c) (1, 2). The jet at the
end of the weld interface was significantly thinner (3) than in the region described above.

Looking at the joints with 1.5 mm and 1 mm flyer thickness, large welded areas were found.
While for s = 1.5 mm the sound weld interface was mostly hardly visible in the SEM micrographs
(Figure 8d) (2), other parts contained locally melted and resolidified interlayers (1). The weld interface
for s = 1.0 mm exhibited partially porous regions, melting structures and cracks (see Figure 8e),
which were partly declared as sound weld by the ultrasonic analysis (2). Nonwelded regions showed
larger melting defects (1).

189



Metals 2020, 10, 1202

3.2. MPW Setup

Figure 9 shows the results of the weld interface formation in the MPW setup for the different
flyer thicknesses and acceleration distances at selected positions of the weld interfaces (compare
Table 1, Series 2.1). Considering the parameters separately, the start of the weld interface was not
influenced by the flyer thickness. The end position of the weld interface increased with increasing
flyer thickness. When the acceleration distance was enlarged, weld interface formation started earlier,
but also ended earlier.

 
Figure 9. Microsections along the central plane parallel to the welding direction of weld interfaces in
the MPW setup for an acceleration gap of g = 1.5 mm (Series 2.1): While weld interface began at the
same position (dashed line), it ends later with increasing flyer thickness (dot-dashed line). Below, the
results of the SEM investigation are shown in detail (1–9).

The summed width of both weld interfaces tended to decrease with increasing acceleration
distance, especially for smaller flyer thicknesses, see also Figure 10. Furthermore, the flyer thickness
of 1 mm exhibited an asymmetric image of the weld interfaces for 1.5 mm and 2.5 mm acceleration
distances (Series 2.2, 2.3). The latter was only welded on one side in the sectioned joint (see cross-section
in Figure 10), which is visible in the diagram by the smaller total weld interface width and thus,
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no gap width. This was either a result of the comparably low energy input or of an asymmetric rolling
movement of the flyer due to the clamping situation in the weld setup.

Figure 10. Summed width of both magnetic pulse welded interfaces and width of the gap in between for
different flyer thicknesses and acceleration gaps at constant impact velocity of 262 m/s. All configurations
show the same trend: while the gap width varied slightly for the acceleration distances g, the summed
width of the weld interface increased with increased flyer thickness s. Due to the asymmetric weld
formation (see cross-section), no gap width could be determined for the configuration s = 1.0 mm and
g = 2.5 mm.

The SEM analysis of the weld interface in Figure 9 revealed similarities with the results that were
produced in the test rig, see Section 3.1. Pores and partly melted and resolidified structures were found
in front of (1) and at the beginning of the weld interfaces (2, 5, 8). Such weld defects were related to
the heating and/or entrapment of the CoP and indicated a collision angle close to the lower boundary.
Similar defects were also located in further sections along the weld interfaces (6). The ends of the weld
interfaces (4, 7, 9) were similar to the ones produced in the test rig that were welded at a collision angle
close to the upper boundary. A thin jet at the end of the weld was identified for s = 1.5 mm (7).

The bearable tensile forces of the different weld configurations (Series 2.1, 2.2, 2.3) are shown in
Figure 11. The comparison of the tensile forces revealed that for an acceleration distance of 1.5 mm all
joints achieved the bearable tensile force calculated from the tensile strength of the base material and
thus, all failed in the base material except for two joints. These two parts showed a nonuniform weld
interface formation in the fracture pattern. For joints with a flyer thickness of 2 mm and an acceleration
distance of 2 mm, failure occurred in the base material, which was also apparent in the achieved
tensile force. In this case, the fracture occurred in the neck region of the flyer close to the welded area,
where the cross-sectional area was reduced due to plastic deformation during the welding process.

All other joints failed in the weld interface. Relating the tensile force to the total weld interface
width resulted in a ratio of approximately 1.5 kN/mm for all configurations. Only the configurations of
2 mm and 2.5 mm acceleration distance with 1 mm flyer thickness varied to lower values due to the
incomplete global weld interface formation. The fracture images of these samples revealed that the
weld interface was characterized as two parallel lines instead of a complete elliptical ring (see fracture
images in Figure 11). Furthermore, all fracture surfaces showed a symmetric weld interface in contrast
to the cross-section in Figure 10. Therefore, the width value of this configuration was corrected by
the multiplication by a factor of two to calculate the ratio of tensile force to the width in Figure 11 to
represent a symmetric weld interface.
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Figure 11. Averaged tensile force with minimal and maximal deviation for different flyer thicknesses s
and acceleration distances g (left axis, vertical columns). The dashed lines represent the theoretical
bearable tensile force value for the particular flyer thickness calculated by the tensile strength of the
base material. The ratio of the tensile force to total weld interface width is represented by rectangles
and grey line and the right axis scale. The images of the different fracture surface types in top view are
shown to explain the variation of the ratio tensile force to total weld interface width.

4. Discussion

4.1. Influence of Kinetic Energy Input on Weld Interface and Welding Window

For the comparison of the results of the model test rig and the MPW setup, it is important to recall
that the collision conditions continuously change during the MPW process [18–20]. Hence, the impact
starts at a small collision angle close to 0◦ and at the maximum impact velocity. This results in a high
collision point velocity. Subsequently, the collision angle increases and the impact velocity decreases
until the weldable region of the welding window is entered and then, after further progression of
the collision conditions, left again. Depending on the process parameters, the path through the
material-specific welding window differs. In the test rig, in contrast, the collision angle and the impact
velocity stay constant during the collision. Therefore, each experiment represents a single point in
the welding window. Performing a series of experiments with different collision conditions allows
defining welding windows for different process and material parameters. This in turn provides an
extended understanding of the governing welding mechanisms and delivers additional information
for the design of the MPW process with industrial relevance.
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Considering the determined welding windows for different thicknesses in the test rig (Series 1.2),
it was possible to analyze the formation of the weld interface in the MPW setup (Series 2.1, 2.2, 2.3);
compare Figures 6 and 9. The progression of the collision angle was similar for different thicknesses,
until the start of the bond formation. In addition, higher thicknesses resulted in longer weld interfaces.
For MPW it was not possible to identify, whether the bond formation stopped (i.e. the collision kinetics
left the weldable region of the welding window) due to an increase of the collision angle or due to a
combined change of collision angle and impact velocity. The latter depends on the different thicknesses,
the resulting different stiffness values and thus a varied forming behavior of the flyer during the rolling
movement on the target.

When the acceleration distance was increased, the location of the weld interface was shifted closer
to the initial point of collision. This was due to the higher progression rate of the collision angle
leading to a flyer rolling movement that the lower boundary angle was exceeded earlier and the upper
boundary angle was reached faster. This is in good agreement with the findings of Sarvari et al. [21]
who investigated different acceleration distances in an MPW setup.

To understand the influence of the mass induced kinetic energy on the bond formation, the results
of the test rig experiments with varied thickness (Series 1.1) and varied impact velocity (Series 1.2) are
plotted together in the classical β-vc-welding window in Figure 12. It can be observed that the increase
in energy input by changing both the flyer mass and a higher impact velocity led to an expansion of the
weldable region towards lower collision point velocities. The change of the impact velocity to achieve a
certain kinetic energy also changed the collision conditions while they remained equal when the flyer
mass was increased. Moreover, the weldable area of the welding window was affected by the increase in
energy. Similar findings were reported by Lysak and Kuzmin in [26] for explosion welding. To explain
the solid-state welding mechanism, they related the impact velocity, the collision point velocity and
the involved mass to three physical parameters, the pressure at the PoC, the duration of the applied
pressure and the temperature in the weld interface zone. In the next section, it is explained how these
parameters influenced the phenomena in the joining gap and the governing bond mechanisms in the
case of changed energy input.

Figure 12. Welding window by collision angle β over collision point velocity vc for different flyer
thicknesses s and impact velocities vimp measured in the test rig; symbols in shaded graphs represent
experiments with bond, symbols outside of the graphs represent experiments with no bond. The
different flyer thicknesses at vimp = 262 m/s are plotted at slightly different impact velocities to improve
the visibility. Arrow indicates the influence of the increasing value on the upper left boundary.
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4.2. Influence of the Collision Kinetics on the Phenomena and the Bond Mechanisms

The findings of the test rig experiments (Series 1.1 and 1.2) and the analysis of the weld interface
revealed that the acting phenomena, especially the role of the CoP, at different points of the welding
window have a pronounced influence on the occurring bond formation mechanisms. This has not been
taken into account previously. Hence, due to the transient propagation through the welding window
during MPW, it can be assumed that different mechanisms of bond formation apply in certain sections
depending on the process parameters and the formed CoP.

During test rig experiments with small collision angles, maximum flyer mass and high impact
velocity, the CoP had a strong impact on the bond formation. The SEM images in Figure 8a (1–3) for
s = 2 mm indicate that at first, due to the small angle and resulting high flow resistance, the CoP could
not be ejected out of the gap, was entrapped and hindered the contact of the activated base materials.
It was found by the analysis of the associated process glare that the CoP can reach temperatures of
several thousand Kelvin (see the accompanying paper [10] and compare it with Figure A1). This might
also result in the nonwelded regions due to excessive melting of the surfaces (4). Later on, during
the collision front propagation towards the free end of the flyer, the resistance to eject the CoP was
low enough with the result that the interfaces came into contact and formed a bond (5). In this case,
the mechanism of bond formation was attributed to fusion-like bonding, regarding the estimated
high-temperature development and no visible signs of a jet in terms of a metal stream. This hypothesis
is in good agreement with the findings of Bellmann et al. [35], who observed no deformation of
the surface-near layers in the form of a jet at small collision angles but melting close to and in the
weld interface.

In contrast, the formation of a jet occurred at larger collision angles (Figure 8b). In the case of
large welded areas (ratio: 0.82 to the total overlapping area) in the middle of the estimated welding
window for s = 2 mm (Figure 8b), most parts of the weld interface exhibited only a few defects (2) and
were almost not distinguishable from the base material in the SEM. A determination of the governing
bond mechanism was thus not possible. The absence of porous structures at the weld interface may
indicate solid-state welding. At this point, it should be noted that the present investigation focused on
joints between similar metals. No additional aspects were considered that would occur during the
welding of dissimilar metals, like the formation of intermetallic phases.

The weld interface close to the upper boundary angle for s = 2 mm exhibited a less distinct jet and
several areas without bond (see Figure 8c). This indicates that the deformation of the surfaces was
considerably smaller and less adjacent base material was deformed compared to smaller collision angles.
Two approaches provide possible explanations for these findings: First, according to Manikandan et
al. [36], the depth of deformation of the adjacent base material by the colliding surfaces depends on
the induced kinetic energy. Therefore, it can be argued that for large collision angles less induced
energy was available for the microscopic deformation close to the point of collision. This can be
explained by the fact that at larger collision angles more work was needed to close the joining gap
by the continuous bending of the flyer. A second explanation may be the different interactions of the
CoP with the surfaces in front of the point of collision. As mentioned above, the CoP can reach very
high temperatures. Even if it did not melt the surfaces, the induced heat could cause a considerable
reduction of the flow stress close to the point of collision, allowing more material to flow in the area
of the contact surfaces, which was already described by Khaustov et al. [37] for explosion welding.
At larger collision angles the temperature was lower due to the lower compression and less heat was
transferred to the surfaces. Thus, the potential plastic deformation in the point of collision was reduced
at increasing collision angles, which also explains the reduced intensity of the process glare (Figure A1).
Moreover, the interaction of both phenomena is conceivable to explain the differences between the
cases in Figure 8b,c.

Considering the influence of different flyer thicknesses, for s = 1.5 mm a comparable maximum
welded area was obtained (ratio: 0.77), whereas for s = 1.0 mm the maximum value is smaller (ratio:
0.64). In both cases, the joint was produced in a region close to the lower collision angle boundary,
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where for s = 2.0 mm the bond formation (ratio: 0.62) has not reached its maximum value. Although
some pores and melted interlayers were determined in sections of the weld interfaces of smaller
flyer thicknesses, which likely resulted from the interaction with the hot CoP, large inclusions of the
CoP could not be detected. Since the impact velocity, the collision angle and thus the air flow in the
joining gap were comparable, this could not be attributed to a better ejection condition of the CoP.
A possible explanation could be that due to the higher energy input more deformation around the
point of collision occurred and, thus, also a larger jet was formed. As shown in Figure 8b (2), the jet can
spall in particles. Furthermore, Pabst [38] determined that during the collision welding of aluminum,
additional heat was induced into the CoP by an exothermic reaction of chipped particles of the base
material. If more base material particles were chipped out by the impact, this in turn might cause more
heating. The influence was lower for smaller flyer thicknesses and resulted in less spalled particles,
heating and process glare (see Figure A1).

Concerning the governing bond formation mechanisms and considering the SEM images,
the largest welded area for s = 2 mm was likely produced in the test rig experiments by solid-state
welding, whereas excessive melting prevented welding at smaller collision angles. In contrast, the largest
welded areas for the smaller flyer thicknesses were formed at least partly by fusion-like bonding.
Both processes were strongly influenced by local interaction of the surfaces with the CoP.

These findings are transferable to the MPW interface (Series 2.1, 2.2, 2.3). A certain angle had to
be exceeded to allow the ejection of the CoP and to initiate bond formation. The weld interface started
with a partially melted but bonded interface where parts of the CoP were entrapped which is also
supported by the findings in [6,39]. The further transient rolling movement of the flyer facilitated the
ejection of the CoP, whereas the formation of the jet by plastic deformation occurred more intensively
at first and then weakened again. This resulted in a jet behavior similar to that at large collision angles
in the test rig (see Figure 9) (6). These sections were not clearly distinguishable in the SEM images.
Considering the locations of weld defects by melting or CoP-entrapment, it is assumed that in the case
of 1.5 mm, most of the weld interface was a result of fusion-like bonding, whereas the latter sections
were bonded by solid-state welding due to the occurrence of the jet at the end. In the case of 2 mm
flyer thickness, solid-state bonding dominated the weld interface due to the absence of such weld
failures in the interface. On the other hand, a jet at the end of the weld interface was not clearly visible
(Figure 9) (4).

Despite these different bond mechanisms and resulting weld interfaces, no significant dependence
of the joint strength on bond mechanisms was identified (see Figure 11). The differences in the
determined tensile forces mostly depended on the weld interface width and the question of whether a
complete ring-elliptical weld interface was formed or not, which directly influences the size of the
welded area (compare with Figure 11).

4.3. Prediction and Control of the Weld Interface’s Formation and Properties

The results in Appendix A show that the process glare detected during the MPW experiments
was brighter for an increased flyer thickness (Series 2.1, 2.2, 2.3). This is in good agreement with
the experiments performed in the test rig where the kinetic collision conditions were kept constant.
It is likely that the increased kinetic flyer energy led to an increased formation of CoP (or jet) as also
described by Eichhorn [33]. Figure A2 shows the tendency of an increased flash intensity for smaller
acceleration distances, which points to the conclusion that the collision angles were smaller and, thus,
the compression and light emission of the CoP (or jet) were intensified. This finding can also be related
to higher temperatures, as reported by Bellmann et al. [35].

The correlation of process glare parameters with the welding results revealed that the longest weld
seams and the highest bond strengths were achieved in experiments with the longest and brightest
impact flashes. This was the case for the highest flyer thickness and energy input, respectively, as well
as for the smallest acceleration distance. Although the impact flash is only a necessary but not a sufficient
welding criterion, this observation underlines the importance of a sufficient surface activation prior to
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surface contact, which comes along with a bright impact flash. At this point, it should be noted once
more that only the impact velocity was adjusted directly during the MPW experiments, but not the
collision angle. Thus, the reason for the increased weld length and strength obtained by using thicker
flyers and smaller acceleration distances might also be attributed to the differences in the collision
kinetics, especially the reduced collision angle. Starting with a small collision angle and assuming
similar progression rates, a larger portion of the flyer collides under weldable conditions with the target
compared to a high initial collision angle. This led to longer weld seams and brighter impact flashes.
Hence, the correlation between the impact flash and the weld strength reported here is valid and
appears to be a powerful tool for process development and quality assurance during MPW processes.

Considering the largest ratios of welded to the overlapping area at the test rig (Figure 7), it can
be derived that there is a collision angle region leading to optimum collision welding conditions.
This region increases and is shifted to larger angles when the kinetic energy input is increased.
This kinetic energy input can be varied via the impact velocity [24] or the flyer thickness. The resulting
adjustment of the progression rate of the collision angle allows controlling location and length of the
weld interface during MPW.

5. Conclusions and Outlook

The collision kinetics influence both the CoP formation and its temperature (measured by analyzing
the process glare in the companion paper [10]). It, therefore, determines the governing bond mechanism
and thus, the reachable amount of welded area. The latter is, however, also influenced by other
parameters like (initial) collision angle, its progression and the rolling movement.

Depending on the process conditions, the CoP can be useful for, or harmful to, the bond formation,
it furthermore determines the predominant bonding mechanism.

The results of the test rig experiments confirm that the width of the weld interface can be increased
by a smaller gradient of the collision angle, when the weldable area of the welding window is reached.
Therefore, it could be useful to prepare the flyer geometry to influence its rolling movement on top of
the target during MPW and, thus, to improve the weld interface formation. Together with the acquired
knowledge about the different ways to increase the energy input, it is possible to adjust the size and
location of the weld interface by setting the process parameters. In addition, monitoring of the process
glare potentially enables quality assurance of high-strength joints.

Considering that the amount of the CoP increases continuously with the length of the colliding
joining partners, the question arises in which areas it is still possible to consider a stationary welding
process despite constant kinetic conditions. Therefore, it is of interest for further investigations if and
how the local bond properties change and if the welding window can be extended by considering,
as an additional factor, the quality of the weld interface.
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Appendix A Analysis of the Process Glare

The qualitative examination of the process glare during test rig experiments is represented in
Figure A1 for flyer thicknesses of 1 mm and 1.5 mm at different collision angles. It should be noted that
the majority of process glare at the images was visible after leaving the joining gap and no temporal
resolution is shown. Nevertheless, it can be seen that the intensity increases with the thickness of the
flyer and the glare’s color changes from red-orange to white-blue. Furthermore, the collision angle
had a significant influence on the intensity, color and amount of the process glare. For angles lower
than the lower boundary angle, the glare in the gap was not visible. Therefore, the glare was visible at
the sides of the colliding joining partners with only weak intensity. With increasing collision angle its
intensity and shape also increased up to a maximum. At larger collision angles the shape remained at
the same level, but the intensity decreased, especially when the upper boundary angle was exceeded.

Figure A1. Comparison of the process glare for 1 mm and 1.5 mm flyer thickness at different collision
angles, recorded by longtime exposure.

As mentioned in Section 2.4.4, the weld formation was accompanied by a bright flash when impact
welding is performed in ambient atmosphere. The average values of the impact flash duration and its
maximum intensities were evaluated for each parameter set (see Figure A2). The flash duration as
well as the maximum intensity increased with higher flyer thickness. The influence of the acceleration
distance on the light emission was not that clear due to the data spread. There is a slight tendency
showing a decrease in the flash duration and intensity for increased acceleration distances.
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Figure A2. (a) Increasing flash durations and (b) increasing intensities for increasing flyer thicknesses
(1.0 mm, 1.5 mm and 2.0 mm) at different acceleration distances g. Each point represents four or five
experiments with the corresponding standard deviation.
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