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Samenvatting

In deze masterproef wordt het laserharden van een inwendige vertanding uit de meest recente
wagen van Formula Electric Belgium onderzocht, gesimuleerd en gevalideerd. De motivatie achter
dit onderzoek komt vanuit de probleemstelling dat de traditionele manier waarop deze vertanding
gehard wordt - cementeren - voor vervormingen in de finale vertanding zorgt. Waar de uitwendige
vertandingen in de tandwielkast worden geslepen na het cementeren, is dit niet mogelijk voor het
inwendig vertandde ringwiel wegens de erg compacte afmetingen en moeilijke bereikbaarheid van
de tanden.

Laserharden is een hardingstechniek waarbij er heel lokaal warmte toegevoegd kan worden. Daarom
zou deze techniek mogelijk voor een vermindering van de vervormingen op het tandwiel zorgen en
dus ook voor een hogere kwaliteit van de ringwielen. Omdat er een groot aantal parameters valt
in te stellen bij het laseren en omdat testmateriaal duur en dus beperkt in hoeveelheid was, werd
er gebruik gemaakt van simulatiesoftware. Door eerst te simuleren, kon het aantal testen drastisch
beperkt worden. Voor de simulaties van het laserharden en het bepalen van het optimale concept,
werden modellen in Ansys (eindige elementen software) en Dante (softwarepakket voor warmtebe-
handelingen op staal) opgesteld. Aan de hand van een uitgebreide literatuurstudie gecombineerd
met berekeningen in KISSsoft (software voor het dimensioneren van tandwielkasten) zijn vervol-
gens de gewenste dimensies, hardheden en hardingsdiepten bepaald. Door deze gewenste waar-
den uit de literatuurstudie te combineren met de hardingsmodellen, werd het beste concept voor
het laserharden gekozen. Voor dit concept zijn vervolgens de ideale procesparameters bepaald.

De simulaties van het harden zijn vervolgens gevalideerd door testen uit te voeren met een laser
uit het OMC (Open Manufacturing Campus) te Turnhout op teststukken van het ringwiel. Op deze
geharde teststukken werden er microhardheidsmetingen uitgevoerd om te bepalen of de gewen-
ste hardheden behaald waren. Verder werden de teststukken opgemeten om de vervormingen
na het laserharden te bepalen. Tot slot werden dezelfde metingen uitgevoerd op een klassiek
gecementeerde inwendige vertanding om de twee verschillende technieken één op één te kunnen
vergelijken.



Abstract

In this masters thesis, the technology of laserhardening an internal gearing from the gearbox of a
Formula Student car is researched, simulated and validated. The racecar of the Formula Student

team Formula Electric Belgium (FEB) has 4 separate electric motors, one motor in each wheel.
To each one of these motors, a 2 stage planetary gearbox is attached for torque multiplication to
the wheels. The planetary system consists of a sun gear, 3 two stage planet gears and a ring
gear. The external gears in the gearbox are turned, hobbed, case-hardened, grinded and finally
shotpeened. The ring gear is manufactured by wire EDM and then it is case-hardened. Due to
its compact size and complex geometry, it is not possible to grind the ring gear. The grinding step
is necessary to compensate for any deformations that occured during or after case hardening the
gears. This means that the ring gear is deformed after hardening and that these deformations are
retained on the final geometry of the gear, drastically reducing the quality of the gear. If one of the
gears in the system has a lower accuracy grade than the others, the effects can be detrimental for
the entire gearing system. A lower quality gear in the system is not only more prone to failure, it
also accelerates the wear of all other gears, thus reducing the performance, efficiency and service
life of the gearing system.

Laser hardening is a hardening technique where heat can be added to a component very locally.
Because of this local heating —and therefore local hardening —when using laser hardening tech-
nology, deformations on the gear could be reduced. This means the quality of the internal gearing
could be increased, therefore increasing the performance of the entire gearing system without the
need for grinding the gear.

When laser hardening, there is quite a large number of parameters to set up. On top of that,
because the parts needed for hardness tests are expensive to manufacture and therefore limited
in numbers, simulation software is used to determine most of the required parameters beforehand.
By simulating before testing, the number of tests could be drastically reduced, this way no test
samples are 'wasted’.

On the basis of an extensive literature study combined with calculations in KISSsoft (software for
dimensioning gearing systems), the desired dimensions, surface hardness and effective harden-
ing depth of the ring gear were determined. The gear material used in the gearbox of FEB is a
case-hardening steel, 16MnCr5, selected for its high ductility in combination with its high (case-
)hardenability at the surface. Because of the low carbon content in 16MnCr5, the ring gears first
had to be carburized, omitting the quenching step, in order to get a higher carbon concentration



Vi

at the surface of the gear teeth. After carbon diffusion, the gears are essentially ready to be laser
hardened.

In order to simulate the laser hardening process and to determine the optimal laser track, a model
in Ansys (finite element software) and Dante (a software extension for simulating heat treatments
on steel) is developed. From the simulations in Ansys, thermal data was obtained. The results of
the simulations in DANTE are hardness values and steel composition. By combining the desired
hardening parameters with the simulation model, the best concept for laser hardening the ring
gear was determined. Next, the simulations of hardening the internal gearing were validated by
performing tests on the ring gears with a laser from the Open Manufacturing Campus (OMC) at
Turnhout. On these hardened test samples, microhardness measurements were performed in
order to determine the samples’ effective hardening depth, surface hardness and the geometry
of the hardened layer. Thereafter, the test samples were measured on a gear measuring bench
in order to quantify the deformations after laser hardening. Finally, in order to compare the laser
hardened results to the carburized results, the exact same measurements were performed on the
original, conventionally carburized ring gears.
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Introduction

1.1 Formula Electric Belgium

Formula Electric Belgium (FEB) is a team of 28 engineering students from KU Leuven and students
automotive technologies from Thomas More. Every year, FEB builds an entirely new electric race-
car in order to participate in the Formula Student competition, the largest engineering competition
in the world. During these competitions, the team is put on trial on one hand by measuring the
performance of the car on different dynamic events. On the other hand, the team is also scored
on the basis of non-technical test, such as pitching a business plan, giving design presentations
and performing a full cost analysis of the car. A year for the FEB team starts together with the
academic year. The first semester is used for designing the new car. At the beginning of December
all designs must be final and all technical drawings are sent out to the millers. The period from
January to April is predominantly used for building and assembling every part of the car. In the
month of May, testing begins. Finally, for the entire summer the team partakes in several Formula
Student events. For the design and financing of the car, the team can count on a broad network of
partner companies. Working together with these partners, the team members of FEB do not only
work on their technical skills, they also work on their communication and soft skills. This is why FEB
is a very attractive project for graduating engineers, because it is a very educational experience on
more than just a technical level.
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Figure 1.1: Aurora Mk Il

1.2 Gearbox Aurora Mk Il

The 2021 car, Aurora MK II, uses four seperate electrical motors for propulsion. There is one of
these four motors in each wheel. In order to keep the design as compact as possible, a small three
phase PMSM machine is used, connected to a planetary gearbox, as depicted in figure 1.2.

Figure 1.2: Exploded view of the inwheel of Aurora Mk |

The power of the motor is transmitted from the sun gear (1. in figure 1.3) to three different two-
stage planetary gears (2. in figure 1.3). These planetary gears spin in a fixed ring gear (3. in figure
1.3). The axles around which the planetary gears spin, are connected to the hub, which in turn is
connected the wheel. A detailed view of the gears is shown in figure 1.3 below.
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Figure 1.3: Geometry of the two-stage planetary gearbox

All gears —except for the ring gear —are produced in the following steps:

1.

2.

3.

Turning of steel cylinder
Gear hobbing of tooth profile

Milling of weightsaving holes and slots

. Case hardening of teeth
. Grinding of teeth

. Shot peening

Milling and wire EDM of splines

By grinding the tooth profiles after hardening, any deformations that might have occurred during or
after hardening can be eliminated and the gears can be produced to a high quality. The ring gear
has a different manufacturing process:

. Turning of steel cilinder
. Surface grinding of cilinder in order to get desired tolerance on flatness

. Wire EDM of teeth and outside diameter of the gear. (This is done in multiple steps in order

to obtain the desired roughness of the gear teeth)

. Case hardening
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Ring gear data
Material 16MnCr5
Module 1mm
Number of teeth 90
Outer diameter 99.8mm
Width 14.8mm
Accuracy grade (ISO 1328:1995) 6
Pressure angle 20°

Table 1.1 Ring gear geometry

In table 1.1, the most important parameters of the ring gear geometry are provided. (For further
information about the ring gear, see appendix A). Due to the rather small diameter of the ring
gear and since the gearing is internal, it is nearly impossible to grind the teeth of this gear. Any
deformations that occur during or after case hardening of the gear cannot be eliminated. These
deformations may decrease the life expectancy of the entire gearing system. If these deformations
can be sufficiently reduced, grinding of the teeth after hardening may become obsolete.

1.3 Obijective of the thesis

The aim of this thesis is the development of the production of a laser hardened ring gear. In the
past, the ring gears were hardened by case hardening, more specifically carburizing. Usually, a
gear has to be grinded after carburizing because hardening causes the dimensions of the gear to
be distorted. Due to the complex geometry (small pitch circle diameter & internal gearing) the ring
gear used in the gearboxes of the FEB racecars cannot be grinded, thus the distortions are not
eliminated. This eventually causes the entire gearbox to be underperforming. By laser hardening,
it is attempted to reach the same surface hardness and hardening depth as with conventional
carburizing while keeping the distortions at a minimum. Doing so, the quality of the gear can be
improved, thereby increasing the performance of the entire gearbox.

1.4 Accuracy grade of the gear

As mentioned in table 1.1, the accuracy grade of the ring gear is quite high. Therefore it is im-
portant to check if the desired accuracy grade is attainable for a laser hardened gear. The gear
measurements in figure 1.4b were taken from Bouquet (2016), where it is clear that neither the
profile, nor the trace measurements exceeded 8 um (excluding a few peaks at the edges of the
gear teeth). Since the gear studied in the research of Bouquet (2016) had much larger dimensions,
it was assumed that accuracy grade 6 (according to ISO 1328:1995) should be attainable for laser
hardening the ring gear. This is of course a part of the objective of this research.
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Figure 1.4: Gear measurements

Source: Bouquet (2016)

1.5 Dimensioning Gears in KISSsoft

For calculating and dimensioning all different parts of the gearbox, several software packages are
used. For the hub and carrier, structural simulations in Siemens NX are performed. For the upright,
Siemens NX as well as Ansys is used. For the bearings, a software package from Schaeffler called
BearinX is used and of course plenty of manual calculations are performed. In order to dimension
the gears, a software package called KISSsoft is used. KISSsoft calculates different dimensioning
parameters for a given load and basic geometry, by calculating all relevant strains and stresses
(explained in chapter 3) and relating them to SN-curves of the selected materials. First of all, the
basic geometry of the gear is calculated according to ISO 21771. For actual strength calculations
and in order to obtain a detailed geometry for an optimal service life, ISO 6336 is used by checking
for common defects (tooth root fracture, pitting, scuffing, micropitting). This standard is one of the
most inclusive and detailed calculation methods currently available (KISSsoft, 2020). An overview

of the used parameters in order to calculate gear geometry based on the KISSsoft 2020 Manual is
provided below. (KISSsoft, 2020)

1.5.1 Basic Data
The basic data contains all parameters related to the geometry of the gear pair.

* Normal module: The normal module defines teeth sizing. Standard module values can be
used from DIN 780 or ISO 54.
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* Pressure angle at normal section: Usually, an angle a of 20°%s used. Smaller angles
provide higher contact ratios (more teeth in mesh at any given moment), but decrease tooth
strength. Larger angles increase tooth strength, but decrease the contact ratio and result in
higher radial forces.

* Helix angle: This angle is set to zero in this application as noise is not an issue and the
addition of high axial forces would only increase gearbox complexity and decrease gear and
bearing service life.

* Center distance: The center distance is simply calculated from the diameters of the gear
pair. However, if a profile shift is applied on one or both of the gears, this can also be taken
into account from either a suggested value as defined in DIN 3992 or from an automatic tip
alteration as defined in DIN 3960. The user can also define a preferred profile shift as own
input instead.

* Number of teeth: The number of teeth is by default a whole number. Internally toothed
gears have a negative value for the number of teeth as defined in ISO 221771. An undercut
and the tip tooth thickness limit the minimum number of teeth.

* Facewidth: The facewidth is very important for the service life of a gear. A facewidth that is
too small, will result in high contact pressures. A facewidth that is too large will deteriorate
the contact pattern. In our application, a large facewidth is also not ideal as it makes the gear
heavier. The facewidth of the pinion should always be larger than that of the gear.

(a) Profile shift (b) Tip and root relief

Source: tec science (2018) Source: KISSsoft (2020)

Figure 1.5: Profile shift & Tip and root relief

* Profile shift coefficient: This coefficient is defined as the distance between the production
pitch circle and the tool reference line, as demonstrated in figure 1.5a. Depending on whether
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a positive or negative profile shift is performed, a thicker root with a narrower tip or a thinner
tooth may be obtained. These alterations to the profile may be performed in order to obtain
a stronger tooth root, an lower sliding velocity, etc. A suggested coefficient is based on DIN
3992 recommendations for well-balanced toothing. Later on, other tooth profile modifications
such as tip/root relief (figure 1.5b) or crowning (figure 1.6) may be added as well depending
on several load factors to be explained further in a coming section.

Crown —s e

A

Figure 1.6: Crowning

Source: Schultz (2004)

* Quality: The quality of the gears takes into account that actual gear geometry differs from
the theoretically desired geometry that is calculated. The higher the quality of the gears, the
more narrow its tolerances will be. Increased quality also comes with increased production
complexity and therefore a higher cost. However, gear quality is very important as reduced
quality gears will result in the gears failing earlier, as discussed in the chapter gear failure
mechanisms later on. Gear accuracy grade is according to ISO 1328.

* Furthermore there are some final details to fully define all basic data, such as the gear
material, we use case-hardened 16MnCr5 as explained later in section 2.4, whether or not
the gear is webbed and/or shotpeened and finally which lubrication is used (in our case
75W140 oil).

1.5.2 Gear Loading

A load can be entered in the calculation in order to calculate the system service life. In the past,
the desired service life was set to 250 hours (Van Den Bergh and Van Assche, 2018). However,
since this year’s car will also be used to test the driverless system being developed at FEB, the
gears have to last significantly longer so plenty of tests can be performed on the driverless system.
It is important that during these tests, the gearbox and any other mechanical components are not
a limiting factor in testing time. Therefore, the desired lifetime for the gearbox of Aurora Mk Il is
estimated at 1000 hours. Evidently, the load on the gearbox is not a constant load. The car has
to perform on different dynamic events (acceleration, skidpad or figure eights, endurance,...) and
has to endure many testing hours before heading to competition. This means that over its lifetime,
the gearbox is loaded very dynamically. That is why the load on the gears is entered in KISSsoft
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Load case Frequency [%)] Torque factor Speed factor
1 45 0.59 0.60
2 18 0.54 0.85
3 28 1.00 0.45
4 9 -0.70 0.60

Table 1.2 Ring gear load cycles

as a number of load cycles. For each type of load, the frequency of this load occurring is entered.
Next, the average gear speed and torque (and therefore also average power) is entered for the
type of load. Both speed and torque factor are entered as a percentage of the maximum speed and
torque, respectively (with 1 being maximum speed/torque). The speed and torque values and their
respective frequencies are based on track simulations (Aune, 2016) and team experience from the
past. Values used for the load cycles can be found in table 1.2.

By combining these load cycles and their frequency with coefficients such as the dynamic fac-
tor (KV), face load factor (KHP) and transverse load factor (KHa), which will be explained in the
next section, the gear lifetime can be calculated. Furthermore, an application factor K4 should be
selected according to table 1.3 below. A value of 1.50 is selected.

Operational behavior of | Operational behavior of the driven machine
the driving machina N

unifarm moderate average heavy

shocks shocks shocks

uniform 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75
light shocks 1.10 1.35 1.60 1.85
moderate shocks 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00
heavy shocks 50 75 2.00 2.2

Table 1.3 Application factors for differing machine behaviour

Source: KISSsoft (2020)

1.5.3 Determining Dynamic Factor and Load Factor

In this section the methods used for determining KV, KHP3 and KHa will be discussed, without going
to much in too detail as this falls beyond the scope of this thesis. The three listed coefficients all
depend on a nominal tangential load, which, according to ISO 6336 (International Organization
for Standardization, 2007), is the circumferential load acting on a tooth on the pitch circle and on
the middle of the face width of the tooth, as depicted in figure 1.7 below, where Ft is the load in
question. This load is used in as a calculation load for these factors as follows:

1. The dynamic factor KV uses the load F; and application factor K4 as follows: F; x K4

2. The face load factor KHp uses the load F;, application factor K4 and the dynamic factor KV
as follows: F; x K4 « KV
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3. The transverse load factor KHo uses the load F;, application factor K4, the dynamic factor
KV and the face load factor KHp as follows: F; « Ko * KV « KHg

pitch Circte

Figure 1.7: Nominal circumferential force (F;) as defined by ISO 6336

Source: Gopsill (nd)

1.5.3.1 Dynamic factor KV

The dynamic factor KV in this application should actually be defined as KVp, since method B of
ISO 6336 is used for determining this factor here. KVp takes into account any dynamic loads or
vibrations due to the relation between speed and load and the gear tooth accuracy. Factors to
take into account are both related to manufacturing as well as design. The design of the gears
determine the pitchline velocity, the tooth load and the inertia of the gears. Not only gear design,
but the design of the entire gearbox is important, since the stiffness of the bearings, axles etc and
the lubrication used can all cause different vibrations in the system. Due to limited accuracy in
manufacturing of the gears, there might be deviations in the pitch, tooth flank or there might be
runout on reference surfaces such as the tip or root circle. Besides that, balance of the gears as
well as axles and bearings and fit of the bearings can all be taken into account.

When certain natural frequencies are present in the gearing system, it is to be avoided that any
excitation frequencies (such as the frequency of meshing teeth) are the same or nearly the same
as any of these natural frequencies. These natural frequencies depend on the design choices
and manufacturing accuracy as mentioned above, since the dynamic response of the system is
dependent of the mass as well as the stiffness of any gearbox components. It also depends on
the damping in the system due to any friction in bearings and seals, but also on hysteresis (non-
linearity in the stress-strain curve of the materials used) in shafts and on any viscous damping on
lubricated sliding components. Ideally, the kinematics of a gear pair have a constant ratio between
input and output rotations. Deviations in this ratio (the rotation of one gear not corresponding to the
rotation of the other times the ratio) determine the vibration frequencies. These deviations can be
due to:

1. A deviation in the pitch line velocity due to inaccuracies on the actual pitch circle of the gear.
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2. Variation of the stiffness of the gear throughout the meshing cycle. This variation becomes
less significant as the contact ratio rises. The ring and planet gear have a rather low contact
ratio (about 1.7), so these variations have to be taken into account. Due to limitations in
size of the gearbox, a module lower than 1 could be desirable, for example a module of 0.7.
However, the gear manufacturer that FEB works with is not able to go any lower than module
1.

3. Variations in tooth loading will cause the gear to deflect further or back, which can also cause
vibrations. It is possible to design gears in such a way, that for a certain load, the deflection
is constant. However, since this application has a highly dynamic load, this is not possible in
our application.

4. Finally, any unbalances in the gears or shafts, any contaminants in the lubrication system,
any misalignment of the shafts and gear friction can all contribute to vibrations in the system.

In order to determine whether or not a pair of gears will cause vibrations due to resonance, the
running speeds range should be compared to the resonance running speed. According to method
B of ISO 6336-1 6, the resonance running speed is determined with formula 1.1:

— 30000 | Cyo (1.1)
TZ; Myed

* With Cy, being the mean value of mesh stiffness per unit face width (determined in ISO
6336-1 9) (N /m?)

* With z; being the amount of teeth

* M,.q being the reduced mass of a gear pair, for the calculation of this factor see International
Organization for Standardization (2007) (Kg/m)

With ng; now known, the resonance ratio N can be determined, which is the ratio of pinion speed
to resonance speed, as follows:
ni

N=—" (1.2)
ng1

With n; being the speed the gear is used at (/min).
Next, the range of speeds in which our gears work has to be determined. In order to do so, the

lower limit of resonance ratio Ns has to be known. At loads where (F; x K4/b) is less than 100
N /mm, Ns can be determined as follows:

FKa
100b

Ns=0.540.35

With b being equal to the width of the gear (mm)
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If (F;,Ka/b) is equal to or greater than 100 N/mm, a value of 0.85 is chosen for Ns. (Note that
since calculations are being made on the pinion, F; should be divided by three as this is a planetary
system!). From the resonance ratio and its lower limit, the range in which the set of gears is working
can be known. There are four possible ranges, as shown in figure 1.8 below.

0B85

03 -

Figure 1.8: Resonance ratio N in function of specific loading X = (F; - K4) : b

Source: International Organization for Standardization (2007)

1. Supercritical range (N > 1.5): this range is only for very accurate gears due to the very high
speeds. Resonance peaks can occur at N= 2,3,..., but will the vibrations will often have
small amplitudes.

2. Intermediate range (1.15 < N < 1.5): this range requires a refined analysis by Method A,
since it is close to the main resonance range, but might be fine in some applications.

3. Main resonance range (Ns < N < 1.15): this zone should be avoided (especially with spur
gears) since rather strong vibrations are very likely to occur. Only very high accuracy gears
can be used, spur gears should have profile modifications accordingly.

4. Subcritical range (N < Ny): in this range, resonances may occur at N=1/2 and N=1/3. How-
ever, this can quite easily be solved with suitable profile modifications. Our application can
also be situated in this range.

Since the used gear application is working in the subcritical range, KV can be determined as
follows:
KV=(N-K)+1 (1.4)

K= (C‘,l 'Bp) + (Cvzl,Bf) + (Cv3 ‘Bk) (1.5)

where

* C,; allows for pitch deviation effects and is assumed to be constant at C,,; = 0.32
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* (), allows for tooth profile deviation effects. For a total contact ratio 1 < &, < 2 a value of
0.34 is used. With 1 < &y < 2 being equal to the contact ratio.

* C,;3 allows for the cyclic variation effect in mesh stiffness. For a total contact ratio 1 <&, <2
a value of 0.23 is used.

* B,,BrandBy are non-dimensional parameters to take into account the effect of tooth devia-
tions and profile modifications on the dynamic load and will not be discussed any further.

1.5.3.2 Face load factors Ky and Krg

The face load factors include the effects of an uneven load distribution over the gear face width into
the calculations. Kjyp is the face load factor for contact stress and takes into account the surface
stress on the face width. K is the face load factor for tooth root stress and takes the tooth root
stress into account, which will also depend on the load distribution over the gear face width.

* Kpyp can be defined as

maximum load per unit facewidth — (F /b)max

Kyg = =
Hp average load per unit face width F,./b

* With Fm/b: (F-KA-Kv)/b

* Krp depends on the ratio b/h (face width/tooth depth) and on the determined value of
(F/b)max-

Some of the most important influential factors on the load distribution over the face width are the
following:

1. Accuracy of both the gear tooth manufacturing and the alignment of the axes
2. Elastic deformations of gearbox elements

3. Thermal deformations

4. Running-in effects

5. Application factor K4 and dynamic factor KV

6. Centrifugal deflections due to operating speed

7. Gear geometry such as crowning

In the application, both face load factors are determined according to method B, which means that
an iterative method is used with the help of computer aided calculations. Elastic deflections under
load, static displacements and the stiffness of the entire system are to be accounted with. The
effective stiffness used, largely depends on gear mesh, gear body and the stiffness of the shafts,
shaft/hub connections, bearings, housing and foundation. Static displacements include thermal ex-
pansions, possible clearances and loose fits and manufacturing errors. The exact algorithm/method
is not given in ISO 6336-1 , but most of the relevant influential factors are given above.
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1.5.3.3 Transverse load factors Ky, and Krq,

The transverse load factors Ky and Krq (for surface stress and tooth root stress respectively)
take into account the effect of a non-uniformly distributed tooth load when several gear teeth are
in mesh simultaneously, as depicted by figure 1.9. The factors are defined as the maximum tooth
load ratio between an actual gear pair and theoretically perfect gear pair near zero speed. These
factors can be determined graphically and are mainly influenced by the following factors:

¢ Deflections under load.

Profile modifications.

Tooth manufacturing accuracy.

Running-in effects.

Double pair contact Single pair contact

=—Non-uniform contact force and stress through single/double tooth contact
---Possible deviations and bounce of non-uniform nominal values

Figure 1.9: Effect of a non-uniform tooth load with multiple meshing teeth

Source: Milojevic (2013)

1.5.4 Calculation Results

A full KISSsoft calculation report can be found in appendix C. The next chapter will explain how
gears are hardened. Later, in chapter 3, the relation between hardening and service life is elabo-
rated upon.



Hardening steel

2.1 Introduction

In this section the working principles of hardening steels are discussed shortly. The influence of
hardening steel on strength, fatigue failure and other mechanical properties of the material are also
be discussed in this chapter. Finally, the technique of case hardening and carbon diffusion in steels
will be explained.

2.2 Mechanism of hardening steel

It is very common to perform heat treatments on steel in order to obtain desired material properties.
Hardening is therefore also a very common practice in the industry. In order to transform a soft steel
work piece into a hardened work piece (or to give the workpiece a hardened layer), first of all, the
workpiece needs to be heated. It is important to heat the steel above the austenization temperature,
as shown in figure 2.1 below, for a sufficient amount of time. This time is needed for the carbon
atoms present in cementite to diffuse through the iron atoms once the austenitization temperature
has been reached. The goal is to create uniform austenite, which has an FCC (Face Centered
Cubic) lattice. In austenitic steel, the carbon and iron form what is called a solid solution: carbon
atoms are 'dissolved’ in the steel, as there is space for the carbon atom in the centre of the iron
FCC elements as depicted in figure 2.2 below. The formation of austenitic steel is the first desired
step in order to harden steel.

14
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Temparature (*C)

Figure 2.1: Phase diagram of carbon steel

Source: YenaEngineering (2019)
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Figure 2.2: Three different crystal lattices: FCC, BCC & BCT

Source: Brog et al. (2013)

Now, slow cooling of the steel corresponds to moving down on the phase diagram. As the steel
cools down, different nuclei of ferrite will be formed. Ferrite has a BCC (Body Centered Cubic)
lattice, therefore, solubility of carbon in interstitials of the lattice is very low. Because of its low
solubility in ferrite, the carbon atoms diffuse away from the ferrite zones. As the steel cools down
further, the carbon concentration around the ferrite zones becomes higher. Eventually, a point is
reached where ferrite will no longer be formed, but cementite, an iron carbide, will start to develop.
Cementite has a high carbon content of 6.67wt%. Once the part is cooled down entirely, a lamellar
structure of cementite and ferrite, called pearlite, is formed. By cooling down slowly, the same
structure (and therefore the same properties) as the original steel is obtained. This is true when
the effect of grain growth or refinement during heating and cooling is neglected.

In order to harden the workpiece, a more radical approached needs to be used. By rapidly cooling

—or quenching —, the desired harness can be achieved. When the steel is rapidly cooled, the
carbon does not have enough time to diffuse away from the iron atoms to form ferrite. A different
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structure, namely martensite, will be formed. Martensite has a BCT (Body Centered Tetragonal)
lattice, which is very similar to a BCC structure, however in the BCT lattice there are carbon atoms
dissolved in the lattice. The relatively high amount of carbon atoms in the structure cause many
dislocations to form. These dislocations in the material are what makes martensite such a hard
structure, however it is also the cause of the brittle behaviour of martensite.

2.3 Properties of hardened steels

As mentioned above, martensite is a very hard material. The hardenability of martensite increases
with increasing carbon content, as illustrated in figure 2.4b. This hardness is desirable for a number
of reasons. First of all, a higher hardness provides greater wear resistance, as illustrated in figure
2.3a below. On top of that, an increased hardness also increases the fatigue limit of the material,
as shown in figure 2.3b. A downside of the high hardness of martensite, is that it is very brittle and
not very impact resistant.

There are methods to compensate these shortcomings. One of the most common methods is
tempering. Tempering a hardened part means that it is heated again after hardening in order to
transform some of the formed martensite to pearlite or bainite.

1000 T
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(a) Wear resistance in function (b) Fatigue limit in function of hardness for through hardened and
of hardness for steel tempered steels
Source: Klenam (2012) Source: Boardman (1990)

Figure 2.3: Wear resistance and fatigue limit

Another phenomenon that can alleviate the problem of brittle martensite, is retained austenite (RA).
In steel alloys with a carbon content higher than 0.30wt%, the martensite finish temperature —the
temperature that the steel needs to be cooled to in order to obtain 100% martensite —is below
room temperature as illustrated by figure 2.4a (Herring, 2005). This means that the steel needs
to be cooled below room temperature and often below 0 °C to get a structure consisting of 100%
martensite. If the steel is not cooled sufficiently far, retained austenite is formed. Since austenite
normally does not occur at temperatures below the austenitization temperature, retained austenite
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is a metastable phase. In contrast to martensite, retained austenite is quite soft and ductile. At
first sight, formation of retained austenite sounds problematic. Especially in applications where di-
mensional stability is of high importance and the maximum attainable hardness is desired, retained
austenite can significantly reduce the performance of hardened steel parts. In the tool and die
industry, RA is even recognised as a major cause for premature failure. However, in some applica-
tions, RA can be beneficial for performance of hardened parts. In gears for example, the ductility of
RA can alleviate the problem of spalling (progressive macropitting). If the RA content is not too high
and the RA grains are finely dispersed, crack initiation can be retarded and crack nucleation can be
prevented by the fine, ductile RA grains. A more in depth explanation of gear failure mechanisms
and its link to the material properties can be found in chapter 3.
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Figure 2.4: Influence of carbon content on martensite

2.4 Case hardening

2.4.1 Carburizing
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Figure 2.5: Jominy test results for 16MnCr5, appendix B
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The ring gear in the gearbox of FEB is made from a low-carbon alloy, 16MnCr5, of which a
datasheet —provided by FEB partner Grimonprez Transmission Gears —can be found in appendix
B. 16MnCr5 is often used in high-stress mechanical applications such as gears and shafts and is
selected due to its high ductility and toughness. Since it has a low carbon content (about 0.16
wt%), conventional hardening techniques do not deliver satisfying results, as the hardenability of
low alloy steels is generally quite low. A standard test for measuring the hardenability of steels, is
the Jominy test. Results for the jominytest are provided in figure 2.5. With a maximum hardness of
about 400HV for standard 16MnCr5, it is quite clear that the desired hardness cannot be reached
with the material if left as standard. For the hardening of these types of steel, case hardening is
used. In the past, the ring gear has always been carburized and then quenched to achieve a high
surface hardness, while retaining the original toughness in the core.

0
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Figure 2.6: Result of carburizing before case hardening in a crankshaft

Source: Yamagata (2005)

When carburizing a part, it is heated in a furnace and brought up to austenization temperature.
In the furnace, the workpiece is surrounded by a high carbon atmosphere, this can be in either
gaseous or solid form. Raising the temperature above the austenization temperature, not only
forms austenite, but also accelerates the diffusion of carbon in steel, as we can see in figure 2.7a
below. By increasing the carburizing time, carbon can diffuse further into the steel. Figure 2.7b
shows the carburization depth in 16NiCr4 —also a case hardening steel —steel for a temperature
of 925°C in pack carburizing. It is clear that the longer the components is carburized, the deeper
the carbon will have diffused. Carbon concentrations in the material always become higher moving
closer to the edge of the material. In pack carburizing, the edge of the material will always contain
a carbon concentration at the saturation limit of carbon in austenite (about 1.3 wt%). When gas
carburizing, the carbon content in at the edge of the material can be kept lower by lowering the car-
bon concentration in the atmosphere of the furnace (Neelam, 2000). By quenching the workpiece
after carburization, the carbon diffused in the outer layer (case) of the part will be 'trapped’ in the
austenite because of the high cooling rate close to the edges of the part. Martensite (and possibly
retained austenite) will be formed at the edges of the part. The core of the workpiece will cool down
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much slower, so there will no longer be martensite formation from a certain distance of the edges,
depending on the cooling rate while quenching. That is why a tough, softer core with a hardened
case can be obtained.
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Figure 2.7: Carbon diffusion speed and depths

2.4.2 Laser hardening case hardening steel

As explained in the first chapter, the goal of this thesis is to harden the ring gear using a laser. A
benefit of laser hardening is that the heating time is very limited, since lasers can provide a lot of
energy in a very short pulse. The benefit here is that the time the material that is to be hardened
spends above the austenization temperature, is quite short, not allowing the austenite grains to
grow large. Large austenite grains can lower the toughness of the hardened section of the gear and
can promote brittle fracture (Li et al., 2014). However, because low alloy steel needs a carburizing
step before hardening, this advantage is lost in the application of laser hardening the ring gear. It
is not possible to place the laser in a carbon environment nor is it possible to harden with a laser
in a high temperature environment as the principle of laserhardening relies on self-quenching (as
explained later in chapter 4). In order to harden the ring gear with a laser, the carbon diffusion
needs to be performed in a separate step, where austenite grains can grow larger. Usually, when
carburizing, the furnace temperature is kept just above the austenization temperature, in an effort
to keep austenite grain growth to a minimum. In industrial applications, reheating and quenching
or even double reheating and quenching of the workpiece after it has been carburized and cooled
down is used for die quenching for example (Canale et al., 2008). It is important to note that
when laser hardening, the material needs to be heated to a higher temperature in comparison with
classic carburizing/hardening, as illustrated by figure 2.8. When carburizing, the workpiece is kept
above the austenization temperature for a sufficient amount of time to form homogeneous austenite.
When laser hardening, the temperature of the surface is heated up for a very short time. However,
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to obtain homogeneous austenite when heating from room temperature, the carbon needs time to
diffuse from the cementite structure to the interstitials in the FCC austenite. As mentioned above,
the diffusion speed of carbon in steel increases with increasing temperature, therefore we need to
heat the layer we want to harden sufficiently higher than the austenization temperature (A3).

Figure 2.8: Comparison of temperatures in laser hardening and conventional hardening

Source: Meijer and Van Sprang (1991)

As mentioned earlier, carburization depth is dependent of time and temperature. Since hardenabil-
ity of a material is mostly related to its carbon content, the effective hardening depth —the depth
at which there is a hardness of 550 HV —is also strongly dependent of the carburization depth.
From the calculations in KISSsoft, an optimum surface hardness of 60 HRC and a case hardening
depth of 0.3mm is determined. If we compare this value to optimum values from ISO6336 in figure
2.9, it can be concluded that this is a reasonable depth. Therefore this value of 0.3mm effective
hardening depth was passed on to the company that would perform the carbon diffusion on the
ring gears in order to determine the furnace parameters. (Carburization was performed in a pack
carburizing furnace). Because of the significant lead times on these parts, this value needed to be
determined quite early in the year after limited research time. There are however some important
sidenotes to make in relation to this hardening/diffusion depth.

’ ~~ — Optimum case hardening depth for surface load

—— Maximum case hardening depth for tooth root bending and surface load
-- Optimum case hardening depth for tooth root bending - min
-- Optimum case hardening depth for tocth root bending - max

— Normal module

Case hardening depth [mm]

T
~ 9 »
Normal module [mm]

Figure 2.9: Optimum hardening depth related to gear module

Source: International Organization for Standardization (2007)
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* Looking at the tip of the gear tooth, see figure 2.10, one can see that a hardening depth of
0.3mm would mean that almost the entire tip of the gear would be hardened, this is of course
not ideal, so it is important to limit the heating in the tip of the tooth so the hardening depth
is limited there. If too much heat were to be added, the entire tip of the gear would harden
because the diffusion of carbon happens not only at the tooth flanks, but also at the tip.

0.8mm
<+

Figure 2.10: Dimension of tooth top

* Due to the small dimensions of the gear tooth the cooling rate after carburizing (even without
quenching) can be quite high. Therefore, especially in the top and middle region of the teeth,
a hardness increase might be observed. This increase is not only due to an increase in
cementite because of the higher carbon content, but also because the pearlite grains might
be quite fine compared to the original grain size before carburizing, which increases the
hardness of the material.

The hardness increase in the top and middle of the teeth was observed during testing and is shown
in figure 2.11b below. The influence of hardening depth and geometry are discussed in further
detail in chapter 3.

IS
@
3

IS
S}
8

w
&
8

/ = 300
/ \ % 250
\ % 200
/’/ \\ f 150
/ 100
/ \ 50
/ \ / 0
\\ / \\ P / 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
~— — Depth from tooth top (micron)
(a) Path of hardness measure- (b) Plot of measured hardness in top and middle
ments in tooth top and middle of the gear tooth

Figure 2.11: Increased hardness in top and middle of the gear tooth

2.4.3 System service life in relation to steel type

The hardening effects of carburizing before laserhardening can be quite significant. However, the
toughness of case-hardened 16MnCr5 really is necessary in the application of a Formula Student
gearbox. If a steel with a higher carbon content were to be used to make carburizing obsolete, the
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System Service Life
Material Both 16MnCr5 Both 42CrMo4 Ring gear 42CrMo4,
planet gear 16MnCr5
Tooth root service life (h) 1394 30 104
Tooth flank service life (h) | 8.25e+04 407 1593
System service life (h) 1394 30 104

Table 2.1 Comparison of system service life for different gear materials in KISSsoft

increase in size and weight of the gears would be far from competitive compared to other Formula
Student teams. In order to make a comparison, KISSsoft simulations for an alloy that is often
used for laser hardening were conducted, 42CrMo4. The full calculation reports can be found in
appendices C, D and E, a comparison of the system service lifes can be found in table 2.1.

It is evident from the table that gears from 42CrMo4 would fail much too early if the same gear
dimensions are used. Calculations with larger gear dimensions in order to obtain the required
service life with 42CrMo4 gears were performed. The calculation report can be found in appendix
F. The difference in mass between the 16MnCr5 gears and the 42CrMo4 gears calculated was over
20% higher in favour of 16MnCr5. This difference in mass is only due to the increase in gear size.
Increases in size (and therefore weight) of axles, housing, bearings, etc. were not considered in the
calculation. If these increases in mass would also be held into account, the mass difference would
be even higher. Such a substantial increase in weight cannot be justified on a racecar where weight
is one of the most important criteria for performance. From the service life and mass calculations, it
can be concluded that the toughness of a carburizing alloy is needed for this compact application.

The next chapter will explain failing mechanisms in gears and their relation to the material properties
of the alloy used. The relation between case hardening depth and prevention of mechanical failure
is also elaborated upon.



Mechanical properties hardened gears

3.1 Introduction

The purpose of a racecar is to complete a lap in the least amount of time. Because of this, the
FEB team is always search for the best performing parts. Specifically for the gearbox the trade-
off between weight and lifespan has to be made. In the upcoming section, this optimum and the
reasoning behind it is explained.

3.2 Failure mechanisms of gears

Because of the complex geometry of a gear and the way its laoad are applied, gears have certain
diverse failure mechanisms. The 4 most common are (Kren, 2007):

* Macropitting
* Tooth root bending fatigue

e Wear

Tooth flank fracture

3.2.1 Macropitting

The purpose of gears is to transmit torque. This is done by transmitting contact forces on the tooth
flanks. These contact forces will introduce hertzian stresses on the surface and shear stresses

23
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deeper in the material under the contact patch.

Ghertz = ey (MPa) (3.1)
2. (1=V2)-b-peg

In which F' is the force acting between the 2 surfaces, E,, the equivalent Young’s modulus of the 2
used materials, v the poisson coefficient , b the width of the contact and p,, the equivalent radius
of curvature at the contact (Wittel et al., 2016)

Due to the involute tooth geometry the equivalent radius of curvature depends on the angle of
rotation of the gear itself. Because of this, the contact stresses will also differ, meaning that pitting
is more likely to occur in particular regions of the tooth flank. Besides that, the contact stresses are
also dependent of the meshing stiffness, contact ratio and tooth profile modifications of the gear
pair. In an upcoming section (3.4.1), this is explained in more detail.

The material of the gear has a certain fatigue limit for Hertzian stresses. When the gear’s tooth
flank goes through too many cycles, fatigue will occur and thereafter small cracks will occur at the
surface or right below it (Edge, 2021). When the crack occurs beneath the surface and the loads
are applied continuously the crack will move to the surface, as can be seen in figure 3.1. At this
point some of the material is lost resulting in vibrations of the meshing gears. These vibrations
will only increase the loading on the gear which will result in failure of the gear. It can also occur
that the tooth will fail due to tooth root bending after pitting has damaged the surface. Due to the
pitting damage, the load on the tooth flank increases, which may overload the tooth root, causing
it to fail. The occurring Hertzian stress is also highly dependent on the surface roughness of the
tooth flanks, the oil film thickness and any debris in the oil. All of these can cause the force to be
transmitted over a much smaller surface thus increasing the Hertzian stress.

Figure 3.1: Pitting on a spur gear

Source: Corporation (2011)
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3.2.2 Tooth root bending fatigue

The load coming from the meshing gears does not only induce a contact stress in the contact patch
and its surroundings, it also generates a moment around the tooth root, which in turn results in a
bending stress in the tooth root.

A good approximation of this stress can be made with simple strength theory.

Wl ~—~———""=> w

(a) Bending stress at root (b) Root failure due to tooth root bending
Figure 3.2: Tooth root bending

Source: Akpolat (2018)
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(MPa) (3.2)
With b being the width of the gear. The rest of the parameters can be derived from figure 3.2a

The tooth root bending stress then has to be related to the fatigue bending stress at the root to
determine how long the tooth root will last. When the fatigue strength is reached, cracks will begin
to occur at the root. These cracks will propagate further down the depth of the material with every
cycle, generating beach marks. When the crack has become too great in size, the rest of the root
will break in a brittle manner.

Although the formula above can give a good first indication on the magnitude of the stress, this
stress is also highly dependent on the way the load is applied and the gear geometry itself. For
example, the contact ratio and meshing stiffness are very important factors to consider when de-
termining the maximum bending stress in the root. The reason why these are so important will be
explained in section 3.4. All these influences can be summarized in the so called K- and Y-factors.

Opiim >=(0p-Y_K)-Y Y (3.3)
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If the above equation is satisfied, the tooth root will in theory not fail due to the bending for an
infinite amount of cycles.

3.2.3 Abrasive wear

Like pitting, wear is a mechanism in a gear that takes place at the contact patch of the meshing
teeth. Abrasive wear arises from the roughness of the mating teeth. The roughness peaks on one
gear will scrape material from the second gear and vice versa.

oy ppas i

Figure 3.3: Abrasive wear

Source: FailureAtlas (2020)

The debris that ends up in the oil of the gearbox will in its turn also end up in the oil film between the
meshing gears, resulting in even more wear. However, wear is normal when two gears are being
meshed for the first time. This period is called the run-in period of a gearbox. During this period,
the oil should be refreshed periodically. Wear can also occur after the run-in period depending on
the finishing of the gear and other factors. The thickness of the oil film is very important here. In
well operated gearboxes, there will always be a thick enough oil film between the meshing teeth
such that there is no metallic contact between the two flanks, resulting in quasi none abrasive wear.
The pitch line velocity and load on the tooth flanks of the gear pair have a great influence on the
thickness of the oil film and therefore also on the amount of wear (Chitta, 2012).

The amount of wear can differ a lot depending on the location on the tooth flank. Based on figure
3.4 it is easy to see that the teeth have a relative speed at the contact patch. This relative speed is
also called the sliding velocity. It is important to state here that the sliding velocity at contact on the
pitch line is zero, the tooth flanks will only roll over each other in this point. Flodin (2000) proposed
that when the sliding velocity is increased, the material will locally interact with more asperities
compared to if the sliding velocity were lower. As a result of this, the tooth surface will wear the
most where specific sliding is the greatest.
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Figure 3.4: Rolling of tooth surfaces

Source: Mao, K. and Hooke, C. J. (2009)

3.2.4 Tooth flank fracture

The purpose of gears is to transmit torque. They do this by transmitting contact forces on the
tooth flanks. These contact forces will introduce contact stresses in the surface and shear stresses
deeper in the material under the contact patch. When the shear stress induced in the material
reaches a certain fatigue stress the stress will cause a crack to form. The maximum shear stress
will be induced at a certain depth under the surface. This depth is correlated to the equivalent
radius of curvature, the Hertzian stress acting at the contact & the equivalent Young’s modulus.
The maximum shear stress is induced at a depth because when we split the tooth up in planes at
certain depths from the surface we see that a plane at a depth differing from zero has the greatest
curvature in relation to its equilibrium state and thus the greatest shear stresses will occur here.

The causes of tooth flank fracture are very similar to those of macropitting. In addition, tooth flank
fracture can also be caused by pitting. Depending on the gear geometry and load, a crack will show
up at the surface or deeper in the material. The cracks typically develop at non-metallic inclusions,
because these inclusions will have a different Young’s modulus than the bulk material, so a stress
concentration is formed there (Boiadjiev et al., 2015). When the crack originates sub-surface and
the loads are still being induced, the crack will grow towards the surface as well as toward the bulk
of the material, since the crack itself acts as a stress riser for the surrounding material. Eventually
the crack will reach the surface. After the crack has moved into a certain depth, the tooth can
eventually fail with a brittle fracture when the remaining surface is overloaded (Stahl et al., 2018).
Because tooth flank fracture is not a common failure mode of gears,this mode will not be discussed
in detail.
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(a) Shear stresses in contact patch (b) Tooth flank fracture
Source: Glaeser and Shaffer (1996) Source: Boiadjiev et al. (2015)

Figure 3.5: Shear stresses in tooth flank & tooth flank fracture

3.3 Residual stresses

In section 2 it was already explained how the mechanical properties of a part change when it is
hardened. Because the part cools down to room temperature in a non-uniform manner when it
is carburized, the part does not have a uniform microstructure. The thermal and transformational
stresses will cause residual stresses to remain in the part. Residual stresses are very important
to consider because they can enhance or deteriorate the mechanical properties even further. In
this section it is explained how residual stresses are formed on the surface and in the depth of the
material when a sample is laserhardened.
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Figure 3.6: Generation of residual stresses during laser hardening

Source: (Kiefer et al., 2021a)
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Figure 3.6a illustrates the generation of the residual stresses. In the ‘o region, the compressive
stress rises. This happens because the laser spot approaches the coordinate for which the stress
is monitored. The laser spot will cause this spot to heat and as a result the material will expand
thermally, but the expansion is stopped by the cold material surrounding the spot. Since the spot is
brought to a higher temperature, its yield strength will also drop because the atoms will oscillate with
a larger amplitude so less energy should be added for dislocations to move to another equilibrium
position.

Thereafter in the "y region, the material is heated above the austenitization temperature. Because
the FCC austenite has a larger atomic packing factor than the BCC ferrite, the density of austenite
will be larger than the density of ferrite, thus the material will shrink and the compressive stresses
will be lowered. From this point on the temperature of the spot is decreasing. Because austen-
ite has a higher thermal expansion coefficient than ferrite, the material will locally want to shrink
even further while the temperature is dropping, resulting in higher tensile stresses. Meanwhile the
temperature is dropping further and at a certain point in time the material will reach the marten-
site transformation temperature, where martensite will be formed. At this moment, the material
will expand because BCT martensite has a lower atomic packing factor than austenite, resulting in
compressive stresses. Because the martensite start and end temperature are fairly low, the mate-
rial will have lost a big part of its ductility so the compressive stresses cannot be compensated by
a shrinkage of the material. Thus the compressive stresses are permanent (Kiefer et al., 2021b).

Because of the carbon concentration gradient on the surface explained in section 2, the material
will have a different martensite start and end temperature depending on the depth from the surface.
The martensite start temperature (Ms) and end temperature (Mg) will drop with higher carbon
concentrations, see figure 2.4a. When the carbon concentration is high enough the martensite
end temperature can even drop under room temperature, causing retained austenite to be created.
Because of the atomic packing factor of retained austenite, the compressive stresses at the surface
can be lowered or even converted to tensile stresses. Another factor that can contribute to the
lowering of the residual compressive stresses is the reduced resistance to shrinkage of the material
at the surface of the part.

Although the origin of residual stresses is understood, it is very difficult to describe their magnitude
and how the stresses change as a function of the depth from the surface. The stress is dependent
on a lot of factors: laser trajectory, spot size, intensity of the laser, carbon concentration gradient,
etc. The residual stress is nonetheless very important to determine the optimal case hardening
depth because the residual stresses change the fatigue limit of the material, see figure 3.7. Be-
cause there is no straightforward mathematical model to determine the residual stresses, these
stresses are simulated using the heat treatment software, DANTE (explained in section 7).
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3.4 Optimisation of the case hardening depth

In this subsection the optimal case hardening depth according to the previously explained failure
mechanisms is determined. This case hardening depth is very important because it will be used as
a goal during selection of all the different laser parameters.

3.4.1 Macropitting

As stated, macropitting is directly related to the Hertzian stresses between two meshing tooth
flanks. Despite the equation to find the Hertzian stress being relatively straightforward, a lot of
attention should be paid when defining the force F. Supposing the torque on the input gear is
constant, the force on the tooth flank will not be constant. This is due to several reasons.

First of all, the amount of gears in mesh changes with the rotation of the gears, this effect is
expressed as the contact ratio of a gear set. The higher this ratio the better the load is distributed
over a higher number of teeth. The contact ratio can be determined using simple trigonometry.
In this case, the gear pair has a contact ratio value of around 1.7, which means that around 80%
of the time 2 teeth are in mesh at the same time. From figure 3.8 it is concluded that the region
of the tooth flank that solely transmits torque is the region around the middle of the height of the
tooth flank. Here, an early assumption that macropitting is more likely to occur at the middle of the
toothflank than around the dedendum or addendum circle can be made.
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Figure 3.8: Meshing of teeth

Knowing the contact ratio, it is possible to determine how the loads will be distributed over the
different teeth as a function of the gear angle. Supposing that the gears are infinitely stiff, the load
distribution for a certain tooth can be found, figure 3.9b. In reality, the normal force distribution
will look a lot different because the gear teeth will deform under load. The way the teeth deform,
depends on the location of the normal force. This reasoning explains why the normal force rises
between A and B and drops between D and E on figure 3.9a. Another reason why the real normal
force distribution is more constant than in theory, is because of tip relief, the profile modification

explained in section 1.5.1.
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As stated earlier, the equivalent radius of curvature, p., is of equal importance as the normal force
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to calculate the Hertzian stresses. To get an insight in this effect, an approximate calculation of the
radii of curvature is performed. When looking at figure 3.8, it can be assumed that the radius of
curvature for the ring gear, p,,g, is constant, with a value of ==15mm. This value may be assumed
as constant because of the amount of teeth the ring gear has in relation to the planet gear. The
equivalent radius of curvature is calculated using following formula :

Doy = 2- Pring * Pplanet (3.4)
Pring +p planet

The radius of curvature for the planet gear, p,aner, for every point on the contact line is calculated
by plotting the involute profile of the tooth and fitting the best possible circle to every section of the
contact patch. It is important to point out that for this calculation the tooth profile is assumed to
be a perfect involute. In reality this will not be the cause because the roughness of the tooth flank
also has an influence on the profile. Apart from this, the gears are also pit relieved which changes
the radius of curvature in the region of the tooth top. The calculation is just to show to what extent
the equivalent radius of curvature changes when travelling from tooth root to tooth top. Looking at
figure 3.10a one can conclude that the radius of curvature for the planet gear is smallest near the
tooth root which results in the highest Hertzian stresses in this area. Looking at the ring gear, it is
concluded that the highest Hertzian stresses will occur near the tooth top since the tooth root of the
planet gear will be in mesh with the tooth top of the ring gear and vice versa.
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Figure 3.10: Calculation equivalent radius planet gear

The rolling and sliding of the tooth flanks explained in section 3.2.3 can also alter the shear stress
state under the surface (Fernandes and McDulling, 1997). Negative sliding always occurs in the
region between the pitch line and tooth root. When it occurs, the rolling will cause the material to
be pushed in one direction and sliding causes it to be pushed in the other direction. This has as an
effect that the maximum shear stress will be raised and will appear closer to the surface.
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A last factor that will be discussed, is crowning of the tooth flank. In chapter 1 a short explanation
can be found on why one would crown the tooth flanks of a gear. The result of this adjustment is
that when the axis of both gears are perfectly perpendicular, most of the load will be transmitted
through the center of the width of the tooth flank. KISSsoft can also provide a calculation result of
the Hertzian stresses based on all these factors. In figure 3.11 a plot of the Hertzian stresses of
the planet gear in relation to its rotation angle can be found. Although the Hertzian stresses for the
planet gear are plotted, they will stay the same for the ring gear. The only difference is the angle
of rotation. From these plots one can conclude that the largest Hertzian stress will appear at the
tooth top of the ring gear at the center of the width of the tooth flank. After the tooth is meshed, the
Hertzian stress will drop in a quasi-linear way with the angle of rotation.
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Figure 3.11: Hertzian stresses ring gear

As stated earlier in this chapter, the fatigue stress and tensile stress of steel will change in a quasi
linear fashion with the hardness of the material (Stahl et al., 2018). That is why the desired surface
hardness is as high as possible —having regard for the increased brittleness —so the surface will
not deform plastically due to the contact stresses. For 16MnCr5 the maximum achievable hardness
lies around 60 to 66 HRC (Steel, 2016). It is of great importance that the high surface hardness is
assured around the region of highest Hertzian stresses, the tooth top. The tensile strength can be
plotted as a function of the hardness (International Organization for Standardization, 2014) and the
hertzian stresses at every point of contact on the tooth flank can be used to determine the required
hardness, but eventually the tooth flanks have to be laser hardened. This would be a lot easier if
a constant surface hardness over the tooth flank is assumed. Besides, a higher surface hardness
in the tooth root area will not cause the tooth root to fail earlier than it would with a lower surface
hardness, as will be discussed in section 3.4.2.
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In order to determine the needed effective case hardening depth for the macropitting failure mode,
it is necessary to have a look at the shear stresses under the surface induced by the Hertzian
stresses and its influences discussed earlier. In subsection 3.2.4 it is explained why the shear
stresses reach a maximum under the surface. The occurring shear stresses typically have a mag-
nitude of 30% of the maximum hertzian stress (Shimizu, 2012). Although the shear stresses have
a limited magnitude in comparison with the hertzian stresses, they become very important when
looking at crack initiation. Looking at the hardness profile, it is necessary for the case hardening
depth to be higher than the depth at which the maximum shear stress occurs. This way it is assured
that the fatigue strength for a certain amount of cycles does not intersect with the peak of the shear
stress at its depth, see figure 3.12a.
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Figure 3.12: Shear stresses caused by Hertzian stresses at the contact patch

Source: (Tobie et al., 2018)

Considering how the optimal case hardening depth is determined, how the Hertzian stresses are
induced and how they are related to the shear stresses, it is required to determine the depth of
maximum shear stresses. This can be done by using KISSsoft which accounts for the influence of
the contact ratio, meshing stiffness, etc. A maximum shear stress was found at a depth of 0.044mm.
It is advisable to choose a case hardening depth greater than this maximum shear stress depth,
since no intersection between the material strength and the occurring shear stress may occur. DNV
41.2 (2015) states that the case hardening depth should be double of the maximum shear stress
depth, being 0.088mm. Residual stresses also influence where the maximum shear stress will
occur, the residual compressive stresses at the surface will cause the maximum shear stress depth
to become deeper in the material, but at a lower maximum shear stress, thus increasing the lifetime
of the tooth flank, see figure 3.12b. Because the laserhardening proces —explained in chapter 4
—has a lot of different parameters that will influence the residual stress distribution, it is very hard
to predict how the case hardening depth should be changed accordingly. This should be revised
once the residual stresses caused by laser hardening are more clear.
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3.4.2 Tooth root bending fatigue

KISSsoft can provide a calculation of the tooth root bending stress concerning all the influencing
factors considered in section 3.2.2. Just as with the pitting failure mode, it is desired for the surface
hardness to be as high as possible such that the strength increases and the tooth root will not fail
when a load is applied. When moving further into the depth of the material, the way the stress state
changes with the depth needs to be examined in order to determine the optimal case hardening

depth.

Looking at the theoretical formula for tooth root bending stress, it is easy to understand that the
bending stress changes linearly with the depth. The bending stress will reach a maximum on the
surface because there the distance from the neutral axis is the largest. When moving deeper in
the material, the bending stress decreases until it reaches a zero value at the depth of the neutral
axis. Itis important to consider that the contact force on the tooth flank also has a radial component
which compresses the tooth radially and lowers the maximum tensile bending stress, see 3.13.
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Figure 3.13: Stress components tooth root bending

Source: (Eritenel, 2019)

Knowing this, the ideal hardness profile would also be linear, considering the tensile strength
changes linearly with the hardness. Unfortunately, stress concentrations will always occur, chang-
ing the stress distribution drastically, despite the tooth root having a fillet. Depending on the gear’s
geometry (size, root fillet, module,...) the stress concentration will dissipate more quickly/slowly
in the depth of the material. Another factor that has a very big influence on what case hardening
depth is optimal, are the residual stresses. Tobie et al. (2005) did research on the optimum case
hardening depth for tooth root bending and they also considered the effect of the residual stresses
caused by a carburizing process. They carried out fatigue tests on gears out of 16MnCr5 with
several different modules and case hardening depths. They experimentally found a relation for the
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optimal case hardening depth for tooth root bending. As mentioned, this is the optimal case hard-
ening depth for carburized gears. The residual stresses profile will not be the same for carburizing
or laser hardening, but this hardening depth will be used for now because the generation of residual
stresses looks very much alike.

CHDyp =0.1-m (3.5)

With CHD,,, the optimal case hardening depth, m the module of the gear set.

3.4.3 Abrasive wear

As stated in section 3.2.3 a lot of factors influence the amount of wear. Therefore it is not easy to
come up with a comprehensive formula to determine the wear. Winter and Plewe (1982) have done
research on how to calculate the wear rate factor depending on the oil film thickness and the type
of oil used for case hardened gears. This wear rate factor can then be used to calculate the wear
using Archard’s wear equation.

K-W-L

Q=—p (3.6)

At which Q the volume of material removed by wear, K wear rate factor, W normal load, L sliding
distance, H factor related to the hardness of the material

However, knowledge about the way the roughness of the flanks influences the wear rate is very
limited. For this reason, the wear rate factor calculated by their methods should be multiplied with a
value ranging from 0.01 to 1. In this case, the wear rate factor is multiplied by 1, since this accounts
for the most material being removed and thus for the worst case. The wear calculation based on
the factors above is built in in KISSsoft and can be done iteratively because of the changing loads
when the tooth flank surface wears down. KISSsoft supposes a surface hardness of 60HRC.

From figure 3.14a it can be observed that the cumulative wear has a maximum value of 0.068um
on the ring gear tooth flank. One can conclude that the wear does not really influence the selected
case hardening depth any further, because the other criteria —pitting and tooth root bending fa-
tigue —are more constraining. Though it is important to emphasize that the surface hardness of
+60HRC has to be reached for the calculated wear to have any significance.
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Figure 3.14: Abrasive wear & specific sliding

3.4.4 Conclusion

All the optimal case hardening depths for the different failure mechanisms are summarized in ta-
ble 3.1. The case hardening depth for abrasive wear is no constraint for determining the optimal
laser parameters because the constraint by pitting will always be greater. It is also important to
mention that these case hardening depths should effectively be validated by fatigue tests for tooth
root bending & pitting. However, this is not within the scope of this masters thesis. For this reason
the optimum case hardening depth at the tooth flanks is set to £200um, in this thesis no fatigue
tests will be conducted and thus there is a certain risk that the above determined case hardening
depths are too minimal and the gear would fail after a short period. Therefore the mean between
the above determined optimum case hardening depth (££100um) and the optimum case harden-
ing depth determined by International Organization for Standardization (2007) being £300um is
chosen.

Optimal Case Hardening Depth
Pitting > 88um
Bending = 100um
Abrasive wear

~

Table 3.1 Optimal case hardening depth (550HV) for the different failure mechanisms



Laserhardening

4.1 Introduction

In this chapter it is explained how to use lasers to reach the predetermined hardness requirements.
The concept choice and simulation models will also be emphasized in this section.

4.2 The laser

4,21 Lasers

There are many different types of lasers, but the two most common types of lasers used in for
hardening are CO; lasers and YAG lasers, where YAG stands for yttrium aluminum garnet). These
two types of lasers have quite a different wavelength, in fact the wavelength of YAG lasers is exactly
10 times smaller than the wavelength of a CO, laser (EpilogLaser, 2014). In figure 4.1, an overview
of different laser wavelengths is provided, as well as the absorption coéfficients for laserlight of
these wavelengths.

38
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Figure 4.1: Absorption of laserlight for different materials and wavelengths

Source: Totten (2006)

As is evident from the figure, the absorption (more on that subject in section 4.3) of laserlight in
steels is much higher for YAG lasers than for CO; lasers. The laser used in this research is a
Yb-YAG laser (Ytterbium-YAG), meaning that the YAG-crystals are ytterbium-doped. YAG lasers
are a type of thin-disk laser. Without going too much into detail, the working principle of thin-disk
lasers is as follows: a small diodelaser generates a small laserbeam, called the pump beam. This
laserbeam is projected onto a parabolic mirror, which directs the laserbeam onto the crystal (in this
case the Yb-YAG crystal). In the crystal, several electrons are excited by the laserbeam. When the
energy level of these electrons drops again, they emit a photon. This process is called stimulated
emission. The enhanced laserbeam is directed back at the parabolic mirror again. Due to part of
this mirror being only partially silvered (partially reflecting), part of the laserbeam is directed into
the fibre which transports the output laserbeam to the laser target. The other part of the laserbeam
is directed back at the crystal and again creates stimulated emission. This process is repeated
continuously, creating a powerful output beam (Physics and Radio-Electronics, 2015).
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THE DisKk LASER TECHNOLOGY
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Figure 4.2: Schematic representation of a thin disk laser

Source: Pandey (2015)

4.2.2 Trumpf TruDisk 5001

The laser used in this thesis as mentioned above is an Yb-YAG laser, namely the Trumpf TruDisk
5001. Some of the most important attributes of this laser are listed below, a Trumpf datasheet can
be found in appendix G.

* Minimum power = 100W
* Maximum power = 5kW

* Active power regulation accurate to 1%

Wavelength A = 1030nm (infrared light)

BPP=4 mm mrad

e M2-factor=12.2

Brightline Weld funtion (explained further in section 4.4)

* Laser optics can move in X-, Y- and Z- direction.

The last item is especially important. Not only is it possible to make the laser follow a certain track
in a 2D plane, it is also possible to adjust defokus of the laser (physically by adjusting the height
of the suspended bar of the system, as well as in the software, albeit that the software has a more
limited range). This means that it is possible to enlarge the spotsize projected onto the part. The
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setup of the laser is shown in figure 4.3 below. The following items can be distinguished on the
picture:

1. Laser source

2. Guide rails for height adjustment laser
3. LLK (Laser Light Cable)

4. Laser optics

5. Workbench laser

Figure 4.3: Laser setup at FOKUS lab

4.2.3 BPP and M2

The BPP or Beam Parameter Product is the product of the radius of the laserbeam and the beam
divergence half-angle, with the radius of the beam being measured at the beam waist (RP Photon-
ics Encyclopedia, 2018). Figure 4.4a illustrates how the BPP is determined. The BPP is a measure
for the beam quality, a lower BPP signifying a higher beam quality. The Beam Quality Factor M?
is another measure for the beam quality, relating the BPP to the wavelength of the laserlight as in
equation 4.2. The M 2 compares the actual shape of the laser beam to an ideal Gaussian beam.
Looking at figure 4.4b, it is clear that the laser used, produces quite a qualitative laserbeam com-
pared to other types of lasers.

BPP = w8y (4.1)

With wg being the beam waist radius (mm). 6y the divergence half angle (urad)

_ BPPm
A

M2
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Figure 4.4: BPP and Beam Quality Factor (RP Photonics Encyclopedia, 2018)

4.2.4 Defocusing laser spot

An ideal laser spot has a Gaussian distribution. The beam diameter of the laser is defined as the
1/e? width: the distance between two points on the distribution that have a value of 0.135 (= 1/¢?)
times the distribution maximum value, as depicted in figure 4.5. As mentioned in section 4.2.2, by
adjusting the height of the laser optics relative to the workpiece, the laser spot on the workpiece can
be made larger. It is clear that by bringing the point where the laser beam hits the object’s surface
further out of focus (moving to the left or right in figure 4.4a), the spot diameter increases. Most
lasers spots in focus are quite small (180 um for the TruDisk 5001), meaning that for a powerful
laser there is a very high energy density at the centre of the beam. When defocusing, besides the
spot size increasing, the Gaussian distribution is also ‘flattened’, providing a more uniform energy
density over the entirety of the spot. This increased spot diameter can be useful in applications
where a larger surface needs to be heated uniformly, as a small spot size heats the material very
locally.

Ir)

lp/e?

diameter

Figure 4.5: Beam diameter or 1/¢? width

Source: Semrock (nd)



CHAPTER 4. LASERHARDENING 43

Defocusing a laser beam does come at a price, however. A larger spot size tends to heat the mate-
rial less deep compared to a small spotsize due to the reduced local intensity. On top of that, beam
quality can reduce quite drastically, depending on certain laser parameters. Figure 4.6 illustrates
this deterioration of beam quality with increasing defocusing distance. When defocusing from 0 to
3mm, the distribution mostly becomes more uniform (flattening of the Gaussian distribution), how-
ever, at 4mm defocus, the distribution of the spot becomes very uneven. The extent to which the
beam quality deteriorates by defocusing, is strongly dependent of the type of laser used.

(a) Defocus Omm (b) Defocus Tmm (c) Defocus 2mm (d) Defocus 3mm (e} Defocus 4mm

Figure 4.6: Effect of increasing defocus on laser beam distribution and quality

Source: MachineMFG (nd)

4.3 Absorption

4.3.1 Laser light absorption

Since lasers emit electromagnetic radiation, the mechanism of absorption of laser light is as with
regular light. When electromagnetic radiation strikes a surface, 3 things can happen, as illustrated
by figure 4.7:

1. The surface can absorb the laser light, transmitting its energy to the neighboring material.
2. The surface can reflect the light, either by diffuse and/or specular reflection.

3. The light can also be transmitted through the material.
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Figure 4.7: Absorption, reflection and transmission of electromagnetic waves

Source: Bergstrém (2008)

Usually, a combination of the three occurs, depending on several different factors. In the application
of laser hardening, the most important phenomenon is absorption. Absorption can be seen as
the decrease in intensity over distance of an electromagnetic wave passing through an absorbing
medium. This decrease in intensity in relation to the absorption depth I, can be defined according
to Beer's Law ':

1(z) = Ipe” (W /m?) (4.3)

where o0 = 4%”‘ is the absorption coefficient and A is the vacuum wavelength (nm). n and k are

optical constants. I is the input intensity (W/mz). A quantity related to the absorption coefficient
and perhaps easier to interpret and directly measure compared to the absorption coefficient, is the
absorptance A.

Absorbed laser power

_ 4.4
Total laser power incident onthe sur face (4-4)

In order to get an idea of the laser power needed to heat the ring gear material to an appropriate
temperature, it is important to have an estimation of the value of the absorption coefficient or the
absorptance.

In laser light absorption, the following parameters play a vital role in the amount of energy that is
absorbed (Bergstrém, 2008):

This definition of absorption is only valid for homogeneous media, in heterogeneous media, the optical constants
depend on position and/or direction of propagation. Here o must be replaced by o (z) (Bergstrdm, 2008)
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Laser Beam:

* Intensity

Wavelength [A]

Angle of Incidence [a] (see also figure 4.1)

* Polarization, p or s (parallel or perpendicular to the plane of incidence)

Material:

* Composition (eg. material type, alloy composition,... see also figure 4.1)
* Temperature (T)
» Surface roughness

» Surface and bulk defects and impurities (eg. cracks, dust particles,...)

From the literature, there is quite some data available for absorption tests on similar steels and
lasers with equal wavelength as the ones used in this experiment. However, because laser light
absorption is dependent on so many different variables, the best way to get an accurate estimation
of the absorptance, is to perform an experiment in conditions equal to those when laser hardening
the ring gear.

4.3.2 Absorptance tests

For the absorptance tests, first a number of tests was performed. Several 16MnCr5 steel blocks
were milled with a fine surface finish in order to get a roughness value of Ra=0.8um, similar to the
roughness value of the ring gear teeth (see appendix A). The roughness of the surface has a signif-
icant impact on the absorptance, as rough surfaces will generally have a much higher absorptivity,
as illustrated by figure 4.8. The higher the surface roughness, the higher the portion of laserlight
that will be reflected back at the surface, causing more of the light to be absorbed.

o]
.

Figure 4.8: Absorption of laser light on a rough surface

Source: Bergstrém (2008)
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Next, the steel blocks were sent to FEB partner Gearcraft Vanhoutte to perform the carburizing step
required for hardening the low alloy steel. This is a very important step, since composition of the
material has a large influence on the absorptivity of an object’s surface. Besides the difference in
composition, the steel block also gets a matte finish after carburizing, which influences the relative
amount of absorbed laser light as well. After carburizing, two thermocouples were welded onto the
blocks, a few millimeters from the were the laser will track as depicted in figure 4.9a. Once this has
been done, the samples were ready for the lasering step. A 35mm long track in the middle of the
block (see figure 4.9b) was made with the laser, close to the melting temperature.

1
2
2
4
3
>
1
(a) 16MnCr5 block (1) with the 35mm long laser- (b) Inclination angle (1) and incident laser beam
track (2) and two thermocouple welds (3) (2) for the absorption test setup

This lasertrack was performed on a number of samples for a varying incident angle and for varying
powers (first close to the melting point, gradually lowering power to achieve lower surface tem-
peratures). These two variables were experimented with, since they can have quite a significant
influence on the absorptivity (see figures 4.10a and 4.10b). After the lasering step, the samples
were put under the microscope to measure the distance from the thermocouple welds to the middle
of the laser track. This distance will become very important to determine the absorptivity.
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After testing, a simulation in Ansys (see chapter 7) was performed. The steel blocks were modeled
and a Gaussian heat flux following a straight path of 35mm long was modeled to heat up the steel
block. Next, a temperature probe was placed at a distance from the centre of the heat flux path
equal to the measured distance between thermocouple weld and laser path. By adjusting the
heat flux power until the simulated temperature corresponded with the measured temperature, an
estimation of the absorbed power could be determined from the simulated value. The following
formula was used to obtain an estimated value for the absorptance A:

_ Heat flux powerinthe simulation

A (4.5)

Actual laser power

The hardening concept explained later in 4.4.1 uses a laser light incidence angle of about 70°. The
average absorptance value at 70 “inclination for the carburized 16MnCr5 was found to be:

Aqpe = 83.9% (4.6)

This absorptance value was used later in chapter 8 to obtain an indicatory value to transition from
simulation to physical experiment without losing much time and samples to determine the opti-
mum laser power. In figure 4.11a, a picture from the absorptivity test is shown. A graph with the
measured and the simulated value is also included in figure 4.11b.
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(a) Laser track and thermocouple welds on (b) Simulated and measured value for absorptivity
steel block tests

4.4 Types of laser hardening
As explained in previous sections the ability of a laser to heat the material is used to harden the
ring gears. In comparison with conventional hardening techniques —such as carburizing or nitriding

—heat can be applied very locally. Consequently the underlying material can be used as a heatsink
to ensure sufficiently high cooling rates.

Lasers also have the advantageous property that their intensity profile can be chosen within certain
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limits. Most lasers have a Gaussian intensity profile due to the cavity modes characteristic for
the used cavity Paschotta (2017). As explained earlier in section 4.2.1, the beam diameter can be
chosen freely, depending on how far from the focal point the laser enters the material. This property
provides a lot of freedom because the entire surface of the gear is to be heat treated. Next to the
Gaussian mode, the intensity profile can also be altered into other profiles such as top-hat, donut,
etc. depending on the application, see figure 4.12a.

(a) Different laser intensity profiles (b) Intensity profiles Brightline weld for different power
ratios

Source: Trumpf (2017)

Figure 4.12: Different intensity profiles

As stated earlier the laser used was equipped with the TRUMPF patented 2-in-1 laser light fibre
technology called Brightline Weld. This technology enables the user to choose how much power is
put in the inner and outer fibre, later referred to as the core and ring. The inner fibre generates a
Gaussian intensity profile, the outer fibre generates a donut type intensity profile. The combination
of the two gives the user a lot of freedom to optimize the process. The technique was originally
created to reduce the amount of spatter while welding (Trumpf, 2017). For laser hardening this
function can also be exploited because it enables the user to generate profiles that can uniformly
heat the workpiece instead of heating very locally as one does when only using the core fibre. In
section 4.4.1 the intensity profile of the laser will be elaborated upon.

Now the different methods of laser hardening will be discussed further, in following order :

» Scanning laser hardening

* Single track hardening

4.4.1 Scanning laser hardening

In scanning laser hardening the laser spot moves in the feed direction at relatively low speed,
meanwhile the spot oscillates with a certain amplitude perpendicular to the feed direction with a
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far greater speed, see figure 4.13. Research done by Bouquet (2016) showed that oscillating in
a zig-zag motion results in the most uniform hardness. Other scanning profiles have also been
researched and can generate sufficient results (Martinez et al., 2011). A big advantage of this
technique is that very large surfaces can be hardened with a limited power output of the laser. In
addition, the effective case hardening depth can be kept very constant over the surface and can
be chosen freely within certain limits. A disadvantage of this technique is that it is very difficult to
regulate the power as function of the position of the laser spot. At the edges of the part there will
be a heat build-up because in these regions the laser spot passes 2 times in a very short time.
This effect should be countered by decreasing the power and/or increasing the oscillation speed.
Mostly this power regulation is done by use of a feedback loop and measurements of the surface
temperature using pyrometers (Bouquet, 2016), (Martinez et al., 2011).

Laser beam Feeding direction
of the laser head
Oscillating X
direction of 3
laser /‘
y )8
,/l \ Workpiece

Irradiated track

Figure 4.13: Scanning laser hardening

Source: Bouquet (2016)

Another disadvantage of this type of hardening is that the oscillation speed should be kept high,
otherwise tempering of already hardened tracks will occur, resulting in an unusable gear. (temper-
ing will be further discussed in chapter 5). A consequence of this is that the mirrors inside the laser
also have to be able to oscillate at high frequencies. The mirrors itself will have a certain inertia
which causes the zigzag pattern to be rounded of at the corners because the mirror cannot have
an infinitely large angular acceleration due to a finite torque applied on the mirror (Bouquet, 2016).
This effect will further enhance the temperature build-up at the corners causing the material to melt
at these positions when the effect would not be counteracted. In figure 4.14 we can see melt at the
edges of oscillation when the above explained effect is not counteracted.

Another factor that is really important to see if this approach is feasible, is the intensity distribution
of the laser spot. The goal is for every section of material at the surface and at a depth from the
surface to go through the same thermal history in order to obtain a constant surface hardness and
an effective case hardening depth with minimal distortions. It is best to approach this target with
a top-hat intensity profile, as this profile enables the user to heat up as much of the surface as
possible up to a certain temperature without it melting, as would happen with a Gaussian profile.
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Figure 4.14: High frequency zigzag

For this reason the ability of the laser to create top-hat like intensity profiles is looked into. Because
the 'Brightline Weld’ technique is patented (and very little information on this function is available) it
is unclear how the donut shaped profile is formed. In literature it is found that the donut profile can
for example be achieved by the use of axicons to generate bessel beams (Colombier et al., 2017)
or by spiral phase plates (SPP) and binary spiral phase holograms to convert the Gaussian profile
into a donut profile (Steiger et al., 2013). Because it is unclear which of these techniques is used
in the FOKUS laser, it is not possible to devise an equation for its intensity profile as a function of
the defocus height relative to the focal plane. For this reason, the intensity profile is determined
experimentally.

First, tests were conducted for in focus steel samples with all the power in the outer fibre and zero
in the inner fibre. The power was then gradually increased until it was easy to demarcate a heat
affected zone at the surface of the sample. These kind of tests should ideally be conducted by
use of beam analyzers but because the lower power treshold of the laser is 100W, a suitable beam
analyzer could not be found. This is why the less accurate visual method was used. The power was
applied to the sample in a very short pulse to minimise the effect of heat diffusion within the material.
The result of this test can be seen in figure 4.15a. From this figure and the tempering colors and
temperatures of steel, (Hamza, 2020), it is clear that the intensity profile is most definitely donut
shaped. The effect of defocusing the sample is shown in figure 4.15b. Thus, a top-hat intensity
profile can be accomplished by defocusing the laser. It is important to emphasize that this method
of determining the intensity is by no means ideal, but it can provide a good indication.
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2

(a) 100W, 10ms, in focus (b) 1100W, 1ms, 10mm defocus

Figure 4.15: Thermal markings for different laser settings

Scanning laser hardening can be applied in different ways to the ring gear. One could feed from
side to side, top to root of the teeth and vice versa, as seen in figure 4.16 to 4.18. The method
depicted in 4.18 has the advantage that the same result can be achieved with lower velocities. This
is because the height of the tooth is a factor £7 times smaller than the width of the gear. For
the exact dimensions a technical drawing is attached in appendix A. Lower velocities are sufficient
because the path length of one oscillation is much smaller than the oscillation length of the laser
paths in 4.16 and 4.17. The speed in itself is not a big problem for the laser used in this thesis, as it
can reach speeds up to 15000 mm/s which is sufficient considering the literature (Bouquet, 2016)
(Martinez et al., 2011). However the accelerations can become a problem as stated earlier in this
section.

Figure 4.16: Laser path from top to foot Figure 4.17: Laser path from foot to top

Figure 4.18: Laser path from side to side
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A disadvantage of a feed direction from side to side is that the root also needs to be hardened
because of the bending stresses acting there explained in section 3.4.2. When looking at the
tangent angle of surface from top to root in figure 4.19a one can see that the angle changes a lot
in the area of the root fillet. As explained in section 4.3 it is clear that the angle of incidence has an
influence on the absorptivity. Because of this the absorptivity of the laser will change depending on
the position where the laserbeam hits the surface, which makes the power regulation extra difficult.
When pyrometers and a feedback loop would be used this effect would not make the problem
harder because it is self-resolving due to the loop. However, there was no pyrometer available,
meaning the laser power and speed could not be changed once the laser has started. Therefore,
all the laser parameters have to be determined experimentally or using simulations. The simulation
aspect will be covered further in section 7.

Due to the complex geometry of the ring gear the number of ways to point the laser beam at the
surface is limited. Ideally, the laser beam to would point as perpendicular as possible to the surface
such that errors due to misalignment are minimised. On the one hand the ring gear should be
rotated around the Y-axis, figure 4.19b, when the laser beam would impinge vertically. This is
because if the laser beam were to be pointed in the plane of the ring gear, the tooth surface would
be out of reach because the gearing is internal, so the other side of the gear would block the laser
path. This problem could be avoided by the use of a mirror at the center of the ring gear but this
will enhance the errors due to misalignment. On the other hand it is impossible for the beam to
hit the tooth perpendicular to the tooth surface in the YZ-surface because an adjacent tooth will
block the path. In order to hit as perpendicularly as possible, the adjacent tooth face will be placed
parallel with the laser beam. Taking these factors into account, the optimal gear alignment can be
determined in figure 4.19¢c. Due to the angle between the tooth surface and the impinging laser
beam in the YZ-plane not being equal to 90 “whatever the intensity profile is, it will be stretched
when it is projected onto the surface. This is the same effect as when looking at a penny from an
angle, it will seem elliptical. This angle was found to be a maximum of £40°. Because the gear
teeth only have a tooth height of =2.4mm and the top hat beam diameter is ==0.8mm, it will become
very difficult to harden the gears using scanning laser hardening because there is not much room
to move. This will most likely cause a non-uniform hardness at the edges of the irradiated area.
Based on these disadvantages there was opted to look into alternatives for this method which will
be discussed in upcoming sections.
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(a) Tangent angle and geometry of tooth (b) Ring gear (c) Tilted ring gear

Figure 4.19: Tilt angle of ring gear

4.4.2 Single track hardening

In single track hardening the laser beam translates over the surface with a low speed in comparison
to the oscillation speed of scanning laser hardening. Sufficient areas can be hardened because this
type of hardening is done with very large beam sizes. By translating slowly over the surface, enough
energy can be added such that the steel changes to an austenitic microstructure. Once the laser
has traveled far enough away from the previously heated point, the cool material underneath will
ensure self quenching of the material such that a martensitic microstructure is achieved. Although
large hardened surfaces can be achieved with this method, its dimensions are finite because the
intensity profile of the beam has a finite width. As a consequence several tracks next to each
other should be hardened after each other which causes tempering, see figure 4.20 (Giorleo and
Semeraro, 2010) (Oosterlinck and Steenberghen, 2018). This effect can be minimised by choosing
an appropriate beam distribution. A wide beam with very sharp edges would be ideal such that the
overlap zone can be kept as small as possible so the tempering effect is minimized. However if
there is an overlap zone, the ring gear will fail in this location because in gears the contact patches
are very small, so this method is not an option for this application. Despite that, for applications in
which the forces are distributed over great surfaces, moulds for example, this is an option.

HV Surface Hardness

S —

Current Track  Tempered Zone Previous Track

Figure 4.20: Back tempering effect

Source: (Giorleo and Semeraro, 2010)
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In this case, the fact that the module is so small can be turned to an advantage. From appendix A
one can see that the distance between two adjacent tooth tops is +2.3mm If the sample to harden
were to be put out of focus, the diameter of the impinging beam would increase. However, it is
impossible to use the outer fibre to get a top hat profile with the needed diameter, because the
top hat profile will change in another distribution which is unknown. Tests were conducted on out
of focus focal planes for the outer fibre, but the uncertainty on its distribution is too significant,
see figure 4.21. This is why the Gaussian beam generated by the inner fibre was used, since
the Gaussian distribution is maintained when the sample is put out of focus. The only thing that
changes is its diameter. (The quality of the beam will also deteriorate a bit, but this effect will be
neglected).

!
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Figure 4.21: 250W, 30ms, 20mm defocus

There are 2 possible concepts using this technique. The first is to let the middle of the Gaussian
beam travel along the middle of the tooth root, depicted in figure 4.22a. This way 2 tooth flanks
are hardened in one laser movement. The second concept consists of only one tooth flank that is
hardened at the same time, depicted in figure 4.22b. It is important to state here that the green
lines on these figures represent the part of the beam used to heat the tooth flank, the red lines
represent unused power that will be blocked off. As explained, the first concept can harden 2
teeth at the same time, but there is also the disadvantage that there are less parameters to adjust
compared to the second concept. In concept 2 there is the possibilty to choose where the maximum
intensity of the Gaussian beam will impinge, in concept 1 the maximum intensity always hits at the
middle of the root. Next to this, in concept 1 the incident angle of the beam can be chosen within
certain limits (0%o 4+40°), this angle is limited because the laser may not impinge the adjacent
tooth top as explained earlier. This can aid to reach the optimum case hardening depth because
the absorptivity will change depending on the incidence angle, see section 4.3. A disadvantage of
the second concept is that there will be an overlap zone between the hardened paths of the two
adjacent teeth in which tempering will occur. But as observed in section 3.4.2, this should not be a
big problem because the stresses at the middle of root are low compared to the maximum bending
stresses in the root.
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(a) First concept (b) Second concept

Figure 4.22: Different concepts of single track hardening for different Gaussian beam diameters

The setup to laser harden the ring gears using the above concepts is very similar to the setup for
scanning laser hardening, discussed in section 4.4.1. The ring gear should again be tilted about
the Y-axis according to figure 4.19b. The angles at which the ring gears should be inclined were
determined for both concepts. This angle only provides a good indication of the optimal angle since
in reality the beam diameter and the fact that this beam diameter changes with the distance from
the focal plane has to be taken into account. This angle (8), figure 4.23b, can be calculated using
the following formula :

9)2

2

6 = arccos( ) (4.7)

thop _x2
With b the width of the ring gear, being 14.8mm. R,,, the top circle radius, being 44.024mm
(appendix A), x being the horizontal offset from a line passing vertically through the center of the

ring gear, see figure 4.23a. The derivation of this equation can be found in appendix I.

Using the above equation it was determined that the ring gear in concept 1 should be inclided
480 “because x will need to be equal to zero. For concept 2 theta can range from +79 °to £80 °depending
on the desired angle of incidence. Because the angles differ so little, the setup was held at an angle
of 79°. This angle will also have an influence on the projection of the beam on the tooth surface,
one of the axes will get stretched. However, due to the small difference in angle compared to 90°,
the axis will only get stretched by +-2%. Thus, this influence will be neglected in further calculations.
Next to the change in projected intensity profile, this angle will also cause one side of the gear tooth
to be lower/higher than the other, causing the laser beam to be more in focus at one side. This
effect can be compensated for by carefully implementing the geometry in the software that controls
the laser (TruTops PFO). The laser itself can change the focal plane’s height depending on the
position where the laser impinges.
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Figure 4.23: Clarification equation 4.7

In chapter 7 a model for the intensity profile for concept 1 will be developed. This model will be used
in the hardening and residual stress simulations. In the upcoming chapter the setup to make the

concepts achievable is featured in detail. In chapter 6 the setup to make the concepts achievable

is elaborated upon.



Cooling

5.1 Introduction

One of the first issues encountered while developing an appropriate setup and concept for hard-
ening, was the issue of back tempering. Back tempering is the reduction of hardness by reheating
the hardened material, allowing it to soften. In this chapter, the issue of back tempering and how to
counter this issue is elaborated upon.

5.2 Tempering

Tempering is a heat treatment that can reduce the hardness of steel. The working principle of
tempering is illustrated in figure 5.1 below. After hardening, the material is reheated again to a
temperature below the lower critical temperature (to avoid losing the martensitic structures in the
steel). Depending on the tempering temperature and time, a desired hardness lower than the
original hardness can be achieved. This reduction in hardness is partly caused by relieving the
compressive stress in the martensite layer and partly caused by diffusion of the carbon atoms out
of the martensite lattice (again dependent of the tempering temperature and time) creating pearlite.
When tempering, the retained austenite will also decompose. In practice, tempering is mostly used
in applications where either the hardness after quenching is too high or where a higher toughness is
desired. However, in our application, this softening effect when tempering is undesired. Due to the
relatively small tooth size, by hardening two adjacent tooth flanks, the hardness of the previously
hardened flank might be reduced drastically.
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Figure 5.1: Working principle of tempering

Source: Schwab (2021)

5.3 Simulation without Cooling

In order to have an estimation of the backtempering effect, temperature and hardness simulations
were performed, the model of which will be explained later in chapter 7. In figure 5.2 the results
of these simulations are shown graphically. In figures 5.2a and 5.2b, two distinct peaks are visible.
The first peak is the temperature peak of hardening the flank itself. The second temperature peak is
caused by hardening the adjacent tooth flank with the second laser track. Temperatures are shown
for both the middle of the tooth flank and the top of the tooth, as illustrated by 5.2c. Next, in figure
5.3, the same temperature spikes are shown for the same lasertracks, this time however 0.3mm
below the surface.
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Figure 5.3: Simulated temperatures at 0.3mm depth

As is clear from the graphs, the temperature at 0.3 mm depth as well as at the surface far exceed
reasonable temperatures to avoid tempering. At 0.3 mm depth at the top of the tooth flank, the

temperature even exceeds the austenization temperature. This should of course be avoided at all
cost.

In order to overcome the backtempering issue, the following solution was proposed: by pressing
an aluminium block against the tooth flank that may not be tempered, the cooling rate at this flank
will increase, causing the temperature at the tooth flank to drop. To find out whether or not this idea
is valid, another simulation was performed. In this simulation, instead of convection with the air, a
thermal contact conductance was determined, explained in the next section.
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5.4 Simulation with cooling

5.4.1 Thermal Contact Conductance

Heat flow through homogeneous, isotropic materials has been understood for quite a long time and
it can be expressed as:

dr
q:—k*Asurf*a (51)

where k is the thermal conductivity of the material. This coefficient is dependent on the material
type, temperature, etc. With Ay, equal to the surface area. Thermal contact conductance is similar
to conduction through homogeneous materials, however there are a few fundamental differences.
Although surfaces with a low roughness might seem quite smooth to the naked eye, on microscopic
level there will always be peaks and depressions visible at the surface. Due to these irregularities,
the actual surface for heat conduction is quite a lot smaller than it seems at first sight. As is shown
in figure 5.4a, heat conduction between two different objects will only occur between the contact
points on both object’s surfaces.

HEAT FLOW

TEMPERATURE
>
=
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(a) Heat flow through contact points of different objects (b) Temperature discontinuity at ther-
mal contact surfaces

Figure 5.4: Thermal contact conductance

Source: Ayers (2003)

Due to these limited contact points, the temperature distribution close to the contact surface is quite
complex. To approximate this temperature distribution, a temperature discontinuity as illustrated by
figure 5.4b can be assumed at the contact surface. This temperature discontinuity is proportional
to a constant called the thermal contact conductance /.. The meaning of this constant can be
explained as follows (Ayers, 2003): A heat flux between two surfaces can occur in three different
ways: conduction at the contact points, conduction across gaps between the surfaces or radiation
through these gaps. (Convection in gaps that are filled with air can be neglected. Due to the size
of the gaps, no bulk fluid motion will occur.) Therefore, the heat transfer rate between two surfaces
can be expressed as:

q;j = Yeontact T 9gap + qrad (5.2)
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where

* g; is the heat transferred through the joint of the two objects
* qcontact 1S the heat transferred by conduction through the contact points
* qgap i the heat transferred by conduction across the surface gaps

* ¢,qq is the heat transferred by radiation

Due to the low emissivity of steel, aluminium and copper with fine surfaces (more on the use of
copper later), the heat transfer caused by radiation can be neglected in this case, as the heat
transfer through conduction will be much higher. Linking the heat transfer rate to the temperature
difference, the following heat transfer coefficients can be defined :

qj Ycontact qgap
hi=——— h=———, hyyp = —""—— 5.3
T Ay AT Ay AT 5T Ay, - AT; ©9)

Rewriting equation 5.2 using equation 5.3 gives:

Qj=hjAawpp ATj = (he+ hgap) Aapp AT (5.4)

It is clear from equation 5.4 that the heat transfer due to contact conductance is dependent of
quite a few different parameters. Roughness, temperature gradient and thermal conductivity of
both materials play a vital role in thermal contact conductance. However, also the softness and
therefore the applied pressure on both materials is of high importance. A soft material might fill
up the roughness gaps in its neighbouring material much better compared to a harder material,
increasing the thermal contact conductance.

Several experiments for determining thermal contact conductance have been performed. For the
combination steel-aluminium, conductance values of 50.000 to 59.000 W /m?K can be achieved.
However, these values are for low roughness conditions (a maximum roughness value of 2.0 um)
under high pressure (up to 35 MPa). The roughness of the gear teeth is below this limit, but the
infrastructure needed to achieve a pressure of 35 MPa can be quite difficult to implement into
the compact setup used in this thesis for the laser hardening, which will be elaborated upon in
chapter 6. Therefore, instead of using aluminium, copper was used in order to cool down the tooth
flank. Copper has a higher thermal conductivity value than aluminium and is generally softer and
more mallable, which should provide a higher thermal contact conductivity (for a simular surface
roughness and pressure). Since no clear value was found for contact conductivity between steel
and copper, in the simulation the maximum value for steel - aluminium contact was used. This
way, adequate cooling could be achieved and by adjusting the pressure on the two surfaces when
performing the experiments, the ideal cooling and pressure setup could be determined. The full
results of the experiments are discussed in chapter 8.
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5.4.2 Simulation results

After running a simulation with cooling (to be discussed further in chapter 7), a noticeable difference
could be spotted in the temperature. Looking at a plot of the results in figures 5.5 and 5.6, a
significant drop in temperature can be observed. In these plots, the temperature peak of the first

track (the hardening track) is omitted and only the temperature change during the second track
(where tempering might occur) is displayed.
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Figure 5.5: Surface temperature at the middle (5.5a) and the top (5.5b) of the tooth flank with
cooling
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Figure 5.6: Surface temperature at the middle (5.6a) and the top (5.6b) of the tooth flank with
cooling

When comparing the graphs with cooling to those without cooling from section 5.3, one can observe
that the temperatures on the adjacent flank are halved or even further reduced, meaning that the
block helps to cool down the tooth flank. However, in figure 5.6b a temperature of just below 500 °C
still occurs at the tooth top 0.3mm beneath the surface. The following graph (figure 5.7) is from a
study by Cvetkovski et al. (2012), where the influence of short heat pulses on martensite properties
is investigated. The graph shows the diminishing of the hardness in relation to tempering time for
a few different temperatures. One can observe that even at relatively low tempering temperatures

—quite far below the austenization temperature —the hardness is reduced to below half of its
original value after just 0.1s.
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Figure 5.7: Influence of tempering time on the hardness of a medium carbon steel

Source: Cvetkovski et al. (2012)

For the simulated temperatures at the surface and at 0.3mm below the surface at the middle of
the tooth flank, the maximum temperatures are quite low. Tempering —if any —should be very
limited in these locations. The temperature peak at 0.3mm below the surface at the top of the
tooth flank, is more of a concern regarding tempering. Looking at figure 5.7, 500 °C can reduce
the hardness significantly, even for a very limited tempering time. Again, it should be considered
that the tempering time is very short, but it would be reasonable to expect some tempering at this
location. An advantage that 16MnCr5 has over the steel used in the article, is that it contains
quite a high percentage of manganese and chromium, which aids in the retardation of softening
while tempering, as illustrated by figure 5.8. This means that the hardened zone should retain

its hardness much better than the medium carbon steel used in the research of Cvetkovski et al.
(2012).
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Figure 5.8: Influence of alloying elements in softening retardation at 260 °C (5.8a) and at 540 °C
(5.8b)

Source: MacKenzie (2019)
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Since tempering in these zones is dependent of so many different parameters, a simulation in
Dante elaborated upon in chapter 7 was performed. Dante is an add-on in Ansys to simulate heat
treatments on steel parts. The result of this simulation is shown in figure 5.9. A small tempering
effect can be observed as the thickness of the hardest layer is slightly reduced.
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Figure 5.9: Tempering effect with cooling on the adjacent tooth flank (left) after hardening the next
flank (right). Hardness values in HRC.

Although the simulations give a good indication of the tempering effect, the best way to know
if tempering does indeed have a noticeable impact, is to perform experiments with the laser. If
needed, the pressure on the copper cooling block can be increased or decreased depending on
the test results, since the copper block should have significantly better cooling properties compared
to the aluminium block first proposed as a solution. The test results are elaborately discussed in
chapter 8.

In the next chapter, the setup for laser hardening the ring gear is explained. The implementation of
the cooling blocks can also be found in the next chapter.



Setup

6.1 Introduction

Because the ring gear has very small dimensions, see appendix A, the complexity of the research
will not only lie in finding the optimal laserparameters. A great deal of thought must also be given to
the design of the setup. On the one hand, the accuracy of the setup is considered and on the other
hand the ease of use, after all there is a total of 180 tooth flanks to be hardened per ring gear.

6.2 Design

As told in chapter 4 the ring gear has to be tilted about the Y-axis, figure 4.19b. This will be
taken care of by the workbench with adjustable angle depicted in figure 6.1b. Besides this angle,
it is very important that the center of the laser beam is positioned exactly at the desired position
depending on the selected concept. This alignment is rather difficult because the only way to know
the absolute origin of the laser coordinate system is by use of a pilot laser, see figure 6.1a. This
pilot laser enables the user to see where the laser beam would hit because it follows the same
path as is programmed for the high power laser. Despite this being a useful tool, the system has a
limited accuracy due to the diameter of the pilot laser (£1mm) and the fact that the ring gear has
to be positioned by visual check.
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(a) Pilot laser pointing at tooth flank (b) Workbench used in setup (1)

Figure 6.1: Pilot laser & workbench

Once the ring gear is positioned as accurately as possible, it is important to note the fact that per
ring gear 180 tooth flanks have to be hardened, thus the accuracy should be assured for every
tooth. To achieve this, the setup visible in figure 6.2 was designed. The setup consists of several
crucial components and is based around the baseplate. This baseplate is rigidly mounted on the
adjustable workbench. Within the baseplate, a cylindrical hole is provided in which the turntable
can spin freely. Between the baseplate and turntable a clearance fit is used such that the centers
of both parts allign correctly and the accuracy of the system is ensured. There are 90 holes in the
turntable (equal to the amount of teeth per ring gear) as shown in figure 6.2b. This way, every tooth
gets hardened in the same manner. The ring gear itself is locked relative to the turntable by use of
a 3-point clamping system, also visible in figure 6.2. The most important components of the setup
can be seen on figure 6.1b, 6.2a and 6.3a. These are :

1. Workbench 5. Clamping block
2. Baseplate 6. Copper insert
3. Turntable 7. Clamping bolt

4. Dowel pins 8. Gear clamp
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(b) Alignment holes in baseplate and
turntable for dowel pin

Figure 6.2: Concept of the setup

As explained in the previous chapter, two copper inserts will be used for the cooling. These inserts
are produced by wire EDM, which enables the contour of the insert to be quasi the same as the
tooth profile. This is very important to ensure the required cooling. After wire EDM, the inserts
will be polished at the contact surface in order to reduce the surface roughness, further improving
the cooling, as stated in section 5. To generate the desired pressure on the surface between the
copper insert and the tooth flank, a type of clamping system is necessary. This system is depicted
in figure 6.3a. The clamping block together with the clamping bolt are used to press the copper
insert against the adjacent tooth flank. The copper insert also has the function of blocking off the
input Gaussian beam from hitting the tooth top, as explained in section 7.2. This effect can be seen
in figure 6.3b. Technical drawings of all the custom designed parts can be found in appendix H.

T Laser beam

(a) Clamping system of the copper inserts (b) Blocking off incoming laserbeam

Figure 6.3: Clamping system used for cooling
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6.3 Improvement of setup

When performing the tests described in chapters 4 and 8, a few features that could be improved for
the future setup were noted. First of all, there were some issues with ring gear alignment. Using
the pilot laser, a lot of attention had to be paid to aligning the ring gear. Instead of using the pilot
laser, a more accurate solution for this could be to first position the ring gear using the pilot laser
and afterwards, impinging certain parts of the ring gear with very small spots using the powerful
laser. These spots should be chosen such that it is clear to see if the gear is positioned correctly or
not, for example at straight edges. The advantage of this is that the spot size, and thus the marking,
can be kept very small (0.18mm), increasing the accuracy. A drawback of this is that the alignment
is still very dependent on observations by the user. In addition, the small markings can damage the
material locally. However, due to the design of the setup, once the alignment is correct for one gear
tooth, it is correct for all other teeth. On top of that, with a spot of 0.18mm, more than sufficient
alignment can be achieved.

Another difficulty in the setup is that the Z-distance of the part to be lasered has to be set manually.
The only way to know if the surface is positioned in the focal plane, is by a physical reference. It
can be quite time-consuming to get this vertical positioning right. Therefore, if all ring gears would
be lasered for use in the car, it might be interesting to manufacture a second reference object that
corresponds to the height of a reference point on the ring gear measured from the laser workbench.
This solution was not applicable for this thesis, as the turntable was used by many different people.
This meant that the setup had to be deconstructed after every visit to the FOKUS lab.

In the next chapter, the simulations performed before testing are explained. In chapter 8, the actual
results obtained with the setup described in this chapter are analyzed in detail.



Simulations

7.1 Introduction

The goal of this chapter is to devise a model that represents the laser which can be used for thermal
and hardening simulations. These simulations will be used to minimize the amount of experiments
to perform. On the one hand many samples are required to do the experiments. These samples
can be expensive and time consuming to produce. On the other hand, there is a lot of insight to
be gained in the way the hardness at the surface is generated by devising a model instead of just
changing all the laser parameters until a sufficient result is achieved.

7.2 Approximate models

As indicated in section 4.4.2, first a model will be devised for the intensity profile for single track
hardening using concept 1. In the thermal simulation software, Ansys, the laser is mimicked as
a heat source by using a heat flux at the tooth surface. The fact that the tangent angle of the
tooth surface changes from top to root makes the generation of the model more complex. In Ansys
a curved surface will be seen as a flat surface in which the length of the flat surface is equal to
the circumference of the curved surface. For this reason using a Gaussian intensity profile as a
heat flux will not generate the desired realistic result. This principle is further clarified in figure 7.1.
Overall, the projected Gaussian has a lower amplitude than the original Gaussian. This is because
the tangent angle at a position on the tooth flanks different from the middle of the tooth root differs
from 0°, causing the same amount of heat flux having to be shared by a greater surface area. Of
course the original Gaussian possesses the same amount of energy as the projected Gaussian,
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that is why the intensity amplitude is proportional to the cosine of the tangent angle at that point
measured in relation to the horizontal.

_ A TN

circumference

circumference ==
& Excluding absorption

(a) Impingement of Gaussian beam (b) Original Gaussian & Projected (c) Intensity profile with and
on tooth flanks Gaussian needed for Ansys without the effect of absorptiv-

ity

Figure 7.1: Modification of model to work with curved surfaces

As seen in chapter 4, the absorptivity of the laser beam changes with the incident angle. Although
the absorptivity is dependent on a lot of parameters the Fresnel equations are used because they
have been approved by the industry as well (Duflou et al., 2014). Ideally a relationship between
the 2 quantities would be established experimentally, but since the used method of determining
the absorptivity is adequate to determine a ball park figure, this did not seem very suitable for this
application. Overall one can observe that the absorptivity is increased with the angle up until the
brewster angle, which in most cases is larger than the maximum incident angle for our application.
Therefore the absorbed intensity will increase at the tooth flanks. When implementing this effect
into the model, an intensity profile like the one in figure 7.1c is obtained.

specular
reflection

Lt

reflection

(a) Diffuse and specular reflection (b) Axis for the 3D simula-
tion model

Figure 7.2: Reflection & coordinate system



CHAPTER 7. SIMULATIONS 71

Reflection from one tooth to the adjacent one can also have an influence on the intensity profile.
The absorptivity of a laser beam will never be equal to 100%. The energy of the laser beam that
is reflected can then be absorbed by an adjacent tooth surface. Two types of reflection can be
distinguished: specular and diffuse reflection. Diffuse reflection is the most common for metal sur-
faces. For surfaces with a very low roughness, mirror-like, specular reflection is also possible. The
roughness of the gear is relatively high and thus diffuse reflection will be more likely (Choudhury,
2014). Because reflection is very dependent of several variables, experiments were executed on
this subject. In figure 7.3a it can be seen where most of the reflected power is pointed towards.

During these tests the laser beam was impinged in the same way as in figure 7.1a, except here the
beam diameter was kept way smaller and the center of the laser beam was positioned so it hit the
bottom of the tooth flank (HAZ 1). One can observe that most of the reflected power hit the top of
the adjacent tooth flank, which suggests the presence of diffuse reflection because the intensity of
the reflected power is highest in the direction perpendicular to the surface from which the laser light
is radiated.

(a) Reflection experiment (b) Visualisation of diffuse reflection

Figure 7.3: Diffuse reflection in tooth flank

To incorporate this effect in the intensity profile model some assumptions have to be made. First
of all, the reflected power is dependent on the absorptivity, which is a quantity that is difficult to
determine. Besides that, it will be assumed that only diffuse reflection will occur, in reality some
percentage of the reflection will be specular. Not all of the initially reflected power will be absorbed
by the adjacent tooth because some of the reflected beams will pass above the adjacent tooth top
or the reflected beams might impinge on parts of the ring gear relatively far away from the heated
zone and as such they have little to no influence. Besides that, the other flank also has a certain
absorptivity for the laser beam. For the mathematical derivation of how reflection will influence
the intensity profile, see appendix J. Figure 7.4 shows a summary of all aspects that influence the
final intensity profile. From this figure it is clear that the used Gaussian beam diameter has a very
significant impact on the model and that it can easily be used to get a uniformly hardened surface
layer. Next to this, due to the effect of the incident angle on the absorption coefficient and the effect
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of reflectivity, the intensity will increase at the tooth flanks in comparison to the projected Gaussian
model, 7.1b.

Heat flux model, Abs=0.7, 3.3mm beam diameter Heat flux model, Abs=0.7, 5mm beam diameter
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Figure 7.4: Clarification of the important parameters that influence the model

One last effect on the intensity profile is considered: the influence of the temperature on the ab-
sorption of a laser beam as explained in section 4.3.2. it is known that the absorption increases
with the temperature of the surface that is being impinged. To explain why this has an influence on
our situation, a thought experiment follows. When the laser impinges the surface for the first time
the temperature of the surface will be directly correlated to the amplitude of the intensity profile at
that point because not enough time is allowed for the heat to dissipate, so the fact that the tooth
top has less quenching media underneath it in comparison with the tooth root is of no influence.
One timestep later the laser beam sees that some parts of the surface are hotter than others and
thus the absorptivity will change accordingly. To process this into the model, it is required to know
how the absorptivity changes with temperature. As explained earlier, the absorptivity tests did not
provide exact values. That is why values that are known from the literature were used (Grum,
2007). A quadratic relation between the absorptivity and temperature is supposed in the working
temperature range (20°C - +1450°C), see 7.1.

Tinfluence = ((11 +as- (T - TO)z)/a3 (7.1)

With ay, a; and a3 constants depending on the surrounding and melting temperature and absorp-
tivities. T temperature. Ty the surrounding temperature.
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In conclusion the model still has to be adjusted such that it consists of a 3D-model instead of a
2D-model. The change of the intensity profile due to the tooth profile had already been determined
(the XZ-plane on figure 7.2b). To cope with the intensity profile in the YZ-plane one has to look at
the axisymmetric Gaussian input beam. Due to the fact that the ring gear is symmetric through the
XZ-plane, the intensity profile can be copied from the Gaussian input in this direction. Being :

[= e 0/0) (7.2)
With I the intensity of the laser beam, G the standard deviation of the laser beam.
To program the derived model derived in Ansys, a comprehensive equation dependent on the X-
and Y-position and time is required, here equation 7.3. A 3D representation of this model is shown
in figure 7.5
I= (Al +A; - ei(X/Fl)z — A3 'Xz) : Tinfluence : ei(X/Fz)n : ef((Y7Vy-t)/G)2 (7.3)

With A1, Ay, A3 and n constants which are also dependent on the desired input power. F; and F;
are standard deviations. G is the standard deviation in the Y-direction depending on the Gaussian
beam diameter. Vy is the velocity in the Y-direction because the beam will translate across the tooth
root.

I (W/m?)

Figure 7.5: 3D representation of model used for concept 1

From figure 7.5 it is observed that the sides in the X-direction are cut off. This was necessary in
the model since this position represents the highest point of the tooth top. Of course the Gaussian
input beam will not stop at this point but it is blocked off using a copper cover, see section 6.

Next up, all the variables that can be changed during the simulations to get the uniform hardness at
the proposed case hardening depth discussed in section 3.4. First of all, the input beam diameter
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—uwhich offers many different possibilities to get an ideal hardening profile —has to be determined.
Up next are the translation speed in the Y-direction and the used power. These two variables go
hand in hand and should be selected with caution. They can have a very large influence in the
reached case hardening depth.

7.3 Heat equation

To know how the above model will influence the temperature of the gear, the heat equation (7.4)
will have to be incorporated in some way. The heat equation is a partial differential equation which
makes it rather difficult to solve (Kruth et al., 2007). These equations will be solved using FEA
software, Ansys in this case.

OFT T T ¢ _ PnaCp , T

ax2 Tarr T ez Tk ko
In the past, models have been developed to solve the heat equation in laser processing for Gaus-

sian and other intensity profiles (Xia and Majumdar, 2007) (Komanduri and Hou, 2001). These
models do have a big drawback, namely that they can only be used when the material is thick

(7.4)

enough for the heat generated by the laser to be dissipated. A good rule of thumb is that the depth
of the material is at least five times bigger than the desired case hardening depth such that self
quenching is guaranteed (Altergott and Patel, 1982). The geometry of the ring gear does not com-
ply with this, see appendix A, which is why FEA is required to get an insight into the process. In the
coming section, the results of the simulations in Ansys will be discussed. These results will then
be coupled to the results from the DANTE simulations, the heat treatment software to simulate the
hardening proces.

7.4 Simulations in Ansys & DANTE

7.4.1 Used software packages

As stated earlier Ansys and DANTE will be used for the simulations. Ansys is a very well known
FEA software package which is capable of very advanced transient thermal simulations while re-
maining user friendly. An excellent feature of Ansys is that heat fluxes can be added to all sorts
of surfaces by implementing multivariable equations in the APDL commands. Using the thermal
histories gained from the model in Ansys, it was possible to derive the fraction of martensite —and
therefore the hardness —at every point in the material using TTT/CCT diagramma. However, it
is also interesting to know how the residual stresses at the surface and beneath are formed. For
this, analytical phase transformation models are required, since the strain due to the phase trans-
formations and thermal gradients has to be known at every moment in time. This is where the
heat treatment software, DANTE, comes in handy. Dante includes the analytical models to derive
all the phases during and at the end of a thermal process. Besides that, DANTE also has shown
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compliance with the stress and distortion states of workpieces during and at the end of thermal pro-
cessing. DANTE has also put a great deal of focus on the carbon diffusion proces which enables
the user to model carburizing processes.

7.4.2 Carbon diffusion

After wire EDM of the gear profile, the first step in getting the ring gear hardened is carbon diffusion.
FEB partner, Gearcraft Vanhoutte NV, provided the information that in general, for workpieces to
reach a case hardening depth of 0.3mm during a traditional carburizing process (with quenching),
these parts have to remain in the furnace for +20 minutes at 920°C. However, the carbon con-
centration gradient that will occur in the depth of the material is still unknown, because the rate at
which carbon will be absorbed, is unknown. For this reason, several carburizing simulations were
performed on a large sample, seen in figure 7.6b, to know what film coefficient should be applied
in the model to obtain carburized ring gears with a case hardening depth of 0.3mm. The difficulty
in this is that type and quality of quenching oil the partner would use in a traditional process is also
unknown. That is why heat transfer coefficients found in literature for standard quenching oils were
used, see figure 7.6a.

Quenchway 125 B

. Wk -
- - v M \\ -
‘ 0 100 Z[]l;-" 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 20\ /15
mm ) mm

Temperature ['C]

(a) Heat transfer coefficient of standard quenching oil (b) Sample on which carburiza-
(Rindby and Sahlin, 2012) tion simulations have been per-
formed

Figure 7.6: Quenching oil & used samples

After iterating the simulation for different values of the film coefficient, a film coefficient of 0.0129W /mm?
was found to give the best result. Results can be seen on 7.7. This carbon distribution will be used
in the further simulations for laser hardening. On figure 7.7b a relatively high hardness can also be
observed deeper in the material. This occurs because even deeper in the material, the cooling rate
can be quite high because of the compact dimensions of the sample. Even though 16MnCr5 con-
tains a low amount of carbon, martensite can still be formed if the cooling rate is sufficiently high.
Due to the reduced carbon content, the martensite that is formed will have a considerably lower
hardness compared to the martensite at the outer edges of the material.lt can also be observed
that the carbon content stagnates at a depth of 4+ 0.4mm with a carbon content of + 0.18 wt%,
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which is the untreated carbon content of the material used, see appendix B. This carbon gradient
is used in further simulations of carburizing and laser hardening the ring gear.
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Figure 7.7: Simulation data for carbon diffusion

7.4.3 Carburization

To have a general idea about the microstructure and hardness of the traditionally carburized gear,
carburizing simulations were performed on the ring gear. In order to do this, the above carbon
distribution was determined. The same oil quenching data as in section 7.4.2 was used. The
results of this simulation can be seen in figure 7.8. It is clear from figure 7.8c that the hardness at
the bulk of the ring gear is very high, especially for a ring gear that is intended to be case hardened.
This effect has the same reason as explained in section 7.4.2. In the next chapter these simulations
will be validated.
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Figure 7.8: Simulation data of carburization simulation
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7.4.4 Laser hardening

As seen earlier in chapter 2, to generate a hard surface layer, this layer of material has to go
through a certain thermal history. To reach this result in the simulations, a study was performed on
the influences of all the parameters which are free to choose in the concept. After some time, it
became clear that external cooling was needed on top of the cooling that was already present due
to the self quenching property of the gear because the desired case hardening depth is relatively
large in comparison with the thickness of the tooth. From the simulations it was abundantly clear
that without cooling on the adjacent tooth surfaces, back tempering would occur as explained in
chapter 5. After implementing the cooling in the transient thermal model, the free variables of the
model had to be changed again until the desired hardness values were reached. The cooling gave
a new free variable as the pressure with which the copper block is pressed against the tooth surface
could be chosen freely. After several iterations between the free variables, the optimal theoretical
parameters were found to be :

* A transverse velocity about the Y-axis (7.2b) of 15mm/s
* A Gaussian input beam diameter of 5mm

* 600W absorded power

As for the intensity amplitude of the input Gaussian beam: this variable should be derived experi-
mentally, since the exact absorptivity to the laserlight is unknown. Although an adequate absorp-
tivity value to work with was found, iterations should still be made to find the optimum intensity
amplitude. As seen earlier, section 2.4, the maximum temperature over the surface should be as
high as possible without melting. However, temperatures close to the melting temperature can also
have a great influence on the absorptivity as seen in section 4.3 and thus making the model more
complex.

In figure 7.9 the hardness values in the tooth flank and root of the optimised simulation can be
found. From this figure one can see that a very nice hardness profile is obtained as the hardening
depth is quasi constant over the tooth surface. Because of the large amount of cooling mass at the
root of the gear teeth, the effect of the high power density at the gear root is not as noticeable as
expected. The case hardening depth of this simulation is greater than the optimum case hardening
depth determined in section 3.4. It will be explained why a case hardening depth greater than the
optimum is not that much of a problem in section 8. It is also important to state here that in the
simulation, carbon diffusion has only been applied to the surface that has been laser hardened
later. This is why the adjacent tooth flank has the same hardness as the bulk material. In reality,
the higher carbon content at the surface of the teeth will cause the hardness to be higher even
when the teeth are not yet hardened.

As explained in section 2.2, it is also clear from figure 7.10a that there will still be a certain amount
of retained austenite after hardening. On figure 7.10b the maximum temperature distribution at
this point of the ring gear can be seen. As explained earlier the maximum temperature is desired
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to be as high as possible but still lower than the melting temperature, which is why this maximum
temperature ( £1377°C) was selected.
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hardening simulation in the middle of the ring gear tooth surface for the optimized simulation

Figure 7.9: Optimised hardness profile
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Figure 7.10: Retained austenite & maximum temperatures

7.5 Influence of the geometry

The previously shown hardness profiles, figure 7.9b, were the hardness values measured at the
middle plane of the ring gear, figure 7.12a. Around the middle plane of the ring gear the thermal
history of all the points of the material will be in regime, meaning that maximum temperature of all
the points of the material will not increase or decrease in time. This effect can be seen in figure
7.11b. The points at the sides of the ring gear need to have the same maximum temperature over
time, but at the beginning of the laser track some time is needed to get into the regime, thus a
less deep hardening depth will be achieved. At the end of the laser track there will be a lot of heat
build-up because there is less material for the heat to dissipate to and thus a greater hardening
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depth or even melt, see figure 7.11a. If this effect is not compensated, the ring gear would become

unusable.
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Figure 7.11: Temperatures at the side of the ring gear

To fix this problem, the intensity of the laser had to change depending on the distance from the
middle plane where the laser was impinging. A function is built into the Trumpf laser which is called
‘ramp-up’ or ramp-down’. This function enables us to change the intensity in a linear way up until
or from a certain percentage (/4xp) of the intensity for a certain distance (Y), both 7,4, and Y can
be chosen freely. A clarification of this effect can be seen in figure 7.12b. Another way to solve
this problem may be to let the input laser beam not start/end at the edge of the ring gear but at
some distance from the side. This way there will be less heat build up because there is enough
material that is still at a relatively low temperature such that the heat can dissipate easily. The first
possible solution was implemented into the model used in Ansys and DANTE such that the optimal
Iamp and Y-values in the start and end of the laser track could be determined. Specifically, this
aspect was implemented by adding an extra term to equation 7.3, as can be seen in equation 7.5.
With this intensity profile a total of 3 different equations is required, which will be implemented one
after another in 3 different timesteps. One for the ramp up/down at the start, one for the constant
intensity when the temperatures are in regime and one with a ramp down at the end of the laser
track.

IithRamp =1 (C1+C2-Y) (7.5)

With Iyinramp the intensity equation for concept 1 with the implementation of the start and end
ramp. C1 and C2 are constants depending on where the ramp starts and how steep the ramp is.
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Figure 7.12: Temperature compensation principle

After iterating the above variables it was found that a ramp-down in the beginning and end would
be needed for the temperature profile over time to get a quasi constant maximum value. Results of
this can be seen in figure 7.13. Due to the optimisation there is a very clear difference noticeable
between the temperature profiles, figure 7.11b and figure 7.12b. The maximum temperature (and
thus the hardening depth) was kept relatively constant over time and there was certainly no melt
at the end of the laser track. Of course, the quenching rate at the sides can also differ from
the quenching rate in regime which causes more or less martensite to be formed, affecting the
hardness. From the simulations a slight difference in case hardening depth was observable, which
is acceptable. These simulations should still be validated, but during the initial hardness tests more
ring gears were used than anticipated and thus no samples were left for validation of this principle.
In the conclusion the entirely laser hardened ring gear will be discussed. On this ring gear the
above ramp-down settings were used to ensure no melting at the sides would occur, since this
ring gear was needed for the measurement of the distortions. However, a hardness simulation in
DANTE has been conducted with the temperature compensation. Results can be seen on figure...
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Figure 7.13: Temperature validation
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Results

8.1 Introduction

In this chapter the simulations from chapter 7 will be validated. The different phases of the carbon
diffused steel are analyzed. Afterwards the hardness values of the carburized and laser hardened
gear will be measured. While analyzing the results, the actual test data will be compared with data
from the simulations.

8.2 Carbon Diffusion

To know how the simulations differ from the laser hardened gear, it is important to carefully monitor
every step in the hardening process, the first of which is the carbon diffusion step.

It is rather difficult to know the exact carbon concentrations at the surface of the ring gear and
beneath it. A simple approximate method of knowing how much carbon is present in the material
is by visual inspection of the phases. On figure 8.1 the phase distribution of different depths in the
material can be seen. In the bulk ferrite and pearlite can easily be distinguished, which proves that
the steel is hypoeutectoid at this point. Close to the edge (+210um) cementite and pearlite can be
distinguished, meaning that the steel is hypereutectoid. It is important to keep the carbon content
as low as possible in the zones which will not be hardenend, since hypereutectoid steels are very
brittle, especially when compared to hypoeutectoid steels. In addition, the tensile strength of the
steel will drop if the carbon content is increased above the eutectoid composition. Because the
optimal case hardening depth at the tooth flanks was determined to be around £100um (section
3.4), the depth of carbon diffusion most probably is a bit too deep. This is unfortunately the case

82
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because the ideal hardening depth was determined after the test samples were produced and
carburized. There was quite a lead time on these test samples, so the hardening depth was based
on the one used on last year’s ring gear.

Palie :

(a) Steel phases at the bulk of the ring gear (b) Steel phases at +210um from the surface

Figure 8.1: Phases of the steel in different positions

8.3 Carburizing

The objective of this thesis is to improve the operation of the gearbox by changing the production
process of the ring gear. For this reason hardness measurements will be made on the traditionally
carburized ring gears. The analyzed carburized gears are hardened in accordance with the techni-
cal drawing found in appendix A. In figure 8.2a the microhardness measurements of a carburized
gear and the simulation (subsection 7.4.3) are shown, the measurements were made the same
way as depicted in figure 7.8b. Figure 8.3 shows the results of the hardness measurements from
the center of one tooth flank to the other.

On figure 8.2b can be seen that the case hardening depth of the simulation is much less deep than
in the ring gear itself. The reason for this is that the desired case hardening depth provided in the
technical drawing was between 0.3 and 0.6mm, these values were based on the values used in
previous years for the design of the gearbox and thus before the case hardening optimization in
section 3.4. The case hardening depth of the simulation was optimised for a depth of 0.3mm as
mentioned earlier.

Next to this, the hardness of the ring gear never drops below 400HV independent of the point of
measurement. This is due to the fact that the surface area of the ring gear is rather large compared
to the volume, see appendix A. For this reason the entire ring gear is quenched at quite a high rate,
causing martensite to be formed everywhere in the material in the material. Because the carbon
content in the bulk is lower than at the surface, the hardness of the martensite will be lower, section
2.3. The effect of an increased core hardness can be a advantage and a disadvantage of traditional
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carburizing. On the one hand the higher hardness will increase the tensile strength of the material
but at the same time there is a loss of ductility. To determine the impact of this effect fatigue tests
should be conducted.
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Figure 8.2: Measurements carburization (1)
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Figure 8.3: Measurements carburization (2)

8.4 Laser hardening

In this section the results of the simulations for laser hardening of the ring gear are compared with
the experimental results for the optimal setting.

As can be seen in figure 8.4 the back tempering effect is very distinct at the left tooth flank. This was
expected, because no cooling was applied (the right flank was hardened after the left flank). When
approaching the root of the tempered tooth surface, it can be seen that the fraction of martensite
rises again. This effect occurs because at the root, there is enough cooling mass for the heat to
be dissipated such that tempering does not occur. On top of that, at the root, the gear flank is
further away from the heated surface of the adjacent tooth. This way, the maximum temperature
over time at the root will be lower than the maximum temperature over time at the top and thus less
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tempering. As discussed earlier this effect is detrimental for the performance of the ring gear and

should therefore be solved.
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Figure 8.4: Validation laser hardening with tempering

In figure 8.5 and figure 8.6 the microhardness measurements for the ring gear teeth with the copper
inserts functioning as cooling are shown. Because it is very difficult to determine the thermal con-
tact resistance between the copper and the tooth flank, as explained in section 5, this experiment
was iterated for different pressures between the two surfaces. Figure 8.6 shows the microhardness
measurements and phases of a sample for which an intermediate pressure between the copper
inserts and the tooth flanks was used. There still is some tempering, but a lot less than without the
cooling inserts. Because this setting was not optimal, the pressure was increased further, shown
in figure 8.5. In this figure it is visible that almost no tempering occurs because the two hardness
curves follow each other very well. The second hardened tooth hardening depth is slightly less than
the first hardened tooth but still within limits because the effective case hardening depth (550HV) is
still at a sufficient depth according to section 3.4.

In the optimized simulation (figure 7.9b) it was clear that the core of the tooth root was still very soft.
This occurred because the carbon profile, figure 7.7a, reached its original value (0.018 Wt% C) at
a depth (0.4mm) not much greater than the envisioned case hardening depth (0.3mm). Because
of this, the microstructure of the steel that arises at greater depths than 0.4mm is the same as
the bulk material and thus has a low hardness. For the test samples, figure 8.5b and 8.7b, one
can see that the hardness at depths deeper than 0.4mm lies around 350HV (£37HRC), in the ring
gears that were not yet laser hardened but that had went through the carbon diffusion step, figure
2.11. This effect can partly be explained by the fact that the ring gear was air cooled after carbon
diffusion. These cooling rates can still be high enough for fine pearlite to be formed and thus a
higher hardness as explained in section 2.4. Next to this, the additional amount of cementite at
the surface will further enhance this effect. The hardness at the depths where laser hardening
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cannot heat the material above the austenitization temperature stays quasi the same. In theory
grain growth due to annealing could occur due to the elevated temperatures but since the time at
which these high temperatures occur is very short, it will have almost no effect on the hardness.
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Figure 8.5: Validation laser hardening optimal setting
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Figure 8.6: Validation laser hardening intermediate cooling pressure

Currently only the hardness profile at the top of the teeth was discussed. Of course, the hardness
lower on the tooth surface and in the root are very important too, but these are less sensitive to
tempering as explained earlier. In figure 8.7a and 8.7b plots of the hardness measurements at the
top, middle and root for two adjacent tooth surfaces are shown. From these plots it is concluded
that there is quite a big difference in case hardening depth depending on the position on the tooth
profile. This result is not quite the same as the hardness profile that was envisioned because it was
desired for this profile to have a constant hardening depth for all the positions. This effect could be
explained by the copper inserts, these could absorb too much heat such that layers of the material
in the depth can not get hot enough so no austenite was formed —and therefore no martensite —.
If the pressure on the copper block were to be lowered a little, this effect could possibly be canceled
out, but then the amount tempering on the adjacent tooth will increase. Despite the fact that the
hardening depth is not completely constant, these are very good results since the optimum case
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hardening depths determined in section 3.4 are lower limits. The reason case hardening depths are
kept just above the lower limit (optimum), is mostly because of the economical factor, higher case
hardening depths mean that the part has to stay in the furnace for longer, thus reducing profit. Of
course it is undesirable to through harden the tooth top because then the entire gear would become
too brittle, lowering the lifetime of the gear. In the optimization of the case hardening depth from
ISO 6336 (International Organization for Standardization, 2007), figure 2.9, it is clear that there is
a very wide range of possible case hardening depths. The optimum case hardening depth is very
dependent on the gear and the gear loads. In the conclusion, 10, a future approach is discussed.
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Figure 8.7: Hardness measurements optimal laser settings

The above results were made for ring gears hardened with the optimal laser hardening parameters
stated in section 7.4.4. However, experiments were also conducted with smaller or larger spot sizes
and different feed rates. Smaller spot sizes resulted in a hardened tooth root but no martensitic
transformation at the tooth flanks itself, larger spotsizes gave the opposite of this. By changing the
feed rate, different case hardening depths can be achieved. This relation is however not linear,
because a lot depends on how the warm front is pushed forward in the teeth itself during laser
hardening. By using a velocity that is too low, the gear will just keep heating and a regime for the
maximum temperature of the surface in time will never be reached, resulting in large differences in
case hardening depth.

8.4.1 Quench cracks

During the laser hardening tests, in certain spots cracks would appear at the tooth root that start
at the surface and grow outward radially. An example of this can be seen in figure 8.8. Obviously,
once there is a crack on one tooth, the gear becomes unusable, so this effect is something that
must be closely monitored.

It is very difficult to explain this phenomenon because a lot of factors can have an influence. During
the thermal cycle of laser hardening, a portion of the ring gear is first heated into the austenitic
region causing a volume decrease which results in a tensile stress. This tensile stress is gener-
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ated because the underlying material and material in front of the warm zone still has the same
microstructure as the base material (section 3.3). These tensile stresses could potentially cause
cracks. Next to this the effect could also be explained due to cracks during the martensitic trans-
formation, also known as quench cracks. From the region of the material that is heated above the
austenitization temperature, the material closest to the bulk will transform into martensite first. This
change in martensite causes a volume increase at that point. However, at the material closer to the
surface that is still austenitic (higher density), a tensile stress will occur because of the balance of
forces between the sections of the material. The above failure modes are due to phase transforma-
tions of the steel, volumetric changes due to temperature gradients will also induce stresses which
makes it even more difficult to determine the root cause of the problem.

Due to the carbon diffusion by carbon pellets (pack carburizing) a very steep carbon gradient is
obtained at the surface with a carbon content up to 1.3% at the surface, section 2.4. The higher
carbon content causes a higher probability of quench cracks due to the greater volume expansion
caused by the extra interstitial carbon compared to lower carbon steels. Next to this, the martensite
start & finish temperature (M; & M) of higher carbon steels are lower compared to lower carbon
steels. For this reason martensite is formed at lower temperatures and thus a lower ductility of the
steel, causing a higher probability of cracks (Totten et al., 2002).

The reason why the cracks occur at the tooth root, can be explained by comparing the maximum
temperatures in the root compared to those at the tooth flanks, the cooling rate in the root and
the shape factor. On figure 7.10b one can easily see that the maximum temperature is reached
at the tooth root thus the highest thermal stresses will occur in the tooth root due to the largest
thermal gradient. Next to this, the highest cooling rate will occur in the tooth root because of the
large amount of quenching mass underneath it, this high cooling rate causes extra strain and thus
thermal stresses (Herring, 2012). The fact that the tooth is curved in the tooth root area can further
enhance the probability of quench cracks because this curve acts as a stress riser.

Figure 8.8: Observed crack in the tooth root for transverse velocity of 25mm/s

During the experiments quench cracks were only observed in the samples for which a transverse
speed of 25mm/s was used, which is higher than the optimum value (15mm/s) discussed in sub-
section 7.4.4. This phenomenon could be explained because of the higher thermal gradients using
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the higher transverse velocity and thus higher thermal stresses.

It is important to emphasize here that because no quench cracks occurred using the transverse
velocity of 15mm/s does not mean that the ring gear is completely fine. Thermal gradients will still
occur which will have an influence on the residual stresses inside the ring gear and thus the lifespan
of the ring gear. This aspect will be further discussed in the next chapter.



Distortions

9.1 Introduction

As explained in the introduction, the goal of this thesis is on the one hand to produce a gear that
has the desired case hardening depth. On the other hand, distortions of the gear are of equal
importance. While optimizing the process it is important to take in mind both factors. A properly
hardened gear with too much distortions is unusable and vice versa. The aspect of distortions is
also the reason why for this application, research has been done in the laser hardening of gears.
Within laser hardening heat is only applied to the regions which are desired to harden. In this
chapter it is discussed why this is beneficial. There are also other methods of applying heat locally
such as induction hardening or flame hardening. Laser hardening was preferred, because with
induction hardening, heat is typically also applied deeper under the surface. For this reason extra
quenching media are needed to ensure martensitic transformation which will increase distortions.
Next to this, with induction hardening it is more difficult to access very small features of a workpiece
and thus it is difficult or even impossible to generate constant hardening depths (IndustrialLaser-
Solutions, 2010). Flame hardening is not discussed further, because this process is inaccurate in
comparison with laser hardening or induction hardening. On top of that, it is almost impossible to
incorporate flame hardening on a CNC milling machine which is one of the greatest advantages of
laser hardening because this can further increase the quality of the gear and reduce lead times of
components (Bouquet, 2016).

90
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9.2 Causes of distortions in case hardening

A first possible cause of distortions due to case hardening lies in how the component was processed
before the heat treatment and during the period in the austenitic region. As with all types of case
hardening, the material has to be brought into the austenitic region for martensite to be formed.
Because of the very high temperatures in the austenitic region, steel will lose most of its strength.
When the part is then placed in the furnace, stresses occur in the workpiece and creep may occur
which causes distortions of the part (Lindell, 2004). These stresses can be due to the way the
part is placed in the oven, for example by weight of other parts or its own dead weight. Next to
externally generated stresses on the workpiece, residual stresses can also occur in the part due
to earlier processing of the part. When heated, these stresses want to dissipate themselves by
causing distortions.

As mentioned in section 1.2, the ring gears will be produced by wire EDM. Research has been done
by Kruth and Bleys (2000) on the amount of residual stress in components produced by wire EDM.
They found that the residual stresses are very dependent on the amount of finishing steps as can
be seen on figure 9.1. The residual stresses could be kept relatively low in comparison to turning
or milling when the part is finished in several steps. For this application, a surface roughness of 0.8
um is required, which can only be reached with several finishing steps according to FEB partner,
Cadcamatic. For this reason the distortions due to the residual stresses will be minimal for the ring
gear, however there will still be distortions to some extent.
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Figure 9.1: Residual stresses wire EDM

Source: Kruth and Bleys (2000)

The most important factor that influences distortions during laser hardening are phase transforma-
tions. Phase transformations always involve volume changes because the crystal lattice changes.
During the heating step the initial BCC ai-phase is converted into the FCC y-phase. Because of
this, a volume reduction will occur because of the difference in atomic packing factors. This volume
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decrease causes tensile stresses to be generated in the surface layer. As known, a stress is al-
ways accompanied by a strain and thus also by a deformation relative to its initial state. During the
martensitic transformation there will be a volume increase as explained in section 3.3. This effect
will also increase the overall distortions.

However, in carburizing, the entire part is converted into the ai-phase and thereafter only a region
of it will convert into martensite. At the same time there will be a lot of thermal gradients in the
entirety of the component also causing strains. Because of this reason laser hardening should
involve fewer distortions.

There still is a last factor that can cause minor distortions for case hardening steels. In case
hardening steel, carbon is added to the surface layer. Consequently, the volume of the surface layer
will increase. In pack carburizing, the carbon concentrations are typically higher than in vacuum
carburized parts. In vacuum carburization, there are a lot more variables to shape the form of the
carbon gradient such that the bare minimum amount of carbon is added to the material in order
to reach the desired case hardening depths. Because of this, the volume increase due to carbon
diffusion by pack carburizing is larger than with vacuum carburizing, which is not beneficial for the
total distortions.

In a standard carburization process, carbon diffusion is combined with a quenching step at the end.
In this case the hardening step is seperate from the carbon diffusion step. For this reason, the ring
gear will go through more phase transformations because it is heated 2 times into the a-phase. It
is important to state here that the heating and cooling rates during the carbon diffusion step (first
part of pack carburizing) should be kept very low to minimise the amount of thermal gradients,
minimizing the deformations. This effect could be minimised even further if parts of the ring gear
that do not need to be hardened, would be shielded from the carbon atmosphere. When the cooling
rates are kept low and the above discussed creep due to the setup in the oven is minimal to non-
existent, the ring gear should not have deformed too much before laser hardening it. This way
there should be enough of a buffer for any small additional distortions during laser hardening. Even
in combination with the distortions due to the carbon diffusion, the distortions could be smaller
compared to the distortions of a classically carburized ring gear. Carburizing in which the part
is cooled down after the carbon diffusion step and then to be reheated and quenched is a know
method of carburizing in the industry (Lindell, 2004).

9.3 Influence on efficieny and lifespan

A lot of research has been conducted on how the different tolerances in gears influence the effi-
ciency of a gearbox and the stress state of the tooth flank and root. There is no rule of thumb to
determine how the lifespan of a gear is affected by the tolerance grade, because every gear is pro-
cessed in a different way. A particular deviation from the ideal geometry might have more severe
consequences than another deviation. In general, it is known that the higher the tolerance grade,
the shorter the lifespan and the worse the efficiency. This can be explained due to the fact that
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for an ideal, theoretical gear, the loads are distributed over a certain surface. When for example
the helix deviation (Fp) or total profile deviation (Fo)! of the gear is distorted, this contact patch
will become smaller and thus contact and bending stresses are increased. Therefore it follows that
the lifespan will decrease. Next to a smaller contact patch, single pitch deviations (F},) or runout
errors (F,)? can cause sudden backlash of the teeth and thus increasing shocks and stresses on
the teeth, with a lower lifespan as a result (Wei et al., 2011).
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Source: AsTheGearTurns (2014) Source: Kohara-Gear-Industry
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Figure 9.2: Tolerances on gears

The efficiency of meshing gears will also lower with increasing deviations from the perfectly dimen-
sioned gear. Efficiency is closely related to the amount of heat generated in meshing gears. This
heat generation depends on the specific sliding of the gears and the normal force on the contact
patch. As said, with certain deviations of a gear’s dimensions, the area of the contact patch will
decrease and thus the normal force, friction and the temperature will increase. A temperature
increase of the gear will increase the amount of friction even further because of the thermal ex-
pansion of the gear. Due to this thermal expansion the normal forces on the tooth surfaces will be
raised (Ghewade et al., 2016). In addition to the increase in friction, local loading of a tooth can
also cause the bearings to be adversely loaded, which also creates more friction and thus reduces
the overall efficiency of the gearbox.

9.4 Measurements

In this section measurements of the ring gear after wire EDM, carbon diffusion, laser hardening
and carburizing will be discussed and compared with each other.

1Fy is a measure for how much the actual tooth profile differs from the ideal involute profile.
2F, is a measure for how much runout exists on the pitch diameter
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9.4.1 Wire EDM

At first it is important to have an idea about the distortions on the ring gears after wire EDM in order
to conclude how much each step of hardening contributes to the total distortions. In figure 9.3 the
total profile deviations (Fy) and helix deviations (Fg) for the ring gear after wire EDM are shown.
For the entire report with the allowed & actual distortions, see appendix K. The conclusion of these
measurements is that most of the teeth are already out of tolerance on the basis of profile deviation.
This is far from ideal because these gears still have to be carburized or carbon diffused and laser
hardened. The helix deviations however are within tolerance.
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(a) Profile deviation ring gear wire EDM (b) Helix deviation ring gear wire EDM

Figure 9.3: Helix & profile deviation ring gear after wire EDM

Next to involute profile the roundness of the top circle was also measured. This measurement was
made to see how every hardening step affects warping of the ring gear. The roundness is 20um
which is sufficient because the allowable roundness is 30um. For the measurements, see appendix
K.

9.4.2 Carburized ring gear

Up next, the carburized gears were measured. From the measurement is concluded that the profile
deviation increased, none of the gear teeth were in tolerance anymore. For the helix deviation
almost no teeth were in tolerance. It is clear to see that this distortion will cause the lifespan of
the gear to be reduced drastically due to the loads to be concentrated at a certain side of the tooth
flanks. In conclusion, the carburized ring gears are not within the desired tolerance grade and thus
not optimal for use in the gearbox. It is difficult to say if the ring gear would have been in tolerance
if the deviations due to wire EDM would have been smaller.

The roundness of the carburized ring gear is also considered because this dimension is very difficult
to preserve due to the geometry of the ring gear. The slightest pressure due to quenching will cause
the ring gear to warp. This pressure can be caused by thermal gradients or phase transformations
but maybe even more important is the way the part is quenched or how the ring gear is set up
for carbon diffusion. The measured roundness has a value of 102um which is a lot greater than
the allowed value, 30um. Due to this deformation, the carburized gear is certainly not optimal for
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use. On the one hand a lot of pitch deviation will occur causing the loads on the tooth flanks to
be increase. On the other hand, the outer diameter of the ring gear is a very important dimension
because this dimension is used for a press fit into the gearbox housing. Of course the top circle
diameter roundness cannot be directly related to the roundness of the outer diameter but it gives a
very good indication. The entire measurement report of this gear can be found in appendix L.
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(a) Profile deviation carburized ring gear (b) Helix deviation carburized ring gear

Figure 9.4: Helix & profile deviation ring gear after carburizing

9.4.3 Laser hardened gear

For analyzing the distortions of the laser hardened ring gear the carbon diffusion and laser harden-
ing step have to be observed closely. Unfortunately generating a measurement report for a carbon
diffused ring gear without the laser hardening step was not possible which makes it more difficult
to draw conclusions. However, a roundness measurement of the outer diameter of the ring gear
before and after laser hardening has been conducted. From this a good estimation can be made
on how much distortions are caused by carbon diffusion or laser hardening.
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Figure 9.5: Roundness (mm) carbon diffused ring gear, without laser hardening

In comparison with the ring gears after wire EDM a very large distortion on the roundness is ob-
served. A value of +128um is observed which is much greater than the desired value and thus the
ring gear is already out of tolerance before laser hardening. This effect can be explained due to
the influences discussed in subsection 9.2. The fact that the ring gears are carbon diffused by use
of carbon pellets used in the pack carburizing of parts can further explain this effect. Because of
the carbon pellets it is very difficult to heat up the parts without an external stress being applied to
them. First of all the weight of the ring gears itself will cause stresses, next to this it is very probable
more ring gears were placed in the same container causing the ring gears at the bottom of the
container to feel the weight of the ring gears above.

After this measurement the same gear was laser hardened using the optimal laser parameters
explained in section 7.4.4. The total profile and helix deviation for the laser hardened gear can
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be found in figure 9.6. Overall, it is seen that the profile deviation of the laser hardened ring gear
resembles the profile deviation of the carburized ring gear. For the profile deviation measurements,
see appendix M. Half of the measured tooth flanks were within helix deviation tolerance while in the
carburized gear no tooth flanks were in tolerance for helix deviation. It is impossible to know what
amount of deviation is caused by the carbon diffusion or the laser hardening step. It is however
certain that due to the carbon diffusion the teeth will have been distorted.
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(a) Profile deviation laser hardened ring gear (b) Helix deviation laser hardened ring gear

Figure 9.6: Helix & profile deviation ring gear after laser hardening

Possible warping of the laser hardened gear has also been investigated by an additional round-
ness measurement of the outer diameter of the ring gear, which can be seen in appendix N. The
measured roundness was 143um. Compared with the roundness of the ring gear after the carbon
diffusion step (128um) the difference is rather limited. There is no certainty that the ring gear would
have been within tolerance if the roundness distortion due to carbon diffusion would have been
much smaller. However, it is certain that the influence of laser hardening on roundness distortions
is much smaller compared to the carbon diffusion step from these measurements.

9.5 Validation of residual stress

As said in section 3.3 the optimal case hardening depth is very dependent on the distribution of
the residual stresses at the tooth flank. The only way of determining the residual stresses is by
simulation. Methods exist for determining these stresses for real gears, such as X-ray diffraction,
but these were not possible to conduct in this research. In figure 9.7 the residual stresses for
the optimal simulation discussed earlier can be found. It is visible that the occurring compressive
residual stresses at the surface are very high. However, there is a fairly large difference in the
size of stresses depending on the tooth root or flanks. It is very difficult to state if this difference
is beneficial or not because the loads on the gear will change with the angle of rotation. The
disadvantage of compressive residual stresses is that they have to be counteracted deeper in the
material causing tensile stresses in the core. Depending on how the bending stresses in the root
and the shear stresses at the tooth flank evolve in the depth this tensile stress can dramatically
lower the lifespan of the gear. A lot of factors have an influence on the depth and size of the
residual stress. Ideally this should be investigated in further research to find the optimum setting
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between the case hardening depth and residual stress to find the optimum lifespan.
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Figure 9.7: Simulation of residual stresses

9.6 Conclusion

From the previous measurements it is clear that the distortions of the laser hardened gear are not
optimal. Somewhere along the production process —starting with wire EDM, then carbon diffusion
and then laser hardening —the ring gears were deformed the most, causing them to be out of
tolerance. It must however be emphasized that overall, the distortions of laser hardened gear
profile are of the same or even better quality compared to the carburized ring gear profile. There
is a large probability that by optimizing the carbon diffusion step, the laser hardened gears will
have a higher accuracy grade than the carburized gears. The laser hardened gears might even be
within the required accuracy grade if the diffusion step was optimized. A recommendation on how
to reduce the distortions during carbon diffusion could be to use a different type of furnace. For
example, using the carbon diffusion step during vacuum carburizing would increase the accuracy
due to the way the ring gear could be placed in the oven in a quasi stress-free state.

Besides that, a more drastic approach to solving the distortion problem could be to conduct the
carbon diffusion step on an oversized gear. After carbon diffusion, the final toothing profile could be
cut out by wire EDM. Of course there is a loss of carbon potential to be hardened, but due to pack
carburizing, a very high carbon concentration at the surface can be achieved. Because of this, the
loss of carbon potential could easily be compensated by placing the ring gear in the furnace for a
longer period of time. After wire EDM, a very accurate part already containing carbon at the edges
is obtained. Then, the ring gear could be laser hardened, which would cause a much lower total
distortion of the final part. This principle is clarified in figure 9.8 with [1] being the surface that is
carburized without the quenching step, thus a carbon gradient is created. Surface [2] is the actual
desired tooth geometry that could be achieved by a second wire EDM process.
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Figure 9.8: Oversized ring gear dimensions

On figure 9.9 the entirely laser hardened gear can be seen.

Figure 9.9: Laser hardened ring gear



Conclusion

This thesis has as an objective to improve the hardening process of a ring gear of a Formula
Student gearbox. The reason for conducting research on this subject are the limitations in the
current method for hardening this ring gear. For the past few years, all the gears in the gearbox
were made from a case hardening steel, 16MnCr5. Because of the complex geometry of the ring
gear, it was produced by wire EDM followed by a hardening process : carburizing. This last step
introduces distortions into the part which decrease the quality and therefore the lifespan of the gear.
Since it is impossible to grind the ring gear the only way to increase the quality is by minimizing
distortions. The technology of laser hardening might be the solution to this problem.

First, the optimal case hardening depth was determined for the ring gear by analyzing all the rele-
vant common failure mechanisms in gears. By establishing this case hardening depth, the selective
heating properties in laser hardening were used to full advantage. Out of a few different ideas, the
optimal concept was selected. This concept consists of the simultaneous hardening of two adjacent
tooth flanks. In order to realise the desired hardening depth, a model had to be developed. In this
model the influence of the input laser beam, reflection and different absorption coefficients have
been taken into account to make the model as realistic and useful as possible. The model was
developed in Matlab and implemented in Ansys. Ansys was used for thermal simulations of the
model. Afterwards DANTE, an Ansys extension to simulate heat treatments on steels, was used to
simulate the phases, hardness and other relevant parameters.

After optimising the parameters necessary to reach the required hardening depth, these parameters
were validated by using a TRUMPF TruDisk 5001 laser to provide the heat required to harden the
gear. In addition a solution was devised to overcome the problem of back tempering the adjacent
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tooth flank. By using the appropriate amount of external cooling and by fine tuning the hardening
process the desired hardness profile was obtained. In order to harden the case hardening steel the
gears were carburized without the quenching step such that a carbon gradient was created at the
surface before laser hardening the gears.

After obtaining the required hardness profile, the associated distortions were measured and com-
pared to distortions of a ring gear hardened using the conventional hardening technique. The
carburized ring gears had a very deep hardening depth and a high core hardness value. Especially
the high core hardness is not very desirable for this application due to the brittle behaviour of the
material. Although there were significant distortions with both techniques, most of the distortions in
the laser hardened gear were probably due to deforming during carbon diffusion. Possible solutions
to avoid these distortions are provided in the last chapter. By applying one of these solutions it is
strongly suspected that the desired accuracy grade in combination with the correct hardness could
be obtained. Ideally fatigue tests would be conducted in the future in order to validate the method
of laser hardening the ring gear in this application.
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INSPECTION CERTIFICATE
CBUAETEJIbCTBO ITPOU3BOJJUTEIIA

Producer: CJSC Metallurgical Works Petrostal Inspection Certificate No. 153510
Russia, St.Petersburg, pr.Stachek, 47 CBHIETENLCTBO IPOM3BOAUTENS
Usrotosurens 3A0 "Merannypruueckuii 3aso "[IETPOCTAJIB"

Poccus, Canxr-ITerepGypr, np.Crauek, 47 EN 10204-3.1

Contract: 056/08844200/16013 Customer:
Kourtpaxr 3aKasuuk Stappert Intramet SA

Customer ref.: 44779 Route du parc industriel 5, Engis, 4480, Belgin

Homep 3akasa
Works ref.: 3501602

3aBoycKOM 3aKa3

Steel grade Dimensions, mm Melt No, No. of bundles Weight, mt No. of pieces
Mapka Pasmepel, My Howmep nnasxn Kon. nax. Bec, T Kon. mnyk
16MnCrSSselect-2 Round 110 65255 4 9.160 20
Chemical C Si Mn S P Cr Ni Cu Al Mo Ti \' W

e,
Composition, %5 1 20T 0270 | 1.120 | 0.027 | 0.009 | 1.010 | 0.190 | 0.200 | 0.040 | 0.020 | 0.015 | 0.007 | 0.010

XHUMHYCCKHIT
cocTaB

Mechanical tests: Grain: 7

MexaHnueckHe HCIbITAaHHA

Re Rm A VA

KV(-20C) HB
N/mm2 N/mm?2 % % J

- 197.0

Ultrasonic test; ¥Y3K - EN 10308 class 3
Note: DKOMOrHYECKHE X4 :
PAKTEPHCTHKH!
Tpumenanne TIpyYTKH NPOM3BEICHD! U3 HE3ATPASHEHHOTO PTYTBIO U HEPAAMOAKTHBHOTO CHIPEA.
Ecologic characteristics:
Bars are produced from mercury-free and non-radioactive raw materials.
Antimixing control .
Melting method: OH + LF.
Non-metallic inclusions: A=2.50; B=2.50; C=1.00; D=2.00.
Hardenability (Jominy), HRC/mm: 43.00/1.50; 43.00/3.00; 42.00/5.00; 40.00/7.00; 37.00/9.00; 34.00/11.00;
32.00/13.00; 31.00/15.00; 28.00/20.00; 27.00/25.00; 26.00/30.00.

Hereby we certify that the above mentioned Signature: e
products conform to the contracted requirements. Hoammcs T

V OCTOBEPSEM, YTO MPOXYKLHA o

COOTBETCTBYET YCJOBUAM KOHTPAKTA. o 5
056/08844200/16013 ]

Specification No. 2-079/01; "Tolerance according to
Crenudukauns DIN EN10060" ""Chemical analysis of
the steel grade is corresponds to EN

10084-2008"

Date: 01.11.2016

Jara _
"('\: . .\\_‘_
'l :;.r._z]},_‘/, CORLO] o !
bl Cay . IR “”C‘/:
, lh.\‘l‘[._,\cf(}y i‘(}l',r\)-.],., "
! Cilizoy A T
Tem—— SV I




KISSsoft calculation report 16MnCr5

111



KiISSsoft

KISSsoft Release 2020 A.1
KISSsoft - student license (not for commercial use)
File

Name M1_GearPair2_V01
Changed by: Formula Electric_2 on: 05.05.2021 at: 22:01:31

mportant hint: At least one warning has occurred during the calculation:

1-> Calculation for load spectra:
The application factor should be set to 1.0!

2-> Load spectrum with negative torque:
In the transition from + to - torque the tooth is submited to alternating bending stress.
This transition should be considered with an additional duty cycle element with an alternating bending factor (mean stress influence factor,

Consult the manual for more information.
(Element no. 4)

Load spectrum with negative load bins:
The working flank changes from right flank to left flank or vice versa.

These bins can be neglected when calculating the damage.
See the corresponding inputs in ‘Details’ of tab ‘Rating’.

Calculation of a spur-toothed cylindrical gear pair

Drawing or article number:

Gear 1: 0.000.0
Gear 2: 0.000.0
Load spectrum

Own Input

Number of bins in the load spectrum: 4
Reference gear: Gear 1
Application factor, KA:

1.50

Bin Frequency Power  Speed |Torque | Coefficients
No. *kw] [Vmin] | [Nm] L
[%]
1 450000 | 7.1862 | 4183, | 164020 |1.056 1.251 1.208 1.017 [1.000 1.000 1.000
8
2 180000 & 93176 | 5927. = 15.0120 |1.084 1271 |1.224 |1.030 |1.000 1.000 | 1.000
1

3 28.0000 9.1349 3137. 27.8000 1.030 1.130 1.108 |1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000
8

4 9.0000 -8.5259 4183.  -19.4600 1.050 '1.204 1.170 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
8

Numbers of load cycles
Bin | Frequency Load cycles, gear1 |Load cycles, gear 2

No. [ ]
115
Gear 1 direction of rotation: Counterclockwise

Tooth geometry and material

Geometry calculation according to 1SO 21771:2007

—----- Gear 1 - Gear 2 -
Center distance (mm) [al 33,000
Center distance tolerance 1SO 286:2010 Measure js7
Normal module (mm) [mn] 1.0000
Normal pressure angle (%) [an] 20.0000
Helix angle at reference circle (°) B] 0.0000
Number of teeth 21 23 -90
Facewidth (mm) bl 15.20 14.80
Hand of gear Spur gear
Accuracy grade [Q-1SO 1328:1995] 6 6
Inner diameter (mm) [di] 15.00
External diameter (mm) [di] 99.80
Inner diameter of gear rim (mm) [dbi] 0.00
Outer diameter of gear rim (mm) [dbi] 0.00
Material
Gear 1
16 MnCr 5 (1), Case-carburized steel, case-hardened
1SO 6336-5 Figure 9/10 (MQ), Core hardness >=25HRC Jominy J=12mm<HRC28
Gear2
16 MnCr 5 (1), Case-carburized steel, case-hardened
ISO 6336-5 Figure 9/10 (MQ), Core hardness >=25HRC Jominy J=12mm<HRC28

—----- Gear 1 -——- Gear 2 -
Surface hardness HRC 59 HRC 59
Material treatment according to ISO 6336:2006 Normal, life factors ZNT and YNT >=0.85
Fatigue strength. tooth root stress (N/mm?) [oFlim] 430.00 430.00
Fatigue strength for Hertzian pressure (N/mm?) [oHIim] 1500.00 1500.00
Tensile strength (N/mm?) [08B] 1000.00 1000.00
Yield point (N/mm?) (o8] 695.00 695.00
‘Young's modulus (N/mm?) [E] 206000 206000
Poisson’s ratio Y] 0.300 0.300
Roughness average value DS, flank (um) [RAH] 0.60 0.60
Roughness average value DS, root (um) [RAF] 3.00 3.00
Mean roughness height, Rz, flank (um) [RZH] 4.80 4.80
Mean roughness height, Rz, root (um) [RZF] 20.00 20.00
Gear reference profile

1

Reference profile 1.25/0.38 /1.0 1SO 53:1998 Profil A
Dedendum coefficient [hfP?] 1.250
Root radius factor [pfP*] 0.380  (pfPmax‘= 0.472)
Addendum coefficient [haP*] 1.000
Tip radius factor [paP*] 0.000
Protuberance height coefficient [hprP*] 0.000
Protuberance angle [aprP] 0.000
Tip form height coefficient [hFaP*] 0.000
Ramp angle [akP) 0.000

not topping
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(%]

1 45.00000 112962600 28868220

2 18.00000 64012140 16358658

3 28.00000 52715880 13471836

4 9.00000 22592520 5773644

sum 1 252283140 64472358
00.0000

Notice:

- Tooth flank with load spectrum: Consider all negative load spectrum bins as positive
- Tooth root with load spectrum: Consider all negative load spectrum bins as positive

S-N curve (Woshler line) in the long life domain according: according to standard

Notice:

Calculation-method according to:

- 1S0 6336-6 / DIN3990-6

During the calculation all the load factors (ISO 6336/DIN 3990: Kv, KHB, KFB; AGMA 2001: Kv, Km, ..)
for each load spectrum bin are calculated separately.

Notice:

Calculation with methods ISO 6336 and AGMA 2001 results in a reduction of resistance in the domain of fatigue resistance (from circa 107 to
10%0 cycles).

The lifetime calculation takes this into account (also with the S-N curve (Woehler Curve) of the Miner type).

Results
Calculation for load spectra:

The application factor should be set to 1.0!

Safeties, calculated with load spectrum:
Root safety 1.208 1.226
Flank safety 1.030 1.148

Safeties against scuffing/micropitting/EHT/TFF are indicated for the most critical element of the load spectrum:

Safety against scuffing (integral temperature) 3.859
Safety against scuffing (flash temperature) 10.382
Analysis of critical elements in load spectrum: See section 10

Only as information: Calculation with reference power

Calculation method 1SO 6336:2006 (replaced)

- Gear 1 e Gear 2
Power (kW) Pl 20.300
Speed (1/min) In] 6973.0 1782.0
Torque (Nm) m 27.8 108.8
Application factor [KA] 1.50
Required service life (h) H 1000.00
Gear driving (+) / driven (-) + -
Working flank gear 1: Right flank
2/15
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Gear reference profile

2

Reference profile 1.25/0.38/ 1.0 ISO 53:1998 Profil A
Dedendum coefficient [hfP*] 1.250
Root radius factor [ofP] 0.380  (pfPmax*= 0.472)
Addendum coefficient [haP*] 1.000
Tip radius factor [paP*] 0.000
Protuberance height coefficient [hprP*] 0.000
Protuberance angle [aprP] 0.000
Tip form height coefficient [hFaP*] 0.000
Ramp angle [aKP] 0.000

not topping
Information on final machining
Dedendum reference profile [hfP*] 1.250 1.250
Tooth root radius Refer. profile [pfP?] 0.380 0.380
Addendum Reference profile [haP*] 1.000 1.000
Protuberance height coefficient [hprP?] 0.000 0.000
Protuberance angle (°) [aprP] 0.000 0.000
Tip form height coeficient [hFaP*] 0.000 0.000
Ramp angle (°) [aKP] 0.000 0.000
Type of profile modification: none (only running-in)
Tip relief by running in (um) [CaL/R] 20 /20 20 /20
Lubrication type Oil bath lubrication
Type of oil ISO-VG 220
Lubricant base Mineral-oil base
Oil nominal kinematic viscosity at 40°C (mm?/s) [v40] 220.00
Oil nominal kinematic viscosity at 100°C (mm?/s) [v100] 17.50
Specific density at 15°C (kg/dm?) Iol 0.895
Qil temperature (°C) [Ts] 70.000
Gear pair
Overall transmission ratio [itot] 3.913
Gear ratio [l 3913
Transverse module (mm) [mt] 1.000
Transverse pressure angle (°) [at] 20,000
Working pressure angle (°) [awt] 17.459

[awt.efi] 17.390/ 17.528
Working pressure angle at normal section (°) [awn] 17.459
Helix angle at operating pitch circle (°) [Bw] 0.000
Base helix angle (°) [Bb] 0.000
Reference center distance (mm) [ad] 33.500
Pitch on reference circle (mm) [ptl 3.142
Base pitch (mm) [pbt] 2.952
Transverse pitch on contact-path (mm) [pet] 2952
Sum of profile shift coefficients [2xi] 0.4702
Transverse contact ratio [ea] 1.668
Transverse contact ratio with allowances [ea.e/m/i] 1.703 / 1.675/ 1.647
Overlap ratio [£B] 0.000
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Total contact ratio
Total contact ratio with allowances

Length of path of contact (mm)

Length T1-A (mm)
Length T1-B (mm)
Length T1-C (mm)
Length T1-D (mm)
Length T1-E (mm)

Length T2-A (mm)
Length T2-B (mm)
Length T2-C (mm)
Length T2-D (mm)
Length T2-E (mm)

Length T1-T2 (mm)

Minimal length of contact line (mm)

Gear 1

Profile shift coefficient
Tooth thickness, arc, in module

Tip alteration (mm)
Reference diameter (mm)
Base diameter (mm)
Tip diameter (mm)
(mm)
Tip diameter allowances (mm)
Tip form diameter (mm)
(mm)
Root diameter (mm)
Generating Profile shift coefficient
Generated root diameter with xE (mm)
Root form diameter (mm)
(mm)
Internal toothing: Calculation dFf with pinion type cutter (20=
25
Involute length (mm)
Addendum, my(hap*+x+K) (mm)

(mm)
Dedendum (mm)
(mm)
Tooth height (mm)
Virtual gear o, of teeth
Normal tooth thickness at tip circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal tooth thickness at tip form circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal space width at root circle (mm)
(mm)

Gear 2

Profile shift coefficient
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Gear specific pair data Gear pair 1, Gear 2

Operating pitch diameter (mm)
(mm)

Active tip diameter (mm)

(mm)
Theoretical tip clearance (mm)
Effective tip clearance (mm)
Active root diameter (mm)

(mm)
Reserve (dNf-dFf)/2 (mm)
Max. sliding velocity at tip (m/s)
Specific sliding at the tip
Specific sliding at the root
Mean specific sliding
Sliding factor on tip
Sliding factor on root

Roll angle at dFa (*)
Roll angle to dNa (*)

Roll angle to dNf (*)

Roll angle at dFf ()

Diameter of single contact point B (mm)
Diameter of single contact point D (mm)
Addendum contact ratio

General influence factors

Norminal circum. force at pitch circle (N)
Axial force (N)

Radial force (N)

Normal force (N)

Nominal circumferential force per mm (N/mm)

Only as information: Forces at operating pitch circle:
Nominal circumferential force (N)

Axial force (N)

Radial force (N)

Circumferential speed reference circle (mis)
Circumferential speed operating pitch circle (m/s)

Running-in value (um)
Running-in value (um)

Correction factor

Gear blank factor

Basic rack factor

Material coefficient

Singular tooth stiffness (N/mm/jm)
Meshing stiffness (N/mm/um)

Meshing stiffness (N/mm/um)
Reduced mass (kg/mm)

Resonance speed (min-1)

Resonance ratio (-)

Suberitical range

Running-in value (um)

Bearing distance | of pinion shaft (mm)
Distance s
Outside diameter of pinion shaft (mm)

of pinion shaft (mm)

715

[ev] 1.668
[ev.e/mii] 1703 / 1675/
[ga, efi] 4.924( 5029/
[T1A] 2345( 2241/
[T18] 4317( 4317/
[mc) 3399 ( 3413/
[T1D) 5298 ( 5.193/
[TE] 7.269( 7.269/
[T2A] 12.246 ( 12.183/
[T28] 14.218 ( 14.260 /
[r2c) 13.300 ( 13.356 /
[T2D] 15.199 ( 15.135/
[T2E] 17470 ( 17212/
[m172] 9.901( 9.943/
[Lmin] 14.800

o] 0.4940

[sn’] 1.9304

[k*mn] 0.030

[d] 23.000

[db] 21,613

[da] 26.048

[da.efi] 26,048 / 26.027

[Ada.efi 0.000/ -0.021

[dFa] 26.048

[dFa.efi] 26,048/ 26.027
[dn 21.488

IXE.efi 0.4198/ 0.3786
[df.efi 21340/ 21.257
[dF] 22,163

[dFt.efi] 22071/ 22.024

2.166
1.524
¥ 1524/ 1514

[hf=mn*(hfP*-x)] 0.756
[hf.ef] 0830/ 0.871
0] 2280
[zn] 23.000
[san] 0477
[san.efi 0429/ 0382
[sFan] 0477
[sFan.efi] 0429/ 0382
efn] 0.000
fefn.efi] 0.000/  0.000
) -0.0238
[dw] 88.657
[dw.efi 88.690/ 88.623
[dNa] 88.048
[dNa.efi 88.048/ 88.013
el 0.280
[e.efi] 0408/ 0324
[dNf] 91.279
[dNF.efi] 91.310/ 91.233
[cF.efi] 0505/ 0.407
[vgal 0573
[cal 0.251
] -0.657
fgml 0.365
[Kgal 0.069
[Kgf] -0.254
[dFa.el] 16.508/ 16.593
[gdNa.efi] 16.508/ 16.593
[gdNf.efi] 23.183/ 23.321
[gdFt.efi] 24.748/ 24.951
[d-8] 89.225 ( 89.252/
[d-D] 89.869 ( 89.827/
0] 0357 ( 0.397/

- Gear 1 ——— Gear 2 -
[Ft) 2417.4
[Fal 0.0
[Fr] 879.9
[Fnorm] 25725
Wl 163.34
[Ftw] 2454.0
[Faw] 0.0
[Frw] 7718
™ 8.40
[v(dw)l 8.27
[yl 0.5
v 0.5
[cM) 0.800
[CR] 1.000
[cBS] 0975
[E/Est] 1.000
€1 15.698
feval 23561
[cvBl 20.027
[mRed] 000157
[E] 50859
N 0.137
Iyal 05
n 30.400
sl 3.040
[dsh] 15.200

KiISSsoft

1.647
4.863 )

2.387)
4.298)
3.384)
5.339)
7.251)

12.246 )
14.158)
13.244)
15.199)
17.110)

2.859)

KISSsoft

89.187)
89.869 )
0.338)

Tooth thickness, arc, in module

Tip alteration (mm)
Reference diameter (mm)
Base diameter (mm)
Tip diameter (mm)
(mm)

Tip diameter allowances (mm)
Tip form diameter (mm)

(mm)
Root diameter (mm)
Generating Profile shift coefficient
Generated root diameter with xE (mm)
Root form diameter (mm)

(mm)
Internal toothing: Calculation dFf with pinion type cutter (0=

29

Involute length (mm)
Addendum, my(he*+x+k) (mm)

(mm)
Dedendum (mm)
(mm)
Tooth height (mm)
Virtual gear  no. of teeth
Normal tooth thickness at tip circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal tooth thickness at tip form circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal space width at root circle (mm)
(mm)

Gear specific pair data Gear pair 1, Gear 1

Operating pitch diameter (mm)
(mm)

Active tip diameter (mm)

(mm)
Theoretical tip clearance (mm)
Effective tip clearance (mm)
Active root diameter (mm)

(mm)
Reserve (INf-dFf)/2 (mm)
Max. sliding velocity at tip (m/s)
Specific sliding at the tip
Specific sliding at the root
Mean specific sliding
Sliding factor on tip
Sliding factor on root

Roll angle at dFa (°)

Roll angle to dNa (°)

Roll angle to dNF ()

Roll angle at dFf (*)

Diameter of single contact point B (mm)
Diameter of single contact point D (mm)
Addendum contact ratio
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Load in accordance with Figure 13, ISO 6336-1:2006
0:a), 1:b), 2:c), 3:d), 4:6)
Coefficient K' according to Figure 13, ISO 6336-1:2006
Without stiffening
Tooth trace deviation (active) (um)
from deformation of shaft (um)
fsh(um)= 1.29 ,B1=1.00 ,fHB5 (um)= 5.50
Tooth without tooth trace modification
Position of contact pattern:
from production tolerances (um)
B2=
1.00
Tooth trace deviation, theoretical (um)
Running-in value (um)

Dynamic factor

Face load factor - flank
- Tooth root
- Scuffing

Transverse load factor - flank
- Tooth root
- Scuffing

Tooth root load capacity

Calculation of Tooth form coefficients according method: B
Internal toothing:

Interal toothing:
0.380

Calculated with generating profile shift coefficient
Tooth form factor

Stress correction factor

Load application angle (°)

Load application diameter (mm)

Bending moment arm (mm)

Tooth thickness at root (mm)

Tooth root radius (mm)

Bending moment arm (-)

Tooth thickness at root (-)

Tooth root radius (-)

Calculation cross section diameter (mm)
Tangents on calculation cross section ()
Notch parameter

Helix angle factor

Deep tooth factor

Gear rim thickness (mm)

Gear rim factor

Effective facewidth (mm)

Nominal stress at tooth root (N/mm?)
Tooth root stress (N/mm)
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[sn*] 1.5535
[k*mn] 0.000
[d] 90.000
[db] 84572
[da] 88.048
[da.efi] 88.048 / 88.013
[Ada.efi] 0.000/ -0.035
[dFa] 88.048
[dFa.efi] 88.048 / 88.013
[df 92.548
[xE.efi] -0.1200/ -0.1749
[df.efi] 92.850/ 92.740
[dFf] 91.910
[dFf.efi] 92.244 | 92.124
L x0=0.000 )
[I_dFa-I_dFf] 2,055
[ha] 0.976
[ha.efi] 0.994/ 0976
[hf=mn*(hfP*x)] 1.274
[hf.efi] 1370/ 1.425
(] 2.250
[zn] 90.000
[san] 0.887
[san.eli] 0.818/ 0.768
[sFan] 0.887
[sFan.efi] 0.818/ 0.768
[efn] 0.586
[efn.efi] 0.574/ 0.566
[dw] 22.657
[dw.efi] 22648/ 22.665
[dNa] 26.048
[dNa.efi] 26.048/ 26.027
[a 0.250
[c.eli] 0.424/ 0.333
[dNf] 22.116
[dNf.efi] 22134/ 22.073
[cF.efi] 0.055/ 0.001
[vga] 2.104
[¢al 0.396
&} -0.334
¢m) 0.365
[Kga] 0.254
K] -0.069
[édFa.efi] 38.543/ 38.443
[€dNa.eli] 38.543/ 38.443
[gdNf.efi] 12.657/ 11.881
[EdFf.efi] 11.861/ 11.222
[d-B] 23.274 ( 23.274/ 23.260)
[d-D] 24.070 ( 23.979/ 24.107 )
(€] 1.311( 1.306/ 1.310)
KiISSsoft
8] 4
K] -1.00
[FBy] 3.22
[fsh*B1] 1.29
favorable

[fma*B2] 10.26
[FBx] 3.79
[yB] 0.57
[Kv] 1.068
[KHB] 1.123
[KFB] 1.103
[KBB] 1.123
[KHa] 1.000
[KFa] 1.000
[KBa] 1.000

Calculation of pF and sFn according to

1SO 6336-3:2007-04-01
Calculation of YF, YS with pinion type cutter, z0=

29 ,x0= 0.000,paP0*=
- Gear 1 - Gear2--
[xE.€] 04198 -0.1200
Gl 113 116
[vs] 2.29 2.20
[aFen] 22,56 19.36
[der] 24070 -89.225
[hF] 0.92 1.46
[sFn] 2.19 275
[pF1 0.44 0.50
[hF/mn] 0.921 1.464
[sFn/mn] 2.191 2753
[pF/mn] 0.440 0.496
[derd] 21672 -92.607
[osr] 30.000 60.000
la:] 2490 2774
[YBl 1.000
[vo1 1.000
[s1] 3.13 3.48
[vB] 1.00 1.00
[bef] 15.20 14.80
[oFO] 412.91 419.31
[oF] 729.37 740.68



Permissible bending stress at root of Test-gear
Notch sensitivity factor

Surface factor

Size factor, tooth root

Finite life factor

Yo" Yaur Yo Y Yar

Alternating bending factor, mean stress influence coefficient

Technology factor

KiISSsoft

Coefficient for surface factor like for shot peening: The standard gives no applicable information about this..

Stress correction factor

Yst*oFlim (N/mm?)

Permissible tooth root stress cFG/SFmin (N/mm?)
Limit strength tooth root (N/mm?)

Required safety

Flank safety

Zone factor

Elasticity factor (VN/mm?)

Contact ratio factor

Helix angle factor

Effective facewidth (mm)

Norminal contact stress (N/mm?)

Contact stress at operating pitch circle (N/mm?)
Single tooth contact factor

Contact stress (N/mm?)

Lubrication factor for NL

Speed factor for NL
Roughness factor for NL
Material hardening factor for NL
Finite life factor

Limited pitting is permitted: No
Size factor (flank)

Permissible contact stress, GHG/SHmin (N/mm?)

Pitting stress limit (N/mm)

Required safety

Micropitting according to

[YdrelT] 1.000 1.003
[YRrelT] 0.957 0.957
vxi 1.000 1.000
[YNT] 0.906 0.931
0.867 0.893
ym 1.000 1.000
[\l 1.100 1.100
[Yst 2.00
[oFE] 860.00 860.00
[oFP) 683.12 703.90
[oFG] 819.74 844.67
[SFmin] 1.20 1.20
- Gear 1 —— Gear 2 -
[zH] 2684
[ZE] 189.812
[ze] 0.882
128l 1.000
[beff] 14.80
[oHO] 1032.60
[oHw] 1385.03
[zB.ZD] 1.00 1.00
[oHB, oHD] 1385.03 138503
[z 1.020 1.020
V1 0.995 0.995
[ZR] 0.943 0.943
[Zw) 1.000 1.000
[ZNT] 0.937 0977
[ZL'ZV'ZR*ZNT] 0.897 0.935
zx1 1.000 1.000
[oHP] 1495.03 155892
[oHG] 134553 1403.03
[SHmin] 0.90 0.90
1SOITS 6336-22:2018

Calculation has not been carried out, lubricant: Load stage micropitting test not known

Scuffing load capacity
Calculation method according to

Helical load factor for scuffing
Lubrication coefficient for lubrication type
Scuffing test and load stage

915

Radial single-ball measurement backlash free (mm)
Radial single-ball measurement (mm)

Diameter of measuring circle (mm)

Diametral measurement over two balls without clearance (mm)
Diametral two ball measure (mm)

Diametral measurement over pins without clearance (mm)
Measurement over pins according to DIN 3960 (mm)
Measurement over 3 pins, axial, according to AGMA 2002 (mm)

Dimensions over 3 pins without clearance (mm)
Measurement over 3 pins with allowance (mm)

Chordal tooth thickness (no backlash) (mm)
Normal chordal tooth thickness with allowance (mm)
Reference chordal height from da.m (mm)
Tooth thickness, arc (mm)
(mm)

Backlash free center distance (mm)
Backlash free center distance, allowances (mm)
dNL.i with aControl (mm)

Reserve (GNf0.i-dFf.)2 (mm)

Tip clearance (mm)

Center distance allowances (mm)

Circumferential backlash from Aa (mm)

Radial backlash (mm)

Circumferential backlash (transverse section) (mm)
Normal backlash (mm)

Torsional angle on input with output fixed:

Total torsional angle ()

Toothing tolerances

According to ISO 1328-1:1995, ISO 1328-2:1997
Accuracy grade

Single pitch deviation (um)

Base circle pitch deviation (um)

Sector pitch deviation over k/8 pitches (um)
Profile form deviation (um)

Profile slope deviation (um)

Total profile deviation (um)

Helix form deviation (um)

Helix slope deviation (um)

Total helix deviation (um)

Total cumulative pitch deviation (um)

Runout (um)

Single flank composite, total (um)

Single flank composite, tooth-to-tooth (um)
Radial composite, total (um)

Radial composite, tooth-to-tooth (pm)

ISO/TS 6336-20/21:2017
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KByl 1.000
xs] 1.000

[FZGlest] FZG - TestA/8.3/90 (ISO 14635-1) 12
MrK] 13,500 43735

MrK.efi 13450713421  43.895/43.837
[dMMr.m] 23.944 90.069

[MdK] 26.943 87.470
[MdK.efi] 26.841/26.784  87.790/87.675
[MdR] 26.943 87.470
[MdR.efi] 26.841/26.784  87.790/87.675
[dk3A.ei] 26.841/26.784  87.790/87.675
[Md3R] 26.884 -0.000
[Md3R.efi] 26.783/26.727  -0.000/-0.000
fscl 1.928 1.553

[sc.efi] 1,876/ 1.846 1.483/ 1.443
[hal 1,559 0978

fsn] 1.930 1.553

[sn.efi] 1.876/ 1.846 1.483/ 1.443

[aControl.efi] 33.189/33.291

[tal 0.189/ 0.291
[dNFO.1] 21.781 91.995
[cFO.i] 0.145 0.064
[c0.(@Control)] 0055 0.045
[Pa.efi 0.013/ 0.013
[itw_Aa.efi] 0.008 /-0.008
[rw.efi 0.304/ 0.176
[itwefi] 0.199/ 0.114
[in.efi] 0.191/ 0.108
[1Sys] 1.0063/0.5780
- Gear 1 ——— Gear 2 -
@) 6 6
[fptT] 7.00 7.50
[fpbT] 6.60 7.00
[Fpk/8T] 9.50 15.00
[ffaT] 5.50 6.50
[fHaT] 4.60 5.50
[FaT] 7.50 8.50
[ffBT] 7.00 750
[fHBT] 7.00 750
[FBT] 10.00 11.00
[FpT] 20.00 26.00
[FrT] 16.00 21,00
[FisT] 34.00 41,00
[fisT] 14.00 15.00
[FidT] 21.00 26.00
[fidT] 5.00 5.00

FidT (Fi"), fidT (fi") according to ISO 1328:1997 calculated with the geometric mean values for mn and d

Axis alignment tolerances (recommendation acc. to ISO TR 10064-3:1996, Quality)

Maximum value for deviation error of axis (um)
Maximum value for inclination error of axes (um)

1115

6
181 130 (FB= 11.00
] 22.59

)

Multiple meshing factor
Relative structural factor, scuffing
Thermal contact factor (N/mm/s?.5/K)
Relevant tip relief (um)
Optimal tip relief (um)
Ca taken as optimal in the calculation (0=no, 1=yes)
Effective facewidth (mm)

pplicable ci i idth (N/mm)
KBy = 1.000, wBt*KBy =  293.856
Angle factor

el: 131,62 0357

Flash temperature-criteria
Lubricant factor
Tooth mass temperature (°C)
6Mi = Boil + X8*0.47*Xmp*6fim

Average flash temperature  (°C)
Scuffing temperature (°C)
r (point of highest

[FA]= 0310 [FE}= 1139
Highest contact temp. (°C)
Flash factor (°K*NA-.75*sA.5*mA-.5*mm)
Approach factor
Load sharing factor
Dynamic viscosity (mPa*s)
Coefficient of friction

Integral temperature-criteria
Lubricant factor
Tooth mass temperature (°C)
BMC = Boil + XS*0.70*0flaint
Mean flash temperature ~ (°C)
Integral scuffing temperature (°C)
Flash factor (°K*NA-.75*s*.5*m*-.5*mm)
Running-in factor, well run in
Contact ratio factor
Dynamic viscosity (mPa’s)
Mean coefficient of friction
Geometry factor
Meshing factor
Tip relief factor
Integral tooth flank temperature (°C)

Measurements for tooth thickness

Tooth thickness tolerance
Tooth thickness allowance (normal section) (mm)

Number of teeth spanned
For internal toothing: k = measurement gap number
Base tangent length (no backlash) (mm)
Base tangent length with allowance (mm)
(mm)
Diameter of measuring circle (mm)

Theoretical diameter of balljpin (mm)
Effective diameter of ball/pin (mm)
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Modifying and defining the tooth form

Profile and tooth trace modific:
Symmetric (both flanks)
- flankline crowning
b = 10.000 pm
rerown=2888mm

ions for gear

Data for the tooth form calculation :
Data not available.

Please run the calculation in the "Tooth form" tab and open the main report again.

Supplementary data

Maximal possible center distance (eps_a=1.0)
Mass (g)
Total mass (g)
Moment of inertia for system, relative to the input:
calculation without consideration of the exact tooth shape
Single gears, (da+df)/2...di (kg*m?)
System (da+df)i2...di (kg'm?)
Torsional stiffness at driving gear with fixed driven gear:
Torsional stiffness (MNm/rad)
Torsion when subjected to nominal torque (°)
Mean coefficient of friction (as defined in Niemann)
Wear sliding coef. by Niemann
Loss factor
Gear power loss (kW)
Meshing efficiency (%)

XL
[emi]

efim]
[6s]
(]

[6B]
[XM]
[xJ]
[Xr]
[nM]
[um]

[XL]
[6MC]

[Oftaint]
[0sint]
Xm]
[XE]
[Xel
[noil
[l
[XBE]
xQ]
[XCa]
8int]

[As.efi]

[

[Wk]
[Wk.efi]
[AWk.efi]
[dMWk.m]

[OM]
[DMeff]

[aMAX]
[m]
[mGes]

Sound pressure level according to Masuda, without contact analysis

Service life, damage

Calculation with load spectrum
Required safety for tooth root
Required safety for tooth flank

Service life (calculated with required safeties);
System service life (h)

Tooth root service life ()
Tooth flank service life (h)

Damage calculated on the basis of the required service life
No. F1% F2% H1% H2%

1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
3 71.7363 34.6503 1.2122 0.3098
4 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
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[dB(A)]

[SFmin]

[SHmin]

[Hat]

[HFatt]
[HHatt]

[H] (1000.0

1.000
1.000
13.780
2.00
15.61

14.800
293.856

0.939

KISSsoft

13.780

2.00

cemeeee GG 1 seoreees Gear2

h)

DIN 3967 cd25
-0.054 /-0.084

4.000
10.993
10.942/10.914
-0.051/-0.079
24.218

1.947
2,000

3.137e-06

DIN 3967 cd25
-0.070/-0.110

11.000
32274
32.340/32.378
-0.066/-0.103
90.551

1.663
1.750

KiISSsoft

0.0003723

2.745e-05

0.035

1.20
0.90

1394

1394 2886

8.25e+04

3.228e+05
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I 717363 34.6503 1.2122 0.3098 - Details of calculation method:
¢y according to Method B

Damage calculated on basis of system service life [Hatt] (1394.0 h) Kv according to Method B

No.  F1% F2% H1% H2% KHB and KFB according to Method C

1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 fma according to Equation 64, fsh according to 57/58, Fx according to 52/53/54

2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 KHa, KFa according to Method B

3 1000000  48.3023 1.6897 0.4318 - The logarithmically interpolated value taken from the values for the fatigue strength and the static strength, based on the number of load

4 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 cycles, is used for coefficients ZL, ZV, ZR, ZW, ZX, YdrelT, YRrelT and YX..

z 100.0000 48.3023 1.6897 0.4318

Damage calculated on basis of individual service life HFatt & HHatt
HFatt1 HFatt2 HHatt1 HHatt2

(h) 1394 2886 8.25e+04 3.228e+05
No. F1% F2% H1% H2%
1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
3 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

z 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

Most critical duty cycle elements for Scoring (SB, Sint), Tooth Flank Fracture (SFF), hardened layer (SEHT) and Micropitting (Slam)

sB: 3
Sint: 4
factor ing to 1SO 6336-6, Annex A.3
(The slope of the S-N curve (Woehler lines) in the range of endurance limit according to ISO 6336-6, Table A.1 is used.)
Gear p Teq KA
1 Tooth root 8.738 27.8 KAF 1 | 1.000
1 Tooth flank 6.611 27.8 KAH 1 | 1.000
2 Tooth root 8.738 108.8 KAF 2 | 1000
2 Tooth flank 6.611 89.5 KAH 2 | 0823
Application factor, ISO 6336-6 A.3 [KAmax] 1.000

[KA,Fmax / KA,Hmax] 1.000 /1.000
Note: If an application factor is entered, the indicated values for KA come with
1.500 zu multiplizieren!

Classification according to F.E.M., Edition 1.001, 1998

Spectrum factor [km] 0.432
SPSC"“T class ) 8] 3 Tolerance field for tooth form calculation

Application class, predefined service lfe m 3 - Diameter: Mean value, Tooth thickness: Mean value
Machine class, predefined service life ™) 4 dat = 26.0375 mm, df1 = 21.2984 mm, As1 = -0.0690 mm
Application class, achievable service life m 3 da2 = 88.0301 mm, df2 = 92.7949 mm, As2 = -0.0900 mm
Machine class, achievable service life M] 4

Remarks: Figure: Tooth system

- Specifications with  [.e/i] imply: Maximum [e] and minimum value i} for
Taking all tolerances into account
Specifications with ~ [.m] imply: Mean value within tolerance
- Forthe backlash tolerance, the center distance tolerances and the tooth thickness allowance
are taken into account.
The maximum and minimum clearance according to
the largest or smallest allowances are defined..
The calculation is performed for the operating pitch circle.

13/15 14/15
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End of Report lines: 745
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KISSsoft - student license (not for commercial use)
File

Name M1_GearPair2_V01
Changed by: Formula Electric_2 on: 05.05.2021 at: 21:49:07

mportant hint: At least one warning has occurred during the calculation:

1-> Calculation for load spectra:
The application factor should be set to 1.0!

2-> Load spectrum with negative torque:
In the transition from + to - torque the tooth is submited to alternating bending stress.
This transition should be considered with an additional duty cycle element with an alternating bending factor (mean stress influence factor,

Consult the manual for more information.
(Element no. 4)

Load spectrum with negative load bins:
The working flank changes from right flank to left flank or vice versa.

These bins can be neglected when calculating the damage.
See the corresponding inputs in ‘Details’ of tab ‘Rating’.

Calculation of a spur-toothed cylindrical gear pair

Drawing or article number:

Gear 1: 0.000.0
Gear 2: 0.000.0
Load spectrum

Own Input

Number of bins in the load spectrum: 4
Reference gear: Gear 1
Application factor, KA:

1.50

Bin Frequency Power  Speed |Torque | Coefficients
No. *kw] [Vmin] | [Nm] L
[%]
1 450000 | 7.1862 | 4183, | 164020 |1.056 1.251 1.208 1.017 [1.000 1.000 1.000
8
2 180000 & 93176 | 5927. = 15.0120 |1.084 1271 |1.224 |1.030 |1.000 1.000 | 1.000
1

3 28.0000 9.1349 3137. 27.8000 1.030 1.130 1.108 |1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000
8

4 9.0000 -8.5259 4183.  -19.4600 1.050 '1.204 1.170 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
8

Numbers of load cycles
Bin | Frequency Load cycles, gear1 |Load cycles, gear 2

No. [ ]
115
Gear 1 direction of rotation: Counterclockwise

Tooth geometry and material

Geometry calculation according to 1SO 21771:2007

—----- Gear 1 - Gear 2 -
Center distance (mm) [al 33,000
Center distance tolerance 1SO 286:2010 Measure js7
Normal module (mm) [mn] 1.0000
Normal pressure angle (%) [an] 20.0000
Helix angle at reference circle (°) B] 0.0000
Number of teeth 21 23 -90
Facewidth (mm) bl 15.20 14.80
Hand of gear Spur gear
Accuracy grade [Q-1SO 1328:1995] 6 6
Inner diameter (mm) [di] 15.00
External diameter (mm) [di] 99.80
Inner diameter of gear rim (mm) [dbi] 0.00
Outer diameter of gear rim (mm) [dbi] 0.00
Material
Gear 1
42 CrMo 4 (2), Through hardened steel, flame/ind. hardened
I1SO 6336-5 Figure 11/12 (MQ) Flank & root hardened
Gear2
42 CrMo 4 (2), Through hardened steel, flame/ind. hardened
ISO 6336-5 Figure 11/12 (MQ) Flank & root hardened

—----- Gear 1 -——- Gear 2 -
Surface hardness HRC 56 HRC 56
Material treatment according to ISO 6336:2006 Normal, life factors ZNT and YNT >=0.85
Fatigue strength. tooth root stress (N/mm?) [oFlim] 370.00 370.00
Fatigue strength for Hertzian pressure (N/mm?) [oHIim] 1220.00 1220.00
Tensile strength (N/mm?) [08B] 1100.00 1100.00
Yield point (N/mm?) (o8] 900.00 900.00
‘Young's modulus (N/mm?) [E] 206000 206000
Poisson’s ratio Y] 0.300 0.300
Roughness average value DS, flank (um) [RAH] 0.60 0.60
Roughness average value DS, root (um) [RAF] 3.00 3.00
Mean roughness height, Rz, flank (um) [RZH] 4.80 4.80
Mean roughness height, Rz, root (um) [RZF] 20.00 20.00
Gear reference profile

1

Reference profile 1.25/0.38 /1.0 1SO 53:1998 Profil A
Dedendum coefficient [hfP?] 1.250
Root radius factor [pfP*] 0.380  (pfPmax‘= 0.472)
Addendum coefficient [haP*] 1.000
Tip radius factor [paP*] 0.000
Protuberance height coefficient [hprP*] 0.000
Protuberance angle [aprP] 0.000
Tip form height coefficient [hFaP*] 0.000
Ramp angle [akP) 0.000

not topping
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(%]

1 45.00000 112962600 28868220

2 18.00000 64012140 16358658

3 28.00000 52715880 13471836

4 9.00000 22592520 5773644

sum 1 252283140 64472358
00.0000

Notice:

- Tooth flank with load spectrum: Consider all negative load spectrum bins as positive
- Tooth root with load spectrum: Consider all negative load spectrum bins as positive

S-N curve (Woshler line) in the long life domain according: according to standard

Notice:

Calculation-method according to:

- 1S0 6336-6 / DIN3990-6

During the calculation all the load factors (ISO 6336/DIN 3990: Kv, KHB, KFB; AGMA 2001: Kv, Km, ..)
for each load spectrum bin are calculated separately.

Notice:

Calculation with methods ISO 6336 and AGMA 2001 results in a reduction of resistance in the domain of fatigue resistance (from circa 107 to
10%0 cycles).

The lifetime calculation takes this into account (also with the S-N curve (Woehler Curve) of the Miner type).

Results
Calculation for load spectra:

The application factor should be set to 1.0!

Safeties, calculated with load spectrum:
Root safety 1.039 1.055
Flank safety 0.838 0.934

Safeties against scuffing/micropitting/EHT/TFF are indicated for the most critical element of the load spectrum:

Safety against scuffing (integral temperature) 3.976
Safety against scuffing (flash temperature) 10.382
Analysis of critical elements in load spectrum: See section 10

Only as information: Calculation with reference power

Calculation method 1SO 6336:2006 (replaced)

- Gear 1 e Gear 2
Power (kW) Pl 20.300
Speed (1/min) In] 6973.0 1782.0
Torque (Nm) m 27.8 108.8
Application factor [KA] 1.50
Required service life (h) H 1000.00
Gear driving (+) / driven (-) + -
Working flank gear 1: Right flank
2/15
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Gear reference profile

2

Reference profile 1.25/0.38/1.0 ISO 53:1998 Profil A
Dedendum coefficient [hfP*] 1.250
Root radius factor [ofP] 0.380  (pfPmax*= 0.472)
Addendum coefficient [haP*] 1.000
Tip radius factor [paP*] 0.000
Protuberance height coefficient [hprP*] 0.000
Protuberance angle [aprP] 0.000
Tip form height coefficient [hFaP*] 0.000
Ramp angle [aKP] 0.000

not topping
Information on final machining
Dedendum reference profile [hfP*] 1.250 1.250
Tooth root radius Refer. profile [pfP?] 0.380 0.380
Addendum Reference profile [haP*] 1.000 1.000
Protuberance height coefficient [hprP*] 0.000 0.000
Protuberance angle (°) [aprP] 0.000 0.000
Tip form height coeficient [hFaP*] 0.000 0.000
Ramp angle (°) [aKP] 0.000 0.000
Type of profile modification: none (only running-in)
Tip relief by running in (um) [CaL/R] 34 /34 34 /34
Lubrication type Oil bath lubrication
Type of oil ISO-VG 220
Lubricant base Mineral-oil base
Oil nominal kinematic viscosity at 40°C (mm?/s) [v40] 220.00
Oil nominal kinematic viscosity at 100°C (mm?/s) [v100] 17.50
Specific density at 15°C (kg/dm?) Iol 0.895
Qil temperature (°C) [Ts] 70.000
Gear pair
Overall transmission ratio [itot] 3.913
Gear ratio [l 3913
Transverse module (mm) [mt] 1.000
Transverse pressure angle (°) [at] 20,000
Working pressure angle (°) [awt] 17.459

[awt.efi] 17.390/ 17.528
Working pressure angle at normal section (°) [awn] 17.459
Helix angle at operating pitch circle (°) [Bw] 0.000
Base helix angle (°) [Bb] 0.000
Reference center distance (mm) [ad] 33.500
Pitch on reference circle (mm) [ptl 3.142
Base pitch (mm) [pbt] 2.952
Transverse pitch on contact-path (mm) [pet] 2952
Sum of profile shift coefficients [2xi] 0.4702
Transverse contact ratio [ea] 1.668
Transverse contact ratio with allowances [ea.e/m/i] 1.703 / 1.675/ 1.647
Overlap ratio [£B] 0.000
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Total contact ratio
Total contact ratio with allowances

Length of path of contact (mm)

Length T1-A (mm)
Length T1-B (mm)
Length T1-C (mm)
Length T1-D (mm)
Length T1-E (mm)

Length T2-A (mm)
Length T2-B (mm)
Length T2-C (mm)
Length T2-D (mm)
Length T2-E (mm)

Length T1-T2 (mm)

Minimal length of contact line (mm)

Gear 1

Profile shift coefficient
Tooth thickness, arc, in module

Tip alteration (mm)
Reference diameter (mm)
Base diameter (mm)
Tip diameter (mm)
(mm)
Tip diameter allowances (mm)
Tip form diameter (mm)
(mm)
Root diameter (mm)
Generating Profile shift coefficient
Generated root diameter with xE (mm)
Root form diameter (mm)
(mm)
Internal toothing: Calculation dFf with pinion type cutter (20=
25
Involute length (mm)
Addendum, my(hap*+x+K) (mm)

(mm)
Dedendum (mm)
(mm)
Tooth height (mm)
Virtual gear o, of teeth
Normal tooth thickness at tip circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal tooth thickness at tip form circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal space width at root circle (mm)
(mm)

Gear 2

Profile shift coefficient
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Gear specific pair data Gear pair 1, Gear 2

Operating pitch diameter (mm)
(mm)

Active tip diameter (mm)

(mm)
Theoretical tip clearance (mm)
Effective tip clearance (mm)
Active root diameter (mm)

(mm)
Reserve (dNf-dFf)/2 (mm)
Max. sliding velocity at tip (m/s)
Specific sliding at the tip
Speific sliding at the root
Mean specific sliding
Sliding factor on tip
Sliding fator on root

Roll angle at dFa (*)
Roll angle to dNa (*)

Roll angle to dNf (*)

Roll angle at dFf ()

Diameter of single contact point B (mm)
Diameter of single contact point D (mm)
Addendum contact ratio

General influence factors

Norminal circum. force at pitch circle (N)
Axial force (N)

Radial force (N)

Normal force (N)

Nominal circumferential force per mm (N/mm)

Only as information: Forces at operating pitch circle:
Nominal circumferential force (N)

Axial force (N)

Radial force (N)

Circumferential speed reference circle (m/s)
Circumferential speed operating pitch circle (m/s)

Running-in value (um)
Running-in value (um)
Correction factor
Gear blank factor
Basic rack factor
Material coefficient

Singular tooth stiffness (N/mm/um)
Meshing stiffness (N/mm/ym)

Meshing stiffness (N/mm/ym)
Reduced mass (kg/mm)

Resonance speed (min-1)

Resonance ratio (-)

Subcritical range

Running-in value (um)

Bearing distance | of pinion shaft (mm)
Distance s
Outside diameter of pinion shaft (mm)

of pinion shaft (mm)

715

[ev] 1.668
[ev.e/mii] 1703 / 1675/
[ga, efi] 4.924( 5029/
[T1A] 2345( 2241/
[T18] 4317( 4317/
[mc) 3399 ( 3413/
[T1D) 5298 ( 5.193/
[TE] 7.269( 7.269/
[T2A] 12.246 ( 12.183/
[T28] 14.218 ( 14.260 /
[r2c) 13.300 ( 13.356 /
[T2D] 15.199 ( 15.135/
[T2E] 17470 ( 17212/
[m172] 9.901( 9.943/
[Lmin] 14.800

o] 0.4940

[sn’] 1.9304

[k*mn] 0.030

[d] 23.000

[db] 21,613

[da] 26.048

[da.efi] 26,048 / 26.027

[Ada.efi 0.000/ -0.021

[dFa] 26.048

[dFa.efi 26,048/ 26.027
[dn 21.488

[E.efi] 0.4198/ 0.3786
[df.efi] 21340/ 21.257
[dF] 22,163

[dFf.ef] 22071/ 22.024

2.166
1.524
¥ 1524/ 1514

[hf=mn*(hfP*-x)] 0.756
[hf.ef] 0830/ 0.871
0] 2280
[zn] 23.000
[san] 0477
[san.efi] 0429/ 0382
[sFan] 0477
[sFan.efi] 0429/ 0382
efn] 0.000
fefn.efi] 0.000/  0.000
) -0.0238
[dw] 88.657
[dw.efi 88.690/ 88.623
[dNa] 88.048
[dNa.efi 88.048/ 88.013
el 0.280
[e.efi] 0408/ 0324
[dNf] 91.279
[dNF.efi] 91.310/ 91.233
[cF.efi] 0505/  0.407
[vgal 0573
[cal 0.251
] -0.657
fgml 0.365
[Kgal 0.069
[Kgf] -0.254
[dFa.el] 16.508/ 16.593
[gdNa.efi] 16.508/ 16.593
[gdNf.efi] 23.183/ 23.321
[gdFf.efi] 24.748/ 24.951
[d-8] 89.225 ( 89.252/
[d-D] 89.869 ( 89.827/
0] 0357 ( 0.397/

- Gear 1 ——— Gear 2 -
[Ft) 2417.4
[Fal 0.0
[Fr] 879.9
[Fnorm] 25725
Wl 163.34
[Ftw] 2454.0
[Faw] 0.0
[Frw] 7718
™ 8.40
[v(dw)l 8.27
[yl 0.5
v 0.5
[cM) 0.800
[CR] 1.000
[cBS] 0975
[E/Est] 1.000
] 15.698
feval 23561
[cvBl 20.027
[mRed] 000157
[E] 50859
N 0.137
Iyal 05
n 30.400
sl 3.040
[dsh] 15.200

KiISSsoft

1.647
4.863 )

2.387)
4.298)
3.384)
5.339)
7.251)

12.246 )
14.158)
13.244 )
15.199)
17.110)

2.859)

KISSsoft

89.187)
89.869 )
0.338)

Tooth thickness, arc, in module

Tip alteration (mm)
Reference diameter (mm)
Base diameter (mm)
Tip diameter (mm)
(mm)

Tip diameter allowances (mm)
Tip form diameter (mm)

(mm)
Root diameter (mm)
Generating Profile shift coefficient
Generated root diameter with xE (mm)
Root form diameter (mm)

(mm)
Internal toothing: Calculation dFf with pinion type cutter (0=

29

Involute length (mm)
Addendum, my(hes*+x+k) (mm)

(mm)
Dedendum (mm)
(mm)
Tooth height (mm)
Virtual gear  no. of teeth
Normal tooth thickness at tip circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal tooth thickness at tip form circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal space width at root circle (mm)
(mm)

Gear specific pair data Gear pair 1, Gear 1

Operating pitch diameter (mm)
(mm)

Active tip diameter (mm)

(mm)
Theoretical tip clearance (mm)
Effective tip clearance (mm)
Active root diameter (mm)

(mm)
Reserve (dNf-dFf)/2 (mm)
Max. sliding velocity at tip (m/s)
Specific sliding at the tip
Specific sliding at the root
Mean specific sliding
Sliding factor on tip
Sliding factor on root

Roll angle at dFa (°)

Roll angle to dNa (°)

Roll angle to dNFf ()

Roll angle at dFf (*)

Diameter of single contact point B (mm)
Diameter of single contact point D (mm)
Addendum contact ratio
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Load in accordance with Figure 13, ISO 6336-1:2006
0:a), 1:b), 2:c), 3:d), 4:6)
Coefficient K' according to Figure 13, ISO 6336-1:2006
Without stiffening
Tooth trace deviation (active) (um)
from deformation of shaft (um)
fsh(um)= 1.29 ,B1=1.00 ,fHB5 (um)= 5.50
Tooth without tooth trace modification
Position of contact pattern:
from production tolerances (um)
B2=
1.00
Tooth trace deviation, theoretical (um)
Running-in value (um)

Dynamic factor

Face load factor - flank
- Tooth root
- Scuffing

Transverse load factor - flank
- Tooth root
- Scuffing

Tooth root load capacity

Calculation of Tooth form coefficients according method: B
Internal toothing:

Interal toothing:
0.380

Calculated with generating profile shift coefficient
Tooth form factor

Stress correction factor

Load application angle (°)

Load application diameter (mm)

Bending moment arm (mm)

Tooth thickness at root (mm)

Tooth root radius (mm)

Bending moment arm (-)

Tooth thickness at root (-)

Tooth root radius (-)

Calculation cross section diameter (mm)
Tangents on calculation cross section (°)
Notch parameter

Helix angle factor

Deep tooth factor

Gear rim thickness (mm)

Gear rim factor

Effective facewidth (mm)

Nominal stress at tooth root (N/mm?)
Tooth root stress (N/mm)
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[sn*] 1.5535
[k*mn] 0.000
[d] 90.000
[db] 84572
[da] 88.048
[da.efi] 88.048 / 88.013
[Ada.efi] 0.000/ -0.035
[dFa] 88.048
[dFa.efi] 88.048 / 88.013
[df 92.548
[xE.efi] -0.1200/ -0.1749
[df.efi] 92.850/ 92.740
[dFf] 91.910
[dFf.efi] 92.244 | 92.124
L x0=0.000)
[I_dFa-I_dFf] 2,055
[ha] 0.976
[ha.efi] 0.994/ 0976
[hf=mn*(hiP*x)] 1.274
[hf.efi] 1370/ 1.425
(] 2.250
[zn] 90.000
[san] 0.887
[san.eli] 0.818/ 0.768
[sFan] 0.887
[sFan.eli] 0.818/ 0.768
[efn] 0.586
[efn.efi] 0.574/ 0.566
[dw] 22.657
[dw.efi] 22648/ 22.665
[dNa] 26.048
[dNa.efi] 26.048/ 26.027
[a 0.250
[c.eli] 0.424/ 0.333
[dNf] 22.116
[dNf.efi] 22134/ 22.073
[cF.efi] 0.055/ 0.001
[vga] 2.104
[¢al 0.396
&} -0.334
¢m) 0.365
[Kga] 0.254
K] -0.069
[édFa.efi] 38.543/ 38.443
[€dNa.eli] 38.543/ 38.443
[gdNf.efi] 12,657/ 11.881
[EdFf.efi] 11.861/ 11.222
[d-B] 23.274 ( 23.274/ 23.260)
[d-D] 24.070 ( 23.979/ 24.107 )
(€] 1.311( 1.306/ 1.310)
KiISSsoft
8] 4
K] -1.00
[FBy] 3.22
[fsh*B1] 1.29
favorable

[fma*B2] 10.26
[FBx] 3.79
[yB] 0.57
[Kv] 1.068
[KHB] 1.123
[KFB] 1.103
[KBB] 1.123
[KHa] 1.000
[KFa] 1.000
[KBa] 1.000

Calculation of pF and sFn according to

1SO 6336-3:2007-04-01
Calculation of YF, YS with pinion type cutter, z0=

29 ,x0= 0.000,paP0*=
- Gear 1 - Gear2--
[xE.€] 04198 -0.1200
Gl 113 116
[vs] 2.29 2.20
[aFen] 22,56 19.36
[der] 24070 -89.225
[hF] 0.92 1.46
[sFn] 2.19 275
[pF1 0.44 0.50
[hF/mn] 0.921 1.464
[sFn/mn] 2.191 2753
[pF/mn] 0.440 0.496
[der] 21672 -92.607
[osr] 30.000 60.000
la:] 2490 2774
[YBl 1.000
[vo1 1.000
[s1] 3.13 3.48
[vB] 1.00 1.00
[beff] 15.20 14.80
[oFO] 412.91 419.31
[oF] 729.37 740.68



Permissible bending stress at root of Test-gear
Notch sensitivity factor

Surface factor

Size factor, tooth root

Finite life factor

Yo" Yaur Yo Y Yar

Alternating bending factor, mean stress influence coefficient

Technology factor

KiISSsoft

Coefficient for surface factor like for shot peening: The standard gives no applicable information about this..

Stress correction factor

Yst*oFlim (N/mm?)

Permissible tooth root stress cFG/SFmin (N/mm?)
Limit strength tooth root (N/mm2)

Required safety

Flank safety

Zone factor

Elasticity factor (VN/mm?)

Contact ratio factor

Helix angle factor

Effective facewidth (mm)

Nominal contact stress (N/mm?)

Contact stress at operating pitch circle (N/mm?)
Single tooth contact factor

Contact stress (N/mm?)

Lubrication factor for NL

Speed factor for NL

Roughness factor for NL
Material hardening factor for NL
Finite life factor

Limited pitting is permitted: No
Size factor (flank)

Permissible contact stress, GHG/SHmin (N/mm?)

Pitting stress limit (N/mm)

Required safety

Micropitting according to

[YdrelT] 1.000 1.003
[YRrelT] 0.957 0.957
vx1 1.000 1.000
[YNT] 0.906 0.931
0.867 0.893
ym 1.000 1.000
[\l 1.100 1.100
[vst 2.00
[oFE] 740.00 740.00
[oFP) 587.80 605.68
[oFG] 705.36 726.81
[SFmin] 1.20 1.20
- Gear 1 —— Gear 2 -
[zH) 2.684
1zE] 189.812
1ze] 0.882
128l 1.000
[beff] 14.80
[oHO] 1032.60
[oHw] 1385.03
[zB.ZD] 1.00 1.00
[oHB, oHD] 1385.03 138503
[z 1.020 1.020
zZv1 0.995 0.995
1ZR] 0.943 0.943
[zw) 1.000 1.000
[ZNT] 0.937 0977
[ZL'ZV'ZR*ZNT) 0.897 0.935
zx1 1.000 1.000
[oHP] 121596 1267.93
[oHG] 109436 1141.13
[SHmin] 0.90 0.90
1SOITS 6336-22:2018

Calculation has not been carried out, lubricant: Load stage micropitting test not known

Scuffing load capacity
Calculation method according to

Helical load factor for scuffing
Lubrication coefficient for lubrication type
Scuffing test and load stage

915

Radial single-ball measurement backlash free (mm)
Radial single-ball measurement (mm)

Diameter of measuring circle (mm)

Diametral measurement over two balls without clearance (mm)
Diametral two ball measure (mm)

Diametral measurement over pins without clearance (mm)
Measurement over pins according to DIN 3960 (mm)
Measurement over 3 pins, axial, according to AGMA 2002 (mm)

Dimensions over 3 pins without clearance (mm)
Measurement over 3 pins with allowance (mm)

Chordal tooth thickness (no backlash) (mm)
Normal chordal tooth thickness with allowance (mm)
Reference chordal height from da.m (mm)
Tooth thickness, arc (mm)
(mm)

Backlash free center distance (mm)
Backlash free center distance, allowances (mm)
dNL.i with aControl (mm)

Reserve (GNf0.i-dFf.e)2 (mm)

Tip clearance (mm)

Center distance allowances (mm)

Circumferential backlash from Aa (mm)

Radial backlash (mm)

Circumferential backlash (transverse section) (mm)
Normal backlash (mm)

Torsional angle on input with output fixed:

Total torsional angle ()

Toothing tolerances

According to ISO 1328-1:1995, ISO 1328-2:1997
Accuracy grade

Single pitch deviation (um)

Base circle pitch deviation (um)

Sector pitch deviation over k/8 pitches (um)
Profile form deviation (um)

Profile slope deviation (um)

Total profile deviation (um)

Helix form deviation (um)

Helix slope deviation (um)

Total helix deviation (um)

Total cumulative pitch deviation (um)

Runout (um)

Single flank composite, total (um)

Single flank composite, tooth-to-tooth (um)
Radial composite, total (um)

Radial composite, tooth-to-tooth (pm)

ISO/TS 6336-20/21:2017

[KBy] 1.000
xs] 1.000
[FZGtest] FZG - Test A/ 8.3 /90 (ISO 14635 - 1) 12
KiISSsoft
[MrK] 13.500 43.735
[MrK.efi] 13.450/ 13.421 43.895/43.837
[dMMr.m] 23.944 90.069
[MdK] 26.943 87.470
[MdK.efi] 26.841/26.784 87.790/ 87.675
[MdR] 26.943 87.470
[MdR.e/i] 26.841/26.784 87.790/ 87.675
[dk3A.efi] 26.841/26.784 87.790/ 87.675
[Md3R] 26.884 -0.000
[Md3R.efi] 26.783/26.727 -0.000 / -0.000
[sc] 1.928 1.553
[sc.efi] 1.876/ 1.846 1.483/ 1.443
[ha] 1.559 0.978
[sn] 1.930 1.553
[sn.efi] 1.876/ 1.846 1.483/ 1.443

[aControl.efi] 33.189/33.291

tal 0.189/ 0.291
[dNFO.1] 21.781 91.995
[cFO.i] 0.145 0.064
[c0.(aControl)]  0.055 0.045
[Pa.efi 0.013/ 0.013
[itw_Aa.efi] 0.008 /-0.008
[irw.efi 0.304/ 0.176
[itwefi] 0.199/ 0.114
[in.efi] 0.191/ 0.108
[iSys] 1.0063/0.5780
- Gear 1 ——— Gear 2 -
@) 6 6
[fptT] 7.00 7.50
[fpbT] 6.60 7.00
[Fpk/8T] 9.50 15.00
[ffaT] 5.50 6.50
[fHaT] 4.60 5.50
[FaT] 7.50 8.50
[ffBT] 7.00 750
[HBT] 7.00 750
[FBT] 10.00 11.00
[FpT] 20.00 26.00
[FrT] 16.00 21.00
[FisT] 34.00 41,00
[fisT] 14.00 15.00
[FidT]) 21.00 26.00
[fidT] 5.00 5.00

FidT (Fi"), fidT (fi") according to ISO 1328:1997 calculated with the geometric mean values for mn and d

Axis alignment tolerances (recommendation acc. to ISO TR 10064-3:1996, Quality)

Maximum value for deviation error of axis (um)
Maximum value for inclination error of axes (um)

1115

6
181 130 (FB= 1.00 )
[fz5] 22.59

Multiple meshing factor [Xmp]

Relative structural factor, scuffing [XWrelT]

Thermal contact factor (N/mm/s?.5/K) [BM]

Relevant tip relief (um) [cal

Optimal tip relief (um) [Ceff]

Ca taken as optimal in the calculation (0=no, 1=yes)

Effective facewidth (mm) [beff]
pplicable ci i idth (N/mm) [wBt]

KBy = 1.000, wBt*KBy =  293.856

Angle factor [XaB]

e1: 1311, ¢e2: 0.357

Flash temperature-criteria

Lubricant factor XU
Tooth mass temperature (°C) [BMi]
6Mi = Boil + X8*0.47*Xmp*6fim
Average flash temperature  (°C) [6fim]
Scuffing temperature (°C) 8S]
r (point of highest n
[FA]= 0310 [FE}= 1139
Highest contact temp. (°C) (e8]
Flash factor (°K*NA-.75*sA.5*mA-.5*mm) XM]
Approach factor XJ]
Load sharing factor Xr]
Dynamic viscosity (mPa*s) M)
Coefficient of friction [l

Integral temperature-criteria

Lubricant factor X1
Tooth mass temperature (°C) [6MC]
BMC = Boil + XS*0.70°0flaint
Mean flash temperature ~ (°C) [Oftaint]
Integral scuffing temperature (°C) [0sint]
Flash factor (°K*NA-.75*s*.5*m*-.5*mm) xm]
Running-in factor, well run in IXE]
Contact ratio factor Xe]
Dynamic viscosity (mPa’s) [noil
Mean coefficient of friction [n)
Geometry factor [XBE]
Meshing factor xal
Tip relief factor [XCa]
Integral tooth flank temperature (°C) 8int]

Measurements for tooth thickness

Tooth thickness tolerance

Tooth thickness allowance (normal section) (mm) [As.efi
Number of teeth spanned Kl

For internal toothing: k = measurement gap number
Base tangent length (no backlash) (mm) [WK]
Base tangent length with allowance (mm) [Wk.efi]

(mm) [AWk.efi]

Diameter of measuring circle (mm) [dMWk.m]
Theoretical diameter of balljpin (mm) [DM]
Effective diameter of ball/pin (mm) [DMeff]
10/15

Modifying and defining the tooth form

Profile and tooth trace modific:
Symmetric (both flanks)
- flankline crowning
b = 10.000 pm
rerown=2888mm

ions for gear 1

Data for the tooth form calculation :

Calculation of Gear 1
Tooth form, Gear 1, Step 1: Automatic (final machining)
haP*=1.120, hfP*= 1.250, pfP*= 0.380

Calculation of Gear 2
Tooth form, Gear 2, Step 1: Automatic (final machining)

20= 29, x0=0.0000, da0= 31.505mm, a0=  -30.645 mm
haP0*= 1.253, paP0*= 0.380, hfPO*= 1.130, pfP0*= 0.000

Supplementary data

Maximal possible center distance (eps_a=1.0) [aMAX]
Mass (g) [m]
Total mass (g) [mGes]

Moment of inertia for system, relative to the input:
calculation without consideration of the exact tooth shape

Single gears, (da+df)/2...di (kg*m?) 9]
System (da+df)2...di (kg'm?) 0]
Torsional stiffness at driving gear with fixed driven gear:
Torsional stiffness (MNm/rad) [enl
Torsion when subjected to nominal torque (°) [cr]
Mean coefficient of friction (as defined in Niemann) [
Wear sliding coef. by Niemann 1wl
Loss factor [HV]
Gear power loss (kW) PVZ]
Meshing efficiency (%) [nz]
Sound pressure level according to Masuda, without contact analysis
[dB(A)]
Service life, damage
Calculation with load spectrum
Required safety for tooth root [SFmin]
Required safety for tooth flank [SHmin]
Service life (calculated with required safeties):
System service life (h) [Hatt]
Tooth root service life (h) [HFat]

12/15
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1.000
1.000
13.780 13.780
3.40 3.40
15.61

14.800
293.856

0.939

cemeeee GG 1 seoreees Gear2
DIN3967 cd25  DIN 3967 cd25
0.054/-0.084  -0.070 -0.110

4.000 11.000
10.993 32.274

10.942/10.914 32.340/32.378
-0.051/-0.079 -0.066/-0.103

24,218 90.551
1.947 1.663
2,000 1.750

KiISSsoft

3.137e-06  0.0003723
2.745e-05

0.035
0.045
0.093
0.609
0.120
0.225
98.890

68.4

1.20
0.90

30.081

30.08 104.1



Tooth flank service life (h)

Damage calculated on the basis of the required service life

No. F1% F2% H1% H2%

1 0.0000 0.0000 3.3589 0.8584
2 0.0000 0.0000 0.8209 0.2098
3 3324.4061 961.0388  237.4690 60.6865
4 0.0000 0.0000 4.0615 1.0380
I 3324.4061 961.0388  245.7104 62.7926

Damage calculated on basis of system service life

No. F1% F2% H1% H2%

1 0.0000 0.0000 0.1010 0.0258
2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0247 0.0063
3 100.0000 28.9086 7.1432 1.8255
4 0.0000 0.0000 0.1222 0.0312
z 100.0000 28.9086 7.3911 1.8888

[HHatt]

[H] (1000.0

[Hatt] (30.1

Damage calculated on basis of individual service life HFatt & HHatt
HFatt1 HFatt2 HHatt1 HHatt2

(h) 3008 104.1 407
No. F1% F2% H1%
1 0.00 0.00 1.37
2 0.00 0.00 033
3 100.00 100.00 96.65
4 0.00 0.00 1.65

1593

H2%
1.37
0.33
96.65
1.65

z 100.00 100.00 100.00

100.00

407

h)

h)

1593
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Most critical duty cycle elements for Scoring (SB, Sint), Tooth Flank Fracture (SFF), hardened layer (SEHT) and Micropitting (Slam)

Remarks:

- Specifications with  [.e/i] imply: Maximum [e] and minimum value [i] for
Taking all tolerances into account
Specifications with  [.m] imply: Mean value within tolerance

- For the backlash tolerance, the center distance tolerances and the tooth thickness allowance

are taken into account.

The maximum and minimum clearance according to

the largest or smallest allowances are defined..

The calculation is performed for the operating pitch circle.

Details of calculation method:

oy according to Method B

Kv according to Method B

KHB and KFB according to Method C

fma according to Equation 64, fsh according to 57/58, FBx according to 52/53/54

KHa, KFa according to Method B

cycles, is used for coefficients ZL, ZV, ZR, ZW, ZX, YdrelT, YRrelT and YX..

sB: 3
Sint: 4
factor ing to 1SO 6336-6, Annex A.3

(The slope of the S-N curve (Woehler lines) in the range of limit according to ISO 6336-6, Table A.1 is used.)
Gear p Teq KA

1 Tooth root 8.738 27.8 KAF 1 | 1.000
1 Tooth flank 6.611 27.8 KAH 1 | 1000

2 Tooth root 8.738 108.8 KAF 2 | 1000

2 Tooth flank 6.611 89.5 KAH 2 | 0823
Application factor, ISO 6336-6 A.3 [KAmax] 1.000

[KA,Fmax / KA Hmax] ~ 1.000 /1.000

Note: If an application factor is entered, the indicated values for KA come with

Classification according to F.E.M., Edition 1.001, 1998

1500 zu multiplizieren!

Spectrum factor [km] 0432
Spectrum class [0 3

Application class, predefined service life m 3

Machine class, predefined service life ™ 4

Application class, achievable service life m 0

Machine class, achievable service life ™ 1
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Figure: Tooth system

End of Report lines: 754
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Tolerance field for tooth form calculation

- Diameter: Mean value, Tooth thickness: Mean value
da1=26.0375 mm, df1 = 21.2984 mm, As1 = -0.0690 mm
da2 = 88.0301 mm, df2 = 92.7949 mm, As2 = -0.0900 mm
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The logarithmically interpolated value taken from the values for the fatigue strength and the static strength, based on the number of load



KISSsoft calculation report: Planet 16MnCr5, Ring
42CrMo4
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KISSsoft Release 2020 A.1

KISSsoft - student license (not for commercial use)
File

Name M1_GearPair2_V01
Changed by: Formula Electric_2 on: 05.05.2021 at: 22:00:41

mportant hint: At least one warning has occurred during the calculation:

1-> Calculation for load spectra:
The application factor should be set to 1.0!

2-> Load spectrum with negative torque:
In the transition from + to - torque the tooth is submited to alternating bending stress.
This transition should be considered with an additional duty cycle element with an alternating bending factor (mean stress influence factor,

Consult the manual for more information.
(Element no. 4)

Load spectrum with negative load bins:
The working flank changes from right flank to left flank or vice versa.

These bins can be neglected when calculating the damage.
See the corresponding inputs in ‘Details’ of tab ‘Rating’.

Calculation of a spur-toothed cylindrical gear pair

Drawing or article number:

Gear 1: 0.000.0
Gear 2: 0.000.0
Load spectrum

Own Input

Number of bins in the load spectrum: 4
Reference gear: Gear 1
Application factor, KA:

1.50

Bin Frequency Power  Speed |Torque | Coefficients
No. *kw] [Vmin] | [Nm] L
[%]
1 450000 | 7.1862 | 4183, | 164020 |1.056 1.251 1.208 1.017 [1.000 1.000 1.000
8
2 180000 & 93176 | 5927. = 15.0120 |1.084 1271 |1.224 |1.030 |1.000 1.000 | 1.000
1

3 28.0000 9.1349 3137. 27.8000 1.030 1.130 1.108 |1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000
8

4 9.0000 -8.5259 4183.  -19.4600 1.050 '1.204 1.170 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
8

Numbers of load cycles
Bin | Frequency Load cycles, gear1 |Load cycles, gear 2

No. [ ]
115
Gear 1 direction of rotation: Counterclockwise

Tooth geometry and material

Geometry calculation according to 1SO 21771:2007

—----- Gear 1 - Gear 2 -
Center distance (mm) [al 33,000
Center distance tolerance 1SO 286:2010 Measure js7
Normal module (mm) [mn] 1.0000
Normal pressure angle (%) [an] 20.0000
Helix angle at reference circle (°) B] 0.0000
Number of teeth 21 23 -90
Facewidth (mm) bl 15.20 14.80
Hand of gear Spur gear
Accuracy grade [Q-1SO 1328:1995] 6 6
Inner diameter (mm) [di] 15.00
External diameter (mm) [di] 99.80
Inner diameter of gear rim (mm) [dbi] 0.00
Outer diameter of gear rim (mm) [dbi] 0.00
Material
Gear 1
16 MnCr 5 (1), Case-carburized steel, case-hardened
1SO 6336-5 Figure 9/10 (MQ), Core hardness >=25HRC Jominy J=12mm<HRC28
Gear2
42 CrMo 4 (2), Through hardened steel, flame/ind. hardened
ISO 6336-5 Figure 11/12 (MQ) Flank & root hardened

—----- Gear 1 -——- Gear 2 -
Surface hardness HRC 59 HRC 56
Material treatment according to ISO 6336:2006 Normal, life factors ZNT and YNT >=0.85
Fatigue strength. tooth root stress (N/mm?) [oFlim] 430.00 370.00
Fatigue strength for Hertzian pressure (N/mm?) [oHIim] 1500.00 1220.00
Tensile strength (N/mm?) [08B] 1000.00 1100.00
Yield point (N/mm?) (o8] 695.00 900.00
‘Young's modulus (N/mm?) [E] 206000 206000
Poisson’s ratio Y] 0.300 0.300
Roughness average value DS, flank (um) [RAH] 0.60 0.60
Roughness average value DS, root (um) [RAF] 3.00 3.00
Mean roughness height, Rz, flank (um) [RZH] 4.80 4.80
Mean roughness height, Rz, root (um) [RZF] 20.00 20.00
Gear reference profile

1

Reference profile 1.25/0.38 /1.0 1SO 53:1998 Profil A
Dedendum coefficient [hfP?] 1.250
Root radius factor [pfP*] 0.380  (pfPmax‘= 0.472)
Addendum coefficient [haP*] 1.000
Tip radius factor [paP*] 0.000
Protuberance height coefficient [hprP*] 0.000
Protuberance angle [aprP] 0.000
Tip form height coefficient [hFaP*] 0.000
Ramp angle [akP) 0.000

not topping
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(%]

1 45.00000 112962600 28868220

2 18.00000 64012140 16358658

3 28.00000 52715880 13471836

4 9.00000 22592520 5773644

sum 1 252283140 64472358
00.0000

Notice:

- Tooth flank with load spectrum: Consider all negative load spectrum bins as positive
- Tooth root with load spectrum: Consider all negative load spectrum bins as positive

S-N curve (Woshler line) in the long life domain according: according to standard

Notice:

Calculation-method according to:

- 1S0 6336-6 / DIN3990-6

During the calculation all the load factors (ISO 6336/DIN 3990: Kv, KHB, KFB; AGMA 2001: Kv, Km, ..)
for each load spectrum bin are calculated separately.

Notice:

Calculation with methods ISO 6336 and AGMA 2001 results in a reduction of resistance in the domain of fatigue resistance (from circa 107 to
10%0 cycles).

The lifetime calculation takes this into account (also with the S-N curve (Woehler Curve) of the Miner type).

Results
Calculation for load spectra:

The application factor should be set to 1.0!

Safeties, calculated with load spectrum:
Root safety 1.208 1.055
Flank safety 1.030 0.934

Safeties against scuffing/micropitting/EHT/TFF are indicated for the most critical element of the load spectrum:

Safety against scuffing (integral temperature) 3.859
Safety against scuffing (flash temperature) 10.382
Analysis of critical elements in load spectrum: See section 10

Only as information: Calculation with reference power

Calculation method 1SO 6336:2006 (replaced)

- Gear 1 e Gear 2
Power (kW) Pl 20.300
Speed (1/min) In] 6973.0 1782.0
Torque (Nm) m 27.8 108.8
Application factor [KA] 1.50
Required service life (h) H 1000.00
Gear driving (+) / driven (-) + -
Working flank gear 1: Right flank
2/15
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Gear reference profile

2

Reference profile 1.25/0.38/ 1.0 ISO 53:1998 Profil A
Dedendum coefficient [hfP*] 1.250
Root radius factor [ofP] 0.380  (pfPmax*=0.472)
Addendum coefficient [haP*] 1.000
Tip radius factor [paP*] 0.000
Protuberance height coefficient [hprP*] 0.000
Protuberance angle [aprP] 0.000
Tip form height coefficient [hFaP*] 0.000
Ramp angle [aKP] 0.000

not topping
Information on final machining
Dedendum reference profile [hfP*] 1.250 1.250
Tooth root radius Refer. profile [pfP?] 0.380 0.380
Addendum Reference profile [haP*] 1.000 1.000
Protuberance height coefficient [hprP*] 0.000 0.000
Protuberance angle (°) [aprP] 0.000 0.000
Tip form height coeficient [hFaP*] 0.000 0.000
Ramp angle (°) [aKP] 0.000 0.000
Type of profile modification: none (only running-in)
Tip relief by running in (um) [CaL/R] 20 /20 34 /34
Lubrication type Oil bath lubrication
Type of oil ISO-VG 220
Lubricant base Mineral-oil base
Oil nominal kinematic viscosity at 40°C (mm?/s) [v40] 220.00
Oil nominal kinematic viscosity at 100°C (mm?/s) [v100] 17.50
Specific density at 15°C (kg/dm?) Iol 0.895
Qil temperature (°C) [Ts] 70.000
Gear pair
Overall transmission ratio [itot] 3.913
Gear ratio [l 3913
Transverse module (mm) [mt] 1.000
Transverse pressure angle (°) [at] 20,000
Working pressure angle (°) [awt] 17.459

[awt.efi] 17.390/ 17.528
Working pressure angle at normal section (°) [awn] 17.459
Helix angle at operating pitch circle (°) [Bw] 0.000
Base helix angle (°) [Bb] 0.000
Reference center distance (mm) [ad] 33.500
Pitch on reference circle (mm) [ptl 3.142
Base pitch (mm) [pbt] 2.952
Transverse pitch on contact-path (mm) [pet] 2952
Sum of profile shift coefficients [2xi] 0.4702
Transverse contact ratio [ea] 1.668
Transverse contact ratio with allowances [ea.e/m/i] 1.703 / 1.675/ 1.647
Overlap ratio [£B] 0.000
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Total contact ratio
Total contact ratio with allowances

Length of path of contact (mm)

Length T1-A (mm)
Length T1-B (mm)
Length T1-C (mm)
Length T1-D (mm)
Length T1-E (mm)

Length T2-A (mm)
Length T2-B (mm)
Length T2-C (mm)
Length T2-D (mm)
Length T2-E (mm)

Length T1-T2 (mm)

Minimal length of contact line (mm)

Gear 1

Profile shift coefficient
Tooth thickness, arc, in module

Tip alteration (mm)
Reference diameter (mm)
Base diameter (mm)
Tip diameter (mm)
(mm)
Tip diameter allowances (mm)
Tip form diameter (mm)
(mm)
Root diameter (mm)
Generating Profile shift coefficient
Generated root diameter with xE (mm)
Root form diameter (mm)
(mm)
Internal toothing: Calculation dFf with pinion type cutter (20=
25
Involute length (mm)
Addendum, my(hap*+x+k) (mm)

(mm)
Dedendum (mm)
(mm)
Tooth height (mm)
Virtual gear o, of teeth
Normal tooth thickness at tip circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal tooth thickness at tip form circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal space width at root circle (mm)
(mm)

Gear 2

Profile shift coefficient
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Gear specific pair data Gear pair 1, Gear 2

Operating pitch diameter (mm)
(mm)

Active tip diameter (mm)

(mm)
Theoretical tip clearance (mm)
Effective tip clearance (mm)
Active root diameter (mm)

(mm)
Reserve (dNf-dFf)/2 (mm)
Max. sliding velocity at tip (m/s)
Specific sliding at the tip
Speific sliding at the root
Mean specific sliding
Sliding factor on tip
Sliding factor on root

Roll angle at dFa (*)
Roll angle to dNa (*)

Roll angle to dNf (*)

Roll angle at dFf ()

Diameter of single contact point B (mm)
Diameter of single contact point D (mm)
Addendum contact ratio

General influence factors

Norminal circum. force at pitch circle (N)
Axial force (N)

Radial force (N)

Normal force (N)

Nominal circumferential force per mm (N/mm)

Only as information: Forces at operating pitch circle:
Nominal circumferential force (N)

Axial force (N)

Radial force (N)

Circumferential speed reference circle (mis)
Circumferential speed operating pitch circle (m/s)

Running-in value (um)
Running-in value (um)
Correction factor
Gear blank factor
Basic rack factor
Material coefficient

Singular tooth stiffness (N/mm/um)
Meshing stiffness (N/mm/ym)

Meshing stiffness (N/mm/ym)
Reduced mass (kg/mm)

Resonance speed (min-1)

Resonance ratio (-)

Subcritical range

Running-in value (um)

Bearing distance | of pinion shaft (mm)
Distance s
Outside diameter of pinion shaft (mm)

of pinion shaft (mm)

715

[ev] 1.668
[ev.e/mii] 1703 / 1675/
[ga, efi] 4.924( 5029/
[T1A] 2345( 2241/
[T18] 4317( 4317/
[mc) 3399 ( 3413/
[T1D) 5298 ( 5.193/
[TE] 7.269( 7.269/
[T2A] 12.246 ( 12.183/
[T28] 14.218 ( 14.260 /
[r2c) 13.300 ( 13.356 /
[T2D] 15.199 ( 15.135/
[T2E] 17170 ( 17212/
[m172] 9.901( 9.943/
[Lmin] 14.800

o] 0.4940

[sn’] 1.9304

[k*mn] 0.030

[d] 23.000

[db] 21,613

[da] 26.048

[da.efi] 26,048 / 26.027

[Ada.efi 0.000/ -0.021

[dFa] 26.048

[dFa.efi 26,048/ 26.027
[dn 21.488

[E.efi] 0.4198/ 0.3786
[df.efi] 21340/ 21.257
[dF] 22,163

[dFf.ef] 22071/ 22.024

2.166
1.524
¥ 1524/ 1514

[hf=mn*(hfP*-x)] 0.756
[hf.ef] 0830/ 0.871
0] 2280
[zn] 23.000
[san] 0477
[san.efi] 0429/ 0382
[sFan] 0477
[sFan.efi] 0429/ 0382
efn] 0.000
fefn.efi] 0.000/  0.000
) -0.0238
[dw] 88.657
[dw.efi 88.690/ 88.623
[dNa] 88.048
[dNa.efi 88.048/ 88.013
el 0.280
[e.efi] 0408/ 0324
[dNf] 91.279
[dNF.efi] 91.310/ 91.233
[cF.efi] 0505/  0.407
[vgal 0573
[cal 0.251
] -0.657
fgml 0.365
[Kgal 0.069
[Kgf] -0.254
[dFa.el] 16.508/ 16.593
[gdNa.efi] 16.508/ 16.593
[gdNf.efi] 23.183/ 23.321
[gdFf.efi] 24.748/ 24.951
[d-8] 89.225 ( 89.252/
[d-D] 89.869 ( 89.827/
0] 0357 ( 0.397/

- Gear 1 ——— Gear 2 -
[Ft) 2417.4
[Fal 0.0
[Fr] 879.9
[Fnorm] 25725
Wl 163.34
[Ftw] 2454.0
[Faw] 0.0
[Frw] 7718
™ 8.40
[v(dw)l 8.27
[yl 0.5
v 0.5
[cM) 0.800
[CR] 1.000
[cBS] 0975
[E/Est] 1.000
] 15.698
feval 23561
[cvBl 20.027
[mRed] 000157
[E] 50859
N 0.137
Iyal 05
n 30.400
sl 3.040
[dsh] 15.200

KiISSsoft

1.647
4.863 )

2.387)
4.298)
3.384)
5.339)
7.251)

12.246 )
14.158)
13.244)
15.199)
17.110)

2.859)

KISSsoft

89.187)
89.869 )
0.338)

Tooth thickness, arc, in module

Tip alteration (mm)
Reference diameter (mm)
Base diameter (mm)
Tip diameter (mm)
(mm)

Tip diameter allowances (mm)
Tip form diameter (mm)

(mm)
Root diameter (mm)
Generating Profile shift coefficient
Generated root diameter with xE (mm)
Root form diameter (mm)

(mm)
Internal toothing: Calculation dFf with pinion type cutter (0=

29

Involute length (mm)
Addendum, my(he*+x+k) (mm)

(mm)
Dedendum (mm)
(mm)
Tooth height (mm)
Virtual gear  no. of teeth
Normal tooth thickness at tip circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal tooth thickness at tip form circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal space width at root circle (mm)
(mm)

Gear specific pair data Gear pair 1, Gear 1

Operating pitch diameter (mm)
(mm)

Active tip diameter (mm)

(mm)
Theoretical tip clearance (mm)
Effective tip clearance (mm)
Active root diameter (mm)

(mm)
Reserve (INf-dFf)/2 (mm)
Max. sliding velocity at tip (m/s)
Specific sliding at the tip
Specific sliding at the root
Mean specific sliding
Sliding factor on tip
Sliding factor on root

Roll angle at dFa (°)

Roll angle to dNa (°)

Roll angle to dNFf ()

Roll angle at dFf (*)

Diameter of single contact point B (mm)
Diameter of single contact point D (mm)
Addendum contact ratio

6/15

Load in accordance with Figure 13, ISO 6336-1:2006
0:a), 1:b), 2:c), 3:d), 4:6)
Coefficient K' according to Figure 13, ISO 6336-1:2006
Without stiffening
Tooth trace deviation (active) (um)
from deformation of shaft (um)
fsh(um)= 1.29 ,B1=1.00 ,fHB5 (um)= 5.50
Tooth without tooth trace modification
Position of contact pattern:
from production tolerances (um)
B2=
1.00
Tooth trace deviation, theoretical (um)
Running-in value (um)

Dynamic factor

Face load factor - flank
- Tooth root
- Scuffing

Transverse load factor - flank
- Tooth root
- Scuffing

Tooth root load capacity

Calculation of Tooth form coefficients according method: B
Interal toothing:

Internal toothing:
0.380

Calculated with generating profile shift coefficient
Tooth form factor

Stress correction factor

Load application angle (°)

Load application diameter (mm)

Bending moment arm (mm)

Tooth thickness at root (mm)

Tooth root radius (mm)

Bending moment arm (-)

Tooth thickness at root (-)

Tooth root radius (-)

Calculation cross section diameter (mm)
Tangents on calculation cross section (°)
Notch parameter

Helix angle factor

Deep tooth factor

Gear rim thickness (mm)

Gear rim factor

Effective facewidth (mm)

Nominal stress at tooth root (N/mm?)
Tooth root stress (N/mm)

8/15

KISSsoft

[sn*] 1.5535
[k*mn] 0.000
[d] 90.000
[db] 84572
[da] 88.048
[da.efi] 88.048 / 88.013
[Ada.efi] 0.000/ -0.035
[dFa] 88.048
[dFa.efi] 88.048 / 88.013
[df 92.548
[xE.efi] -0.1200/ -0.1749
[df.efi] 92.850/ 92.740
[dFf] 91.910
[dFf.efi] 92.244 | 92.124
L x0=0.000)
[I_dFa-I_dFf] 2,055
[ha] 0.976
[ha.efi] 0.994/ 0976
[hf=mn*(hiP*x)] 1.274
[hf.efi] 1370/ 1.425
(] 2.250
[zn] 90.000
[san] 0.887
[san.eli] 0.818/ 0.768
[sFan] 0.887
[sFan.eli] 0.818/ 0.768
[efn] 0.586
[efn.efi] 0.574/ 0.566
[dw] 22.657
[dw.efi] 22648/ 22.665
[dNa] 26.048
[dNa.efi] 26.048/ 26.027
[a 0.250
[c.eli] 0.424/ 0.333
[dNf] 22.116
[dNf.efi] 22134/ 22.073
[cF.efi] 0.055/ 0.001
[vga] 2.104
[¢al 0.396
&} -0.334
¢m) 0.365
[Kga] 0.254
K] -0.069
[édFa.efi] 38.543/ 38.443
[€dNa.eli] 38.543/ 38.443
[gdNf.efi] 12.657/ 11.881
[EdFf.efi] 11.861/ 11.222
[d-B] 23.274 ( 23.274/ 23.260)
[d-D] 24.070 ( 23.979/ 24.107)
(€] 1.311( 1.306/ 1.310)
KiISSsoft
8] 4
K] -1.00
[FBy] 3.22
[fsh*B1] 1.29
favorable

[fma*B2] 10.26
[FBx] 3.79
[yB] 0.57
[Kv] 1.068
[KHB] 1.123
[KFB] 1.103
[KBB] 1.123
[KHa] 1.000
[KFa] 1.000
[KBa] 1.000

Calculation of pF and sFn according to

1SO 6336-3:2007-04-01
Calculation of YF, YS with pinion type cutter, z0=

29 ,x0= 0.000,paP0*=
- Gear 1 - Gear2--
[xE.€] 04198 -0.1200
Gl 113 116
[vs] 2.29 2.20
[aFen] 22,56 19.36
[der] 24070 -89.225
[hF] 0.92 1.46
[sFn] 2.19 275
[pF1 0.44 0.50
[hF/mn] 0.921 1.464
[sFn/mn] 2.191 2753
[pF/mn] 0.440 0.496
[der] 21672 -92.607
[osr] 30.000 60.000
la:] 2490 2774
[YBl 1.000
\Cul 1.000
[s1] 3.13 3.48
[vB] 1.00 1.00
[beff] 15.20 14.80
[oFO] 412.91 419.31
[oF] 729.37 740.68



Permissible bending stress at root of Test-gear
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Notch sensitivity factor [YdrelT] 1.000 1.003
Surface factor [YRrelT] 0.957 0.957
Size factor, tooth root vx1 1.000 1.000
Finite life factor [YNT] 0.906 0.931
Yo" Yaur Yo Y Yar 0.867 0.893
Alternating bending factor, mean stress influence coefficient

ym 1.000 1.000
Technology factor [\l 1.100 1.100

Coeficient for surface factor like for shot peening: The standard gives no applicable information about this..
Stress correction factor [Yst 2.00
Yst'oFlim (N/mmz) [oFE] 860.00 740.00
Permissible tooth root stress GFG/SFmin (N/mm?) [oFP) 683.12 605.68
Limit strength tooth root (N/mmz) [oFG] 819.74 726.81
Required safety [SFmin] 1.20 1.20
Flank safety
- Gear 1 ——— Gear 2 -

Zone factor [zH) 2684
Elasticity factor (VN/mm?) 1zE] 189.812
Contact ratio factor 1ze] 0.882
Helix angle factor 128l 1.000
Effective facewidth (mm) [beff] 14.80
Nominal contact stress (N/mm?) [oHO] 1032.60
Contact stress at operating pitch circle (N/mm?) [oHw] 1385.03
Single tooth contact factor [zB.ZD] 1.00 1.00
Contact stress (N/mm?) [oHB, oHD] 1385.03 138503
Lubrication factor for NL [z 1.020 1.020
Speed factor for NL zZv1 0.995 0.995
Roughness factor for NL 1ZR] 0.943 0.943
Material hardening factor for NL [zw) 1.000 1.000
Finite life factor [ZNT] 0.937 0977

[ZL'ZV'ZR*ZNT) 0.897 0.935
Limited pitting is permitted: No
Size factor (flank) zx1 1.000 1.000
Permissible contact stress, GHG/SHmin (N/mm?) [oHP] 1495.03  1267.93
Pitting stress limit (N/mm) [oHG] 134553 114113
Required safety [SHmin] 0.90 0.90
Micropitting according to 1SOITS 6336-22:2018

Calculation has not been carried out, lubricant: Load stage micropitting test not known

Scuffing load capacity

Calculation method according to ISO/TS 6336-20/21:2017

KISSsoft

Helical load factor for scuffing [KBy] 1.000
Lubrication coefficient for lubrication type XS] 1,000
Scuffing test and load stage [FZGtest] FZG - Test A/ 8.3 / 90 (ISO 14635 - 1) 12
915
Radial single-ball measurement backlash free (mm) [MrK] 13.500 43.735
Radial single-ball measurement (mm) [MrK.efi] 13.450/13.421 43.895/43.837
Diameter of measuring circle (mm) [dMMr.m] 23.944 90.069
Diametral measurement over two balls without clearance (mm) [MdK] 26.943 87.470
Diametral two ball measure (mm) [MdK.efi] 26.841/26.784 87.790/ 87.675
Diametral measurement over pins without clearance (mm) [MdR] 26.943 87.470
Measurement over pins according to DIN 3960 (mm) [MdR.efi] 26.841/26.784 87.790/ 87.675
Measurement over 3 pins, axial, according to AGMA 2002 (mm)
[dk3A.efi] 26.841/26.784 87.790/ 87.675

Dimensions over 3 pins without clearance (mm) [Md3R] 26.884 0.000
Measurement over 3 pins with allowance (mm) [Md3R.efi] 26.783/26.727 -0.000/-0.000
Chordal tooth thickness (no backlash) (mm) [sc] 1.928 1.553
Normal chordal tooth thickness with allowance (mm) [sc.ei] 1.876/ 1.846 1.483/ 1.443
Reference chordal height from da.m (mm) [ha] 1.559 0.978
Tooth thickness, arc (mm) [sn] 1.930 1.553

(mm) [sn.efi] 1.876/ 1.846 1.483/ 1.443

Backlash free center distance (mm) [aControl.efi]

33.189/33.291

Backlash free center distance, allowances (mm) ita] 0.189/ 0.291
dNf.i with aControl (mm) [dNfO.i] 21.781 91.995
Reserve (dNf0.i-dFf.e)/2 (mm) [cFO.i] -0.145 0.064
Tip clearance (mm) [c0.i(aControl)] ~ 0.055 0.045
Center distance allowances (mm) [Aa.eli] -0.013/ 0.013
Circumferential backlash from Aa (mm) [itw_Aa.efi] 0.008/-0.008
Radial backlash (mm) [rw.efi] 0.304/ 0.176
Circumferential backlash (transverse section) (mm) litw.efi] 0.199/ 0.114
Normal backlash (mm) [in.efi] 0.191/ 0.108
Torsional angle on input with output fixed:
Total torsional angle (°) [1tSys] 1.0063/0.5780
Toothing tolerances

—-—-- Gear 1 - Gear 2 -
According to ISO 1328-1:1995, ISO 1328-2:1997
Accuracy grade Q 6 6
Single pitch deviation (um) [fotT] 7.00 7.50
Base circle pitch deviation (um) [fobT] 6.60 7.00
Sector pitch deviation over k/8 pitches (um) [FpK/8T] 9.50 15.00
Profile form deviation (um) [ffaT) 5.50 6.50
Profile slope deviation (um) [fHaT] 4.60 550
Total profile deviation (um) [FaT] 7.50 8.50
Helix form deviation (um) [ffBT] 7.00 7.50
Helix slope deviation (um) [HBT] 7.00 7.50
Total helix deviation (um) [FBT) 10.00 11.00
Total cumulative pitch deviation (um) [FpT] 20.00 26.00
Runout (um) [FrT] 16.00 21.00
Single flank composite, total (um) [FisT] 34.00 41.00
Single flank composite, tooth-to-tooth (um) [fisT] 14.00 15.00
Radial composite, total (um) [FidT] 21.00 26.00
Radial composite, tooth-to-tooth (um) [fidT] 5.00 5.00

FidT (Fi"), fidT (fi") according to ISO 1328:1997 calculated with the geometric mean values for mn and d

Axis alignment tolerances (recommendation acc. to ISO TR 10064-3:1996, Quality)

6
Maximum value for deviation error of axis (um) 181 11.30
Maximum value for inclination error of axes (um) [fz5] 2259

1115

(FB= 11.00

)
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Multiple meshing factor [Xmp] 1.000
Relative structural factor, scuffing [XWrelT] 1.000
Thermal contact factor (N/mm/s*.5/K) [BM] 13.780 13.780
Relevant tip relief (um) [Ca] 2.00 3.40
Optimal tip relief (um) [Ceff] 15.61
Ca taken as optimal in the calculation (0=no, 1=yes) 0 0
Effective facewidth (mm) [beff] 14.800
pplicable i i idth (N/mm) [wBt] 293.856
KBy = 1.000 , wBt*KBy =  293.856
Angle factor [XaB] 0.939
elr 1.311,¢e2 0.357
Flash temperature-criteria
Lubricant factor XL 0.830
Tooth mass temperature (°C) [BMi] 77.29
6Mi = Boil + X8*0.47*Xmp*6fim
Average flash temperature  (“C) [6fim] 15.51
Scuffing temperature (°C) 8S] 348.80
r (point of highest n 0.553
[FA]= 0310 [FE}= 1139
Highest contact temp. (°C) (e8] 105.10
Flash factor (°K*NA-.75*sA.5*mA-.5*mm) XM] 50.058
Approach factor XJ] 1.000
Load sharing factor Xr] 1.000
Dynamic viscosity (mPa*s) M) 4190 (700 °C)
Coefficient of friction [ur] 0.064
Integral temperature-criteria
Lubricant factor X1 1.000
Tooth mass temperature (°C) [emc] 77.40
BMC = Boil + XS*0.70*6flaint
Mean flash temperature ~ (°C) [6flaint] 10.57
Integral scuffing temperature (°C) [6Sint] 360.78
Flash factor (*K*N*-.75*s*.5*m*-.5*mm) [XM] 50.058
Running-in factor, well run in [XE] 1.000
Contact ratio factor [Xe] 0.262
Dynamic viscosity (mPa‘s) [noill 4190 (700 °C)
Mean coefficient of friction [um] 0.083
Geometry factor [XBE] 0.157
Meshing factor xQ] 1.000
Tip relief factor [XCa) 1.295
Integral tooth flank temperature (°C) [Bint] 93.25
Measurements for tooth thickness
———-Gear 1 «——— Gear 2 --
Tooth thickness tolerance DIN 3967 cd25 DIN 3967 cd25
Tooth thickness allowance (normal section) (mm) [As.efi] -0.054 /-0.084 -0.070/-0.110
Number of teeth spanned [kl 4.000 11.000
For interal toothing: k = measurement gap number
Base tangent length (no backlash) (mm) [WK] 10.993 32.274
Base tangent length with allowance (mm) [Wk.efi] 10.942/10.914 32.340/32.378
(mm) [AWk.efi] -0.051/-0.079 -0.066 /-0.103
Diameter of measuring circle (mm) [dMWk.m] 24218 90.551
Theoretical diameter of ballipin (mm) [om] 1.947 1.663
Effective diameter of ball/pin (mm) [DMeff] 2,000 1.750
10/15
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Modifying and defining the tooth form
Profile and tooth trace modifications for gear 1
Symmetric (both flanks)
- flankline crowning
b = 10.000 pm
rerown=2888mm
Data for the tooth form calculation :
Data not available.
Please run the calculation in the "Tooth form" tab and open the main report again.
Supplementary data
Maximal possible center distance (eps_a=1.0) [aMAX] 32.463
Mass (g) [m] 31.77 164.41
Total mass (g) [mGes] 196.18
Moment of inertia for system, relative to the input:
calculation without consideration of the exact tooth shape
Single gears, (da+df)/2...di (kg*m?) 0] 3.137¢-06  0.0003723
System (datdf)/2...di (kg*m?) 0] 2.7456-05
Torsional stiffness at driving gear with fixed driven gear:
Torsional stiffness (MNm/rad) [enl 0.035
Torsion when subjected to nominal torque (°) [5cr] 0.045
Mean coefficient of friction (as defined in Niemann) [um] 0.093
Wear sliding coef. by Niemann (] 0.609
Loss factor [HV] 0.120
Gear power loss (kW) PVZ) 0.225
Meshing efficiency (%) Izl 98.890
Sound pressure level according to Masuda, without contact analysis
[dB(A)] 68.4
Service life, damage
Calculation with load spectrum
Required safety for tooth root [SFmin] 1.20
Required safety for tooth flank [SHmin] 0.90
Service life (calculated with required safeties):
System service life (h) [Hatt] 104
Tooth root service life (h) [HFatt] 1394 104.1
Tooth flank service life (h) [HHatt] 8.25e+04 1593

Damage calculated on the basis of the required service life [H](1000.0  h)

No. F1% F2% H1% H2%

1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8584
2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2098
3 71.7363  961.0388 1.2122 60.6865
4 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0380
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I 717363  961.0388 12122 627926 - Details of calculation method:
¢y according to Method B

Damage calculated on basis of system service life [Hatt] (104.1 h) Kv according to Method B

No.  F1% F2% H1% H2% KHB and KFB according to Method C

1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0893 fma according to Equation 64, fsh according to 57/58, Fx according to 52/53/54

2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0218 KHa, KFa according to Method B

3 7.4645  100.0000 0.1261 6.3147 - The logarithmically interpolated value taken from the values for the fatigue strength and the static strength, based on the number of load

4 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1080 cycles, is used for coefficients ZL, ZV, ZR, ZW, ZX, YdrelT, YRrelT and YX..

z 7.4645  100.0000 0.1261 6.5338

Damage calculated on basis of individual service life HFatt & HHatt
HFatt1 HFatt2 HHatt1 HHatt2

(h) 1394 104.1 8.25e+04 1593
No. F1% F2% H1% H2%
1 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.37
2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.33
3 100.00 100.00 100.00 96.65
4 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.65

z 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

Most critical duty cycle elements for Scoring (SB, Sint), Tooth Flank Fracture (SFF), hardened layer (SEHT) and Micropitting (Slam)

sB: 3
Sint: 4
factor ing to 1SO 6336-6, Annex A.3
(The slope of the S-N curve (Woehler lines) in the range of endurance limit according to ISO 6336-6, Table A.1 is used.)
Gear p Teq KA
1 Tooth root 8.738 27.8 KAF 1 | 1.000
1 Tooth flank 6.611 27.8 KAH 1 | 1.000
2 Tooth root 8.738 108.8 KAF 2 | 1.000
2 Tooth flank 6.611 89.5 KAH 2 | 0823
Application factor, ISO 6336-6 A.3 [KAmax] 1.000

[KA,Fmax / KA,Hmax] 1.000 /1.000
Note: If an application factor is entered, the indicated values for KA come with
1.500 zu multiplizieren!

Classification according to F.E.M., Edition 1.001, 1998

Spectrum factor [km] 0.432

SPSC"“T class ) 8] 3 Tolerance field for tooth form calculation

Application class, predefined service lfe m 3 - Diameter: Mean value, Tooth thickness: Mean value
Machine class, predefined service life ™) 4 dat = 26.0375 mm, df1 = 21.2984 mm, As1 = -0.0690 mm
Application class, achievable service life m 0 da2 = 88.0301 mm, df2 = 92.7949 mm, As2 = -0.0900 mm
Machine class, achievable service life ™ 1

Remarks: Figure: Tooth system

- Specifications with  [.e/i] imply: Maximum [e] and minimum value i} for
Taking all tolerances into account
Specifications with ~ [.m] imply: Mean value within tolerance
- Forthe backlash tolerance, the center distance tolerances and the tooth thickness allowance
are taken into account.
The maximum and minimum clearance according to
the largest or smallest allowances are defined..
The calculation is performed for the operating pitch circle.
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End of Report lines: 745
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KISSsoft Release 2020 A.1
KISSsoft - student license (not for commercial use)
File

Name M1_GearPair2_V01
Changed by: Formula Electric_2 on: 06.05.2021 at: 05:36:40

mportant hint: At least one warning has occurred during the calculation:

1-> Calculation for load spectra:
The application factor should be set to 1.0!

2-> Load spectrum with negative torque:
In the transition from + to - torque the tooth is submited to alternating bending stress.
This transition should be considered with an additional duty cycle element with an alternating bending factor (mean stress influence factor,

Consult the manual for more information.
(Element no. 4)

Load spectrum with negative load bins:
The working flank changes from right flank to left flank or vice versa.

These bins can be neglected when calculating the damage.
See the corresponding inputs in ‘Details’ of tab ‘Rating’.

Calculation of a spur-toothed cylindrical gear pair

Drawing or article number:

Gear 1: 0.000.0
Gear 2: 0.000.0
Load spectrum

Own Input

Number of bins in the load spectrum: 4
Reference gear: Gear 1
Application factor, KA:

1.50

Bin Frequency Power  Speed |Torque | Coefficients

No. *kw] [Vmin] | [Nm] L
[%]
1 450000 | 7.1862 | 4183, | 164020 |1.064 |1.311 1.265 1.058 |1.000 1.000 1.000
8
2 180000 & 93176 & 5927. = 15.0120 |1.096 1.333 |1.284 |1.071 |1.000 1.000 | 1.000
1

3 28.0000 9.1349 3137. 27.8000 1.034 1.165 1.142 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000
8
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(%]

1 45.00000 112962600 28868220

2 18.00000 64012140 16358658

3 28.00000 52715880 13471836

4 9.00000 22592520 5773644

sum 1 252283140 64472358
00.0000

Notice:

- Tooth flank with load spectrum: Consider all negative load spectrum bins as positive
- Tooth root with load spectrum: Consider all negative load spectrum bins as positive
SN curve (Woehler line) in the long life domain according: according to standard

Notice:

Calculation-method according to:

- 1S0 6336-6 / DIN3990-6

During the calculation all the load factors (ISO 6336/DIN 3990: Kv, KHB, KFB; AGMA 2001: Kv, Km, ..)
for each load spectrum bin are calculated separately.

Notice:

Calculation with methods ISO 6336 and AGMA 2001 results in a reduction of resistance in the domain of fatigue resistance (from circa 107 to
10%0 cycles).

The lifetime calculation takes this into account (also with the S-N curve (Woehler Curve) of the Miner type).

Results

Calculation for load spectra:

The application factor should be set to 1.0!

Safeties, calculated with load spectrum:

Root safety 1.217 1.241
Flank safety 0.908 1.007
Wear safety factor 932.836  3646.812

Safeties against scuffing/micropitting/EHT/TFF are indicated for the most critical element of the load spectrum:

Safety against scuffing (integral temperature) 4431
Safety against scuffing (flash temperature) 12.106
Analysis of critical elements i load spectrum: See section 10

Only as information: Calculation with reference power

Calculation method 1SO 6336:2006 (replaced)

4 9.0000 -8.5259 4183.  -19.4600 1.057 '1.254 1.218 1.023 1.000 1.000 1.000
8

Numbers of load cycles
Bin | Frequency Load cycles, gear1 |Load cycles, gear 2

No. [ ]
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Working flank gear 1
Gear 1 direction of rotation

Tooth geometry and material

Geometry calculation according to

Center distance (mm)

Center distance tolerance
Normal module (mm)

Normal pressure angle (%)

Helix angle at reference circle (°)
Number of teeth

Facewidth (mm)

Hand of gear

Accuracy grade

Inner diameter (mm)

External diameter (mm)

Inner diameter of gear rim (mm)
Outer diameter of gear rim (mm)

Material

Gear 1

42 CMo 4 (2), Through hardened steel, flame/ind. hardened
1SO 6336-5 Figure 11/12 (MQ) Flank & root hardened

Gear2

42 CMo 4 (2), Through hardened steel, flame/ind. hardened
1SO 6336-5 Figure 11/12 (MQ) Flank & root hardened

Surface hardness

Right flank
Counterclockwise

1SO 21771:2007

Material treatment according to ISO 6336:2006 Normal, life factors ZNT and YNT >=0.85

Fatigue strength. tooth root stress (N/mm?)
Fatigue strength for Hertzian pressure (N/mm2)
Tensile strength (N/mm?)

Yield point (N/mm?)

Young's modulus (N/mm?)

Poisson’s ratio

Roughness average value DS, flank (um)
Roughness average value DS, root (um)

Mean roughness height, Rz, flank (um)

Mean roughness height, Rz, root (im)

Gear reference profile

Reference profile

Dedendum coefficient

Root radius factor

Addendum coefficient

Tip radius factor

Protuberance height coefficient
Protuberance angle

Tip form height coeficient
Ramp angle
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- Gear 1 ——— Gear 2 -
[a) 33.000
1SO 286:2010 Measure js7
[mn] 1.0000
[an) 20.0000
] 0.0000
[c] 23 -90
[b) 18.40 18.00
Spur gear
[Q-1SO 1328:1995] 6 6
[di] 15.00
[di] 99.80
[dbi] 0.00
[dbi] 0.00
- Gear 1 - Gear 2 ~
HRC 56 HRC 56
[oFlim] 370.00 370.00
[oHlim] 122000 1220.00
[0B] 1100.00  1100.00
[oS] 900.00 900.00
[E] 206000 206000
U] 0.300 0.300
[RAH] 0.60 0.60
[RAF] 3.00 3.00
[RZH) 4.80 4.80
[RZF) 20.00 20.00
1.25/0.38 /1.0 1SO 53:1998 Profil A
[P 1.250
[pfP*] 0.380  (pfPmax*=0.472)
[haP*] 1.000
[paP*] 0.000
[hprP*] 0.000
[oprP] 0.000
[hFaP*] 0.000
[akP] 0.000

- Gear 1 e Gear 2~
Power (kW) Pl 20.300
Speed (1/min) In] 6973.0 1782.0
Torque (Nm) m 27.8 108.8
Application factor [KA] 1.50
Required service life (h) H 1000.00
Gear driving (+) / driven (-) + -
2/15

not topping

Gear reference profile

2
Reference profile 1.25/0.38/1.0 1ISO 53:1998 Profil A
Dedendum coefficient [hfP*] 1.250
Root radius factor [ofP] 0.380  (pfPmax*=0.472)
Addendum coefficient [haP*] 1.000
Tip radius factor [paP*] 0.000
Protuberance height coefficient [hprP*] 0.000
Protuberance angle [aprP] 0.000
Tip form height coefficient [hFaP*] 0.000
Ramp angle [aKP] 0.000

not topping

Information on final machining
Dedendum reference profile [hfP*] 1.250 1.250
Tooth root radius Refer. profile [pfP?] 0.380 0.380
Addendum Reference profile [haP*] 1.000 1.000
Protuberance height coefficient [hprP*] 0.000 0.000
Protuberance angle (°) [aprP] 0.000 0.000
Tip form height coefficient [hFaP*] 0.000 0.000
Ramp angle (°) [aKP] 0.000 0.000

Type of profile modification: none (only running-in)

Tip relief by running in (um) [CaL/R] 34 /34 34 /34
Lubrication type Oil bath lubrication
Type of oil 1SO-VG 220
Lubricant base Mineral-oil base
Oil nominal kinematic viscosity at 40°C (mm?/s) [v40] 220.00
Oil nominal kinematic viscosity at 100°C (mm?/s) [v100] 17.50
Specific density at 15°C (kg/dm?) ol 0.895
Oil temperature (°C) [Ts] 70.000
Gear pair
Overall transmission ratio [itot] 3.913
Gear ratio [l 3913
Transverse module (mm) [mt] 1.000
Transverse pressure angle (°) [at] 20.000
Working pressure angle (°) [awt] 17.459

[awt.efi] 17.390/ 17.528
Working pressure angle at normal section (°) [awn] 17.459
Helix angle at operating pitch circle (°) [Bw] 0.000
Base helix angle (°) [Bb] 0.000
Reference center distance (mm) [ad] 33.500
Pitch on reference circle (mm) [ptl 3.142
Base pitch (mm) [pbt] 2952
Transverse pitch on contact-path (mm) [pet] 2952
Sum of profile shift coefficients [3xi] 0.4702
Transverse contact ratio [ea] 1.668
Transverse contact ratio with allowances [ea.e/m/i] 1.703 / 1.675/ 1.647
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Overlap ratio
Total contact ratio
Total contact ratio with allowances

Length of path of contact (mm)

Length T1-A (mm)
Length T1-B (mm)
Length T1-C (mm)
Length T1-D (mm)
Length T1-E (mm)

Length T2-A (mm)
Length T2-B (mm)
Length T2-C (mm)
Length T2-D (mm)
Length T2-E (mm)

Length T1-T2 (mm)

Minimal length of contact line (mm)

Gear 1

Profile shift coefficient
Tooth thickness, arc, in module

Tip alteration (mm)
Reference diameter (mm)
Base diameter (mm)
Tip diameter (mm)
(mm)

Tip diameter allowances (mm)
Tip form diameter (mm)

(mm)
Root diameter (mm)
Generating Profile shift coefficient
Generated root diameter with xE (mm)
Root form diameter (mm)

(mm)

Internal toothing: Calculation dFf with pinion type cutter (20=

Involute length (mm)
Addendum, my(hap*+x+k) (mm)

(mm)
Dedendum (mm)
(mm)
Tooth height (mm)
Virtual gear  no. of teeth
Normal tooth thickness at tip circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal tooth thickness at tip form circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal space width at root circle (mm)
(mm)
Gear 2
5/15

Gear specific pair data Gear pair 1, Gear 2

Operating pitch diameter (mm)
(mm)

Active tip diameter (mm)

(mm)
Theoretical tip clearance (mm)
Effective tip clearance (mm)
Active root diameter (mm)

(mm)
Reserve (dNf-dFf)/2 (mm)
Max. sliding velocity at tip (m/s)
Specific sliding at the tip
Specific sliding at the root
Mean specific sliding
Sliding factor on tip
Sliding factor on root

Roll angle at dFa (*)

Roll angle to dNa (*)

Roll angle to dNf (°)

Roll angle at dFf ()

Diameter of single contact point B (mm)
Diameter of single contact point D (mm)
Addendum contact ratio

General influence factors

Norminal circum. force at pitch circle (N)
Axial force (N)

Radial force (N)

Normal force (N)

Nominal circumferential force per mm (N/mm)

Only as information: Forces at operating pitch circle:

Nominal circumferential force (N)
Axial force (N)

Radial force (N)

Circumferential speed reference circle (mis)
Circumferential speed operating pitch circle (m/s)

Running-in value (um)

Running-in value (um)

Correction factor

Gear blank factor

Basic rack factor

Material coefficient

Singular tooth stiffness (N/mm/um)
Meshing stiffness (N/mm/ym)

Meshing stiffness (N/mm/um)
Reduced mass (kg/mm)

Resonance speed (min-1)

Resonance ratio (-)

Subcritical range

Running-in value (um)

Bearing distance | of pinion shaft (mm)
Distance s of pinion shaft (mm)

715

25

[€B]
[ev]
[ev.e/mii]

[ga, efi]

[T1A]
18]
el
[r1D]
[T1E]

[T2A]
[T28]
[T2C]
[T2D]
[T2E]

172

[Lmin]

]
[sn*]

[k*mn]
[d]

[db]

[da]
[da.efi]
[Ada.efi
[dFa]
[dFa.ef]
[df]
IXE.efi
[df.efi]
[dF]
[dFf.el]

, X0=0.000 )
[I_dFa-I_dFf]
[ha]

[ha.efi]
[hf=mn*(hfP*-x)]
[ht.efi]

[h1

[zn]

[san]
[san.e/i]
[sFan]
[sFan.efi]
[efn]

[efn.efi]

[dw]
[dw.efi]
[dNa]
[dNa.efi]
[e]
[e.efi
[dNf]
[dNF.efi]
[cF.efi]
[vgal
[Gal

(]

[§m]
[Kga]
[Kgfl

[dFa.el]
[gdNa.efi]
[gdNf.efi
[gdFt.ef]
[d-B]
[d-D]

[e]

[Ft]
[Fal
[Fr]
[Fnorm]
w

[Ftw]
[Faw]
[Frw]
™
[v(dw)]

[yl
[\l
[cm]
[CR]
[cBS]
[E/Est]
[c]
[eya]
[evB]
[mRed]
[nE1]
[N]

[yal
Ul
[s]

0.000
1.668
1.703 / 1675/
4,924 ( 5029/
2.345( 2241/
4317 ( 4317/
3.399( 3.413/
5298 ( 5.193/
7.269( 7.269/
12.246 ( 12.183/
14.218 ( 14.260/
13.300 ( 13.356 /
15.199 ( 15.135/
17170 ( 17.212/
9.901( 9.943/
18.000
0.4940
1.9304
0.030
23.000
21.613
26.048
26.048 / 26.027
0.000/ -0.021
26.048
26.048/ 26.027
21.488
0.4198/ 0.3786
21.340/ 21.257
22.163
22,071/ 22.024
2.166
1.524
1.524/ 1.514
0.756
0.830/ 0871
2.280
23.000
0.477
0.429/ 0.382
0.477
0.429/ 0.382
0.000
0.000/ 0.000
88.657
88.690/ 88.623
88.048
88.048/ 88.013
0.280
0.408/ 0.324
91.279
91.310/ 91.233
0.505/ 0.407
0.573
0.251
-0.657
0.365
0.069
-0.254
16.508 / 16.593
16.508 / 16.593
23.183/ 23.321
24.748/ 24.951
89.225 ( 89.252/
89.869 ( 89.827 /
0.357 ( 0.397/
——- Gear 1 - Gear 2 -
2417.4
0.0
879.9
2572.5
134.30
24540
0.0
771.8
8.40
8.27
0.5
0.5
0.800
1.000
0.975
1.000
15.698
23.561
20.027
0.00157
50859
0.137
0.5
36.800
3.680

KiISSsoft

1.647
4.863 )

2.387)
4.298)
3.384)
5.339)
7.251)

12.246 )
14.158)
13.244)
15.199)
17.110)

9.859)

KISSsoft

89.187)
89.869 )
0.338)

Profile shift coefficient
Tooth thickness, arc, in module

Tip alteration (mm)
Reference diameter (mm)
Base diameter (mm)
Tip diameter (mm)
(mm)

Tip diameter allowances (mm)
Tip form diameter (mm)

(mm)
Root diameter (mm)
Generating Profile shift coefficient
Generated root diameter with xE (mm)
Root form diameter (mm)

(mm)

Internal toothing: Calculation dFf with pinion type cutter (20=

Involute length (mm)
Addendum, m(ha"+x+k) (mm)

(mm)
Dedendum (mm)
(mm)
Tooth height (mm)
Virtual gear  no. of teeth
Normal tooth thickness at tip circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal tooth thickness at tip form circle (mm)
(mm)
Normal space width at root circle (mm)
(mm)

Gear specific pair data Gear pair 1, Gear 1

Operating pitch diameter (mm)
(mm)

Active tip diameter (mm)

(mm)
Theoretical tip clearance (mm)
Effective tip clearance (mm)
Active root diameter (mm)

(mm)
Reserve (dNf-dFf)/2 (mm)
Max. sliding velocity at tip (m/s)
Specific sliding at the tip
Specific sliding at the root
Mean specific sliding
Sliding factor on tip
Sliding factor on root

Roll angle at dFa (°)

Roll angle to dNa (°)

Roll angle to dNf (°)

Roll angle at dFf (°)

Diameter of single contact point B (mm)
Diameter of single contact point D (mm)
Addendum contact ratio

6/15

Outside diameter of pinion shaft (mm)
Load in accordance with Figure 13, ISO 6336-1:2006
0:a), 1:b), 2:c), 3:d), 4:6)
Coefficient K' according to Figure 13, ISO 6336-1:2006
Without stiffening
Tooth trace deviation (active) (um)
from deformation of shaft (um)
fsh(um)= 1.14 ,B1=1.00 ,fHB5 (um)= 5.50
Tooth without tooth trace modification
Position of contact pattern:
from production tolerances (um)
B2=
1.00
Tooth trace deviation, theoretical (um)
Running-in value (um)

Dynamic factor
Face load factor - flank
- Tooth root
- Scuffing
Transverse load factor - flank

- Tooth root
- Scuffing

Tooth root load capacity

Calculation of Tooth form coefficients according method: B

Internal toothing:

Internal toothing:

0.380

Calculated with generating profle shift coefficient
Tooth form factor

Stress correction factor

Load application angle (°)

Load application diameter (mm)

Bending moment arm (mm)

Tooth thickness at root (mm)

Tooth root radius (mm)

Bending moment arm (-)

Tooth thickness at root (-)

Tooth root radius (-)

Calculation cross section diameter (mm)
Tangents on calculation cross section (°)
Notch parameter

Helix angle factor
Deep tooth factor

Gear rim thickness (mm)

Gear rim factor

Effective facewidth (mm)

Nominal stress at tooth root (N/mm?)
Tooth root stress (N/mm)

8/15
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X -0.0238
[sn"] 1.5535
[k*mn] 0.000
[d] 90.000
[db] 84,572
[da] 88.048
[da.efi] 88.048 / 88.013
[Ada.efi] 0.000/ -0.035
[dFa] 88.048
[dFa.efi] 88.048/  88.013
[df 92.548
[xE.efi] -0.1200/ -0.1749
[df.ef] 92.850/ 92.740
[dFf] 91.910
[dFf.efi] 92.244/ 92.124
L X0=0.000 )
[I_dFa-|_dFf] 2.055
[ha] 0.976
[ha.efi] 0994/ 0976
[hf=mn*(hfP*-x)] 1.274
[hf.efi] 1370/ 1.425
thl 2.250
[zn] 90.000
[san] 0.887
[san.efi] 0818/ 0.768
[sFan] 0.887
[sFan.efi] 0818/ 0.768
[efn] 0.586
[efn.efi] 0.574/ 0.566
[dw] 22,657
[dw.efi] 22648/ 22.665
[dNa] 26.048
[dNa.efi] 26.048/ 26.027
[t] 0.250
[c.efi] 0424/ 0.333
[dNf 22,116
[dNf.efi] 22134/ 22.073
[cFefi] 0.055/ 0.001
[vga] 2.104
[cal 0.396
] -0.334
cm) 0.365
[Kgal 0.254
[Kgf] -0.069
[€dFa.eli] 38.543/ 38.443
[€dNa.efi] 38.543/ 38.443
[€dNF.efi] 12,657/ 11.881
[EdFf.efi] 11.861/ 11.222
[d-B] 23.274( 23.274/ 23.260)
[d-D] 24.070 ( 23.979/ 24.107)
[e] 1.311( 1306/ 1.310)
KiSSsoft

[dsh] 18.400

8] 4

K] -1.00
[FBy] 3.38
[fsh*B1] 1.14
favorable

[fma*B2] 10.26
[FBx] 3.98
[yl 0.60
[Kv] 1.076
[KHB] 1.156
[KFB] 1.135
[KBB] 1.156
[KHa] 1.000
[KFa] 1.000
[KBa] 1.000

Calculation of pF and sFn according to
1SO 6336-3:2007-04-01
Calculation of YF, YS with pinion type cutter, z0=

[xE.e]
[YF]
[vs]
[aFen]
[der]
[hF1
[sFn]
[PF]
[hF/mn]
[sFn/mn]
[pF/mn]
[dsr]
[osen]
[a:l

[vel
[voT]
[sr]
[YB]
[beff]
[oF0]
[oF]

29 ,x0= 0.000, paP0*=
———-Gear 1 -——— Gear2--
0.4198 -0.1200
113 1.16
229 220
22.56 19.36
24.070 9.225
0.92 1.46
2.19 2.75
0.44 0.50
0.921 1.464
2.191 2753
0.440 0.496

21.672 -92.607
30.000 60.000

2.490 2774
1.000
1.000
3.13 3.48
1.00 1.00
18.40 18.00
341.10 344.76
624.34 631.05



Permissible bending stress at root of Test-gear
Notch sensitivity factor

Surface factor

Size factor, tooth root

Finite life factor

Yo Yaur Yo" Y Yo

Alternating bending factor, mean stress influence coefficient

Technology factor

KiISSsoft

Coefficient for surface factor like for shot peening: The standard gives no applicable information about this..

Stress correction factor

Yst*oFlim (N/mm?)

Permissible tooth root stress cFG/SFmin (N/mm?)
Limit strength tooth root (N/mm?)

Required safety

Flank safety

Zone factor

Elasticity factor (VN/mm?)

Contact ratio factor

Helix angle factor

Effective facewidth (mm)

Norminal contact stress (N/mm?)

Contact stress at operating pitch circle (N/mm?)
Single tooth contact factor

Contact stress (N/mm?)

Lubrication factor for NL

Speed factor for NL

Roughness factor for NL
Material hardening factor for NL
Finite life factor

Limited pitting is permitted: No
Size factor (flank)

Permissible contact stress, GHG/SHmin (N/mm?)

Pitting stress limit (N/mm)

Required safety

Wear

Wear does not usually occur with oil lubrication and circumferential speeds over 1 m/s.

The limit for using the calculation method has been exceeded.

Line load at reference diameter (N/mm)

Line load at reference diameter (N/mm)

25052

Loss factor

Length of active flank (mm)

Wear factor (mm?Nm/10°)

Normal tooth thickness on reference circle
(dNa+dNf)/2 (mm)

915

Running-in factor, well run in
Contact ratio factor

Dynamic viscosity (mPa‘s)

Mean coefficient of friction
Geometry factor

Meshing factor

Tip relief factor

Integral tooth flank temperature (°C)

Measurements for tooth thickness

Tooth thickness tolerance
Tooth thickness allowance (normal section) (mm)

Number of teeth spanned
For internal toothing: k = measurement gap number
Base tangent length (no backlash) (mm)
Base tangent length with allowance (mm)
(mm)
Diameter of measuring circle (mm)

Theoretical diameter of ballfpin (mm)

Effective diameter of ball/pin (mm)

Radial single-ball measurement backlash free (mm)

Radial single-ball measurement (mm)

Diameter of measuring circle (mm)

Diametral measurement over two balls without clearance (mm)
Diametral two ball measure (mm)

Diametral measurement over pins without clearance (mm)
Measurement over pins according to DIN 3960 (mm)
Measurement over 3 pins, axial, according to AGMA 2002 (mm)

Dimensions over 3 pins without clearance (mm)
Measurement over 3 pins with allowance (mm)

Chordal tooth thickness (no backlash) (mm)
Normal chordal tooth thickness with allowance (mm)
Reference chordal height from da.m (mm)
Tooth thickness, arc (mm)

(mm)

Backlash free center distance (mm)

Backlash free center distance, allowances (mm)
dNf.i with aControl (mm)

Reserve (dNf0.i-dFf.e)/2 (mm)

Tip clearance (mm)

Center distance allowances (mm)

Gircumferential backlash from Aa (mm)
Radial backlash (mm)

Circumferential backlash (transverse section) (mm)
Normal backlash (mm)

Torsional angle on input with output fixed

Total torsional angle (°)

Toothing tolerances

1115

[YdrelT] 1.000 1.003
[YRrelT] 0.957 0.957
IYx] 1.000 1.000
[YNT] 0.906 0.931
0.867 0.893
Ym] 1.000 1.000
ym 1.100 1.100
[Yst] 2.00
[oFE] 740.00 740.00
[oFP] 587.80 605.68
[oFG] 705.36 726.81
[SFmin] 1.20 1.20
w=mmm- Gear 1 —-—---- Gear 2 -
[ZH] 2684
[ZE] 189.812
[r ) 0.882
[ras)] 1.000
[befi] 18.00
[oHO] 936.33
[oHwW] 1278.82
[2B,2D] 1.00 1.00
[oHB, oHD] 1278.82 1278.82
zu 1.020 1.020
zVi 0.995 0.995
[ZR] 0.943 0.943
zw] 1.000 1.000
[ZNT] 0.937 0.977
[ZL*ZV*ZR*ZNT] 0.897 0.935
[r2g] 1.000 1.000
[oHP] 1215.96 1267.93
[oHG] 1094.36 1141.13
[SHmin] 0.90 0.90
w] 134.30
[Ka*K, Ky Kig Ko *w]
[GY] 0.120
] 2.18 171
[ka] 2.89451e-05 2.26421e-05
[sd] 1.48 148
KiISSsoft
XE] 1,000
Xe] 0.262
[noin 4190 (700 °C)
[unl 0.080
[XBE] 0.157
xaj 1.000
[XCa] 1.490
[int] 87.37
- Gear 1 —-—---- Gear 2 --
DIN 3967 cd25 DIN 3967 cd25
[As.efi] -0.054 /-0.084 -0.070 /-0.110
Kl 4.000 11.000
[Wk] 10.993 32274
[Wk.efi] 10.942/10.914 32.340/32.378
[AWk.e/i] -0.051/-0.079 -0.066 /-0.103
[dMWk.m] 24.218 90.551
(Y] 1.947 1.663
[DMeff] 2.000 1.750
[MrK] 13.500 43.735
[MrK.efi] 13.450/ 13.421 43.895/43.837
[dMMr.m] 23.944 90.069
[MdK] 26.943 87.470
[MdK_.eli] 26.841/26.784 87.790/ 87.675
[MdR] 26.943 87.470
[MdR.e/i] 26.841/26.784 87.790 / 87.675
[dk3A.efi] 26.841/26.784 87.790 / 87.675
[Md3R] 26.884 -0.000
[Md3R.efi] 26.783/26.727 -0.000 / -0.000
[sc] 1,928 1.563
[sc.efi] 1.876/ 1.846 1.483/ 1.443
[ha] 1,559 0.978
[sn] 1.930 1.563
[sn.efi] 1.876/ 1.846 1.483/ 1.443
[aControl.efi] 33.189/33.291
lita] 0.189/ 0.291
[dNfO.i] 21,781 91.995
[cFO.i] -0.145 0.064
[c0.i(aControl)] 0.055 0.045
[Aa.efi] -0.013/ 0.013
[itw_Aa.eli] 0.008/-0.008
[irw.efi] 0.304/ 0.176
[itw.efi] 0.199/ 0.114
[inefi] 0.191/ 0.108
[itSys] 1.0063/0.5780

Maximum permissible wear (%) Wi 15.00
Permissible wear on flank (mm) [Bwine] 022

Wear removal (mm) [Bwel 0.0005
Wear removal (mg) [=IFL*b*2ro*5Wn] 37
Required safety [Swminl 1.10

Calculation of local wear with speeds and load distribution according to method A:
Calculation has not been carried out, contact analysis under load is required..

ISO/TS 6336-22:2018

Micropitting according to

Calculation has not been carried out, lubricant: Load stage micropitting test not known

Scuffing load capacity

Calculation method according to ISO/TS 6336-20/21:2017

KISSsoft

0.22
0.0001
29
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Helical load factor for scuffing [KBY] 1.000
Lubrication coefficient for lubrication type XS] 1.000
Scuffing test and load stage [FZGtest] FZG - Test A/ 8.3 / 90 (ISO 14635 - 1)
Multiple meshing factor [Xmp] 1.000
Relative structural factor, scuffing [XWrelT] 1.000
Thermal contact factor (N/mm/s*.5/K) BM] 13.780 13.780
Relevant tip relief (um) [Ca] 3.40 3.40
Optimal tip relief (um) [Ceff] 12.83
Ca taken as optimal in the calculation (0=no, 1=yes) 0 0
Effective facewidth (mm) [beff] 18.000

pplicable ci i idth (N/mm) [wBt] 250.518

KBy = 1.000, wBt*KBy =  250.518
Angle factor [XaB] 0.939

el: 1.311,e2: 0.357
Flash temperature-criteria
Lubricant factor X1 0.830
Tooth mass temperature (“C) [BMi] 76.27

BMi = Boil + X$*0.47*Xmp*6fim

Average flash temperature  (°C) [6fim] 13.33
Scuffing temperature (“C) 6s] 348.80
r (point of highest n 0.553

[FA]= 0310 [FE}= 1139
Highest contact temp. (°C) (e8] 100.16
Flash factor ("K*NA-.75*s*.5*m*-.5*mm) [XM] 50.058
Approach factor xJ] 1.000
Load sharing factor xr 1.000
Dynamic viscosity (mPa’s) M) 4190 (700
Coefficient of friction (78] 0.062
Integral temperature-criteria
Lubricant factor X 1.000
Tooth mass temperature (°C) [emc] 75.53

BMC = Boil + XS*0.70*6flaint
Mean flash temperature  (°C) [6flaint] 7.89
Integral scuffing temperature (°C) [6sint] 360.78
Flash factor (°K*NA-.75*sA.5*mA-.5*mm) XM] 50.058
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JR VOV P— Gear 2 --

According to ISO 1328-1:1995, 1SO 1328-2:1997
Accuracy grade Q 6 6
Single pitch deviation (um) [fptT] 7.00 7.50
Base circle pitch deviation (um) [fpbT] 6.60 7.00
Sector pitch deviation over k/8 pitches (um) [Fpk/8T] 9.50 15.00
Profile form deviation (um) [ffaT] 5.50 6.50
Profile slope deviation (um) [fHaT] 4.60 5.50
Total profile deviation (um) [FaT] 7.50 8.50
Helix form deviation (um) [fBT] 7.00 7.50
Helix slope deviation (um) [HBT] 7.00 7.50
Total helix deviation (um) [FBT] 10.00 11.00
Total cumulative pitch deviation (um) [FpT] 20.00 26.00
Runout (um) [FrT] 16.00 21.00
Single flank composite, total (um) [FisT] 34.00 41.00
Single flank composite, tooth-to-tooth (um) [fisT] 14.00 15.00
Radial composite, total (um) [FidT] 21.00 26.00
Radial composite, tooth-to-tooth (um) [fidT] 5.00 5.00

FidT (Fi"), fidT (fi") according to ISO 1328:1997 calculated with the geometric mean values for mn and d

Axis alignment tolerances (recommendation acc. to ISO TR 10064-3:1996, Quality)

6
Maximum value for deviation error of axis (um) [fzB] 1.24
Maximum value for inclination error of axes (um) [fz5] 2249

Modifying and defining the tooth form

Profile and tooth trace modifications for gear 1
Symmetric (both flanks)
- flankline crowning
b = 10.000 um
rerown=4232mm

Data for the tooth form calculation :

Calculation of Gear 1
Tooth form, Gear 1, Step 1: Automatic (final machining)
haP*= 1.120, hiP*= 1.250, pfP*= 0.380

Calculation of Gear 2

Tooth form, Gear 2, Step 1: Automatic (final machining)

20= 29, x0=0.0000, da0= 31.505 mm, a0= -30.645 mm
haP0*= 1.253, paP0*= 0.380, hfP0*= 1.130, pfP0*= 0.000

Supplementary data

Maximal possible center distance (eps_a=1.0) [aMAX] 32.463

(Fp=

Mass (g) [ml 38.46 199.96

Total mass (g)
Moment of inertia for system, relative to the input
calculation without consideration of the exact tooth shape

[mGes] 238.42
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Single gears, (da+df)/2...di (kg'm?)
System (da+df)i2...di (kg'm?)
Torsional stiffness at driving gear with fixed driven gear:
Torsional stiffness (MNm/rad)
Torsion when subjected to nominal torque (°)
Mean coefficient of friction (as defined in Niemann)
Wear sliding coef. by Niemann
Loss factor
Gear power loss (kW)

Meshing efficiency (%)

M1
M1

[er]
[Ber]
[uml
[ow
[HV]
PvZ]
[nz)

Sound pressure level according to Masuda, without contact analysis

[dB(A)]
Service life, damage
Calculation with load spectrum
Required safety for tooth root [SFmin]
Required safety for tooth flank [SHmin]
Required safety for wear [SWmin]
Service life (calculated with required safeties):
System service life (h) [Hatt]
Tooth root service life (h) [HFatt]
Tooth flank service life (h) [HHatt]
Wear service life (h) [HWatt]
Damage calculated on the basis of the required service life [H] (1000.0
No. F1% F2% H1% H2% W1% W2%
1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0488 0.0125
2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0269 0.0069
3 49.5333 18.9323 73.1386 18.6910 0.0316 0.0081
4 0.0000 0.0000 0.5201 0.1329 0.0107 0.0027
z 49.5333 18.9323 73.6587 18.8239 0.1179 0.0302
Damage calculated on basis of system service life [Hatt] (1357.6
No. F1% F2% H1% H2% W1% W2%
1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0663 0.0170
2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0365 0.0093
3 67.2470 25.7027 99.2939 25.3751 0.0428 0.0110
4 0.0000 0.0000 0.7061 0.1805 0.0145 0.0037
z 67.2470 257027 100.0000 25.5556 0.1601 0.0410
Damage calculated on basis of individual service life HFatt & HHatt & HWatt
HFatt1 HFatt2 HHatt1 HHatt2 HWatt1 HWatt2
(h) 2019 5282 1358 5312
No. F1% F2% H1% H2% W1% W2%
1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 41.41 41.41
2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.79 2279
3 100.00 100.00 99.29 99.29 26.76 26.76
4 0.00 0.00 0.71 0.71 9.04 9.04
z 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

3.798e-06
3.337e-05

0.043
0.037
0.090
0.609
0.120
0.219
98.922

68.6

1.20

1.10

1358

2019 5282
1358 5312
8.48e+05

h)

h)

8.48e+05 1e+06

KiISSsoft

0.0004527

1e+06

Most critical duty cycle elements for Scoring (SB, Sint), Tooth Flank Fracture (SFF), hardened layer (SEHT) and Micropitting (Slam)
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Tolerance field for tooth form calculation

- Diameter: Mean value, Tooth thickness: Mean value
da1 = 26.0375 mm, df1 = 21.2984 mm, As1 = -0.0690 mm
da2 = 88.0301 mm, df2 = 92.7949 mm, As2 = -0.0900 mm

Figure: Tooth system

KISSsoft

End of Report

lines:

780
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to ISO 6336-6, Annex A.3

KISSsoft

(The slope of the S-N curve (Woehler lines) in the range of endurance limit according to ISO 6336-6, Table A.1 is used.)

sB: 3
St 4
factor

Gear p

1 Tooth root 8738
1 Tooth flank 6611
2 Tooth root 8738
2 Tooth flank 6611

Application factor, ISO 6336-6 A.3

Note: If an application factor is entered, the indicated values for KA come with

Teq KA
278 KAF |1 | 1000
278 KAH |1 | 1.000
108.8 KAF |2 | 1.000
89.5 KAH |2 | 0823
[KAmax]
[KAFmax / KA, Hmax]

Classification according to F.E.M., Edition 1.001, 1998

Spectrum factor

Spectrum class

Application class, predefined service life
Machine class, predefined service life
Application class, achievable service life
Machine class, achievable service life

Remarks:
- Specifications with
Taking all tolerances into account
Specifications with

are taken into account.

Le/i] imply: Maximum [e] and minimum value [i] for

[.m] imply: Mean value within tolerance
- For the backlash tolerance, the center distance tolerances and the tooth thickness allowance

The maximum and minimum clearance according to
the largest or smallest allowances are defined..
The calculation is performed for the operating pitch circle.

- Details of calculation method:
¢y according to Method B
Kv according to Method B
KHB and KFB according to Method C

fma according to Equation 64, fsh according to 57/58, Fx according to 52/53/54

KHa, KFa according to Method B

1.000

1.000/1.000

1.500 zu multiplizieren!

0.432

FNETINN

- The logarithmically interpolated value taken from the values for the fatigue strength and the static strength, based on the number of load
cycles, is used for coefficients ZL, ZV, ZR, ZW, ZX, YdrelT, YRrelT and YX..
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TruDisk

Technical data



PROTECTION CLASS

AMBIENT TEMPERATURE

LASER PARAMETERS

LASER POWER ON THE
WORKPIECE

TYPICAL POWER CONSTANCY AT
RATED POWER

CONTINUOUSLY ADJUSTABLE
POWER RANGE

BEAM QUALITY AT THE INPUT
COUPLING IN THE LLK

NUMERICAL APERTURE ON THE
OUTPUT COUPLING AFTER LLK

WAVELENGTH

MINIMUM LASER LIGHT CABLE
DIAMETER

TYP. LEISTUNGSKONSTANZ BEI
NENNLEISTUNG UBER 8 STD. BEI
KONSTANTER
UMGEBUNGSTEMPERATUR

MAX. LEISTUNGSKONSTANZ BEI
NENNLEISTUNG UBER 8 STD. BEI
KONSTANTER
UMGEBUNGSTEMPERATUR

TYPICAL POWER CONSTANCY AT
RATED POWER OVER 8 HOURS AT
CONSTANT AMBIENT
TEMPERATURE

STRUCTURAL DESIGN

WIDTH
HEIGHT
DEPTH

MAXIMUM NUMBER OF LASER
LIGHT CABLES

MAXIMUM NUMBER OF LASER
LIGHT CABLES FOR EXTENDED
DEVICE SIZE

INSTALLATION

PROTECTION CLASS

AMBIENT TEMPERATURE

LASER PARAMETERS

LASER POWER ON THE
WORKPIECE

TYPICAL POWER CONSTANCY AT
RATED POWER

TruDisk 4002

IP54

10°C-50°C

TruDisk 5001

5000 W

+ 1 % with active power regulation

120 W - 5000 W with active power
regulation

4 mm = mrad

0.1
1030 nm

100 pm

1175 mm
1430 mm

725 mm

IP54

10°C-50°C

TruDisk 6000

6000 W

TruDisk 4006

IP54

10 °C - 50 °C

TruDisk 5002

5000 W

+ 1 % with active power regulation

120 W - 5000 W with active power
regulation

8 mm = mrad

0.1
1030 nm

200 pm

1175 mm
1430 mm

725 mm

IP54

10°C-50°C

TruDisk 6001

6000 W

+ 1 % with active power regulation

TruDisk 5000

IP54

10°C-50°C

TruDisk 5006

5000 W

+ 1 % with active power regulation

120 W - 5000 W with active power
regulation

25 mm = mrad

0.1
1030 nm

600 um

1175 mm
1430 mm

725 mm

IP54

10°C-50°C

TruDisk 6001 P

6000 W
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BERrAS E
FORMULA ELECTRIC MAATTOLERANTIES VOLGENS VORM- EN '?/LS‘SEL(;LERANT'ES
BELGIUM ISO 2768-m ISO 2768-K
DATUM
GETEKEND DOOR | Bart Tyskens Baseplate
TELEFOONR.
/ Ra 3,2 |emaL GROOTTE Rev. |IF
MAATEENHEID | mm 270x 2100 TTPlaathouder A
MATERIAAL  |ALU 7075 ?ﬁAALH AANTAL: 1 BLAD 1 VAN 1
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FORMéJIIE_f\GEIbECTRIC MAATTOLIIESR(SMZ\IJ'SI E-SmVOLGENS VORM- EN z(o;A%EEI%ERANT'ES

DATUM

GETEKEND DOOR | Bart Tyskens Clamping block

TELEFOONR.
/ Ra 3,2 |emaL GROOTTE REV.

MAATEENHEID | mm 210x200 TT_Koperhouder A

MATERIAAL | Steel AAL 2:1 | AANTAL: 1 BLAD 1 VAN 1

1 2 3 | A4




For tooth profile, see appended .dxf-file
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FORMULA ELECTRIC MAATTOLERANTIES VOLGENS VORM- EN T/Lgf;ELgLERANT'ES
BELGIUM IS0 2768-m ISO 2768-K
DATUM
GETEKEND DOOR| Bart Tyskens Cooling block
TELEFOONR.
/ Ra 3,2 |emaL GROOTTE REV.
MAATEENHEID | mm 210x2100 TT_Koelblok A
MATERIAAL | ALU 7075 &#jAAL 5:1 | AANTAL: 2 BLAD 1 VAN 1
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SECTION A-A
E ET @ E

FORMULA ELECTRIC MAATTOLERANTIES VOLGENS VORM- BN P ATS T ERANTIES
BELGIUM 1SO 2768-m SO 2768-K
DATUM
GETEKEND DOOR | Ward Lenaerts Gear clamp
TELEFOONR.

F / Ra 3,2 |emaL GROOTTE Rev. |F
MAATEENHEID | mm TT_aanspanningsblok A

27052100
MATERIAAL | Steel &#jAAL 5:1 | AANTAL: 1 BLAD 1 VAN 1

3 | A4
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FORMULA ELECTRIC MAATTOLERANTIES VOLGENS VORM- BN P ATS T ERANTIES
BELGIUM 1SO 2768-m SO 2768-K
DATUM
GETEKEND DOOR | Ward Lenaerts Gear clamping pin
TELEFOONR.

F / Ra 3,2 |emaL GROOTTE Rev. |F
MAATEENHEID | mm TT_Steunas A

27052100
MATERIAAL | ALU 7075 &#jAAL 2.1 | AANTAL: 2 BLAD 1 VAN 1

L 1 I 2 3 | AL
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Beide gaten onderaan zijn hetzelfde (26 K6, 60°)
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99,8 H6 (gat van 0.1mm diep voor uitlijning)
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FORMULA ELECTRIC
BELGIUM

MAATTOLERANTIES VOLGENS

I1ISO 2768-m

VORM- EN PLAATSTOLERANTIES
VOLGENS
I1SO 2768-K

DATUM

GETEKEND DOOR

Ward Lenaerts

TELEFOONR.

EMAIL

Turntable

MAATEENHEID

mm

GROOTTE

REV.

TT_Opspanplaat 2.0 A

MATERIAAL

ALU 7075

AANTAL: 1

BLAD 1 VAN 1

2

3 I

A

05200
&#jAAL 1:1




Calculation of the required tilt angle (0)

The objective is to find the intersection point between two ellipses that represent the imaginary
circle connecting the tooth tops at the 2 sides of the ring gear, when the ring gear is tilted.

(Rt()p)z ')’2 + (Rt()p . COS(G))Z 'X2 =1

Being the equation that represents the ellipses. With R,,, the radius of the tooth tops. 6 the needed
tilt angle. x and vy, the respective coordinates.

top

y1= /(1= 35) (Rigp)?+ (co5(8))?

y1 being the y-coordinate of the upper half of ellipse 1.

2
v = ~( U= ) R (cos(®)2) +5
v, being the y-coordinate of the lower half of ellipse 2. b, the width of the ring gear. To be more
accurate the width of the gear, b, should be multiplied by the sine of the tilt angle, but as we will see
the needed tilt angle will be very close to 90°. Because we want to find an intersection between the
two ellipses we have to make the equations of the two ellipses equal to each other. From this we
find :

(3)° )

2 2
Rmp —X

8 = arccos(
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Matlab script : Model concept 1 (see subsection
4.4.2)
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2D 12
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Generating point cloud

% The objective of this section is to generate a point cloud in which
the

% X-coordinates have a equal distance compared to each other. The
original

% points file ('points3.txt') was created by storing the points of the
% spline that approximate the tooth profile of the ring gear.
clear;

cle;

[Y,X]=textread('points3.txt');
Arr=(X,Y];

k=1;
for x=X(1):0.05:X(length(X))

P1=[x,0,0];
P2=[x,1,0];

dmin=1000;
for i=2:length(X)-1
P=[X(1),¥(i),0];

P

X(i-1),¥(i-1),0];
X(i*1),Y(i+1),0];

d=norm(cross(a,b))/norm(a);
d2=norm(cross(a,b2))/norm(a);

Influence of diffuse reflection

D_beam=5; % Diameter of the used input beam
F=(D_beam./2)./sqrt(2);
G=F;
for i=length(Arr_new):-1:length(Arr_new)./2
cos_tot=0;
for j=l:1:length(Arr_new)./2-1

A=exp(-((Arr_new(j,1))./F)."2); % Gaussian input intensity
profile

Arr_new(j,1);
alfa=atan2(yl-y2,x1-x2); % alfa is the angle between a certain
point on the tooth flank and the tooth top of the adjacent flank

th_tot=(Arr_new(j,3)+pi./2)-alfa;

cos_tot=cos_tot+A.*cos(th_tot); ¢ We assume that the intensity
of the diffuse reflected power changes with a cosine relation
depending on the reflected angle

end

cos_arr(k)=cos_tot;
k=k+1;

end

Influence of diffuse reflection 2.0

% This section tackles the influence of power being reflected under
% different angles in the plane of the ring gear. Some of the
reflected power

% might not hit the adjacent tooth flank.
sum=0;

for i=1:1:length(Arr_new)./2-1

cos_tot=

d3=norm(cross(a,b3))/norm(a);
if d<dmin

dmin=d;
P_least=P;

if d2<d3

P_least2=P3;
dmin2=d2;

else

P_least2=P4;
dmin2=d3;

end

¥new=(dmin./(dmin+dmin2)).*(P_least2(2)-
P_least(2))+P_least(2);

Arr_new(k,1
Arr_new(k,2

k=k+1;
end

% For every point the tangent angle is determined and saved in the
array.

for i=2:length(Arr_new)-1

thl=atan2(Arr_new(i+l,2)-Arr_new(i,2) , Arr_new(i+l,1)-
Arr_new(i,1));

th2=atan2 (Arr_new(i,2)-Arr_new(i-1,2) , Arr_new(i,1)-
Arr_new(i-1,1));

th=(thl+th2)./2;

Arr_new(i,3)=th;

end

Arr_new(1,3)=Arr_new(2,3);
Arr_new(length(Arr_new),3)=Arr_new(length(Arr_new)-1,3);

th_tot_max=

for j=length(Arr_new):-1:length(Arr_new)./2

yl=Arr_new(i,2);

y2=Arr_new(j,2);

rr_new(i,1);

x2=Arr_new(j,1);
alfa=atan2(y2-yl,x2-x1);
th_tot=-((Arr_new(i,3)+pi./2)-alfa);

if th_tot>th_tot_max

th_tot_max=th_tot;

end
sum=sum+( (sin(th_tot_max)+1)./2); %Sum of the integrals

end

ratio=sum/i % 'Ratio’ represents the amount of power that is reflected
and

% hits the adjacent tooth flank in comparison with the total reflected
power.

ratio =

0.5539

How much power is initially absorbed and how
reflected power is absorbed.

Pin=1000; % Used for reference
A=0.7; % Estimated absorption coefficient
Pinit=Pin.*A; % Initially absorbed power

Prefl=pin.*(1-A); % Initially reflected power

cos_arr=cos_arr./max(cos_arr);

k=0;
Ltot=0;
Arr_new;

for i=l:length(Arr_new)/2-1




for j=length(Arr_new):-1:length(Arr_new)

X1=Arr_new(i,1);
Y1=Arr_new(i,2

X2=Arr_new(3j,1);
Y2=Arr_new(j,2);

L=((X1-X2)."2+(¥Y1-Y2)."2)."0.5;
k=k+1;

Ltot=Ltot+L;

end

L_avg=Ltot/k; % L_avg is the average length from a point on the left
tooth flank until the right tooth flank

th=atan2(D_beam./2,L_avg);

procent=(sin(th)+sin(th))./2; % We suppose that only this amount of
reflected power will effectively have an influence

% on the intensity profile

Pin=A.*Prefl.*ratio.*procent; % The useful reflected power is
multiplied with the absorptivity because

% only a certain amount of the reflected power that hits the
adjacent

% tooth will be absorbed. In theory a part of the reflected power
will

% also be reflected by the adjacent tooth but we will neglect this
power.

Influence of the tangent angle of the tooth pro-
file on the intensity profile

Arr_neww=[];

for i=1:length(Arr_new)

A=exp(-((Arr_new(i,1))./F)."2);

Arr_neww(i,1)=A.*cos(Arr_new(i,3)); % The intensity amplitude is
multiplied with the cosine of the tangent angle

Arr_neww(i,2)=1./(cos(Arr_new(i,3))); % The length is divided by
the cosine of the tangent angle.

end

% The total power will ofcourse stays the same!
Arr_newww=[0];
for j=2:length(Arr_neww)

Arr_newww(3j,1)=Arr_newww(j-1,1)+Arr_neww(j,2);
Arr_newww(j,2)=Arr_neww(j,1);

end
Arr_newww(1,2)=Arr_newww(2,2);

figure(1)
plot(Arr_newww(:,1),Arr_newww(:,2))

Normalizing the arrays

d_tot=0;

for i=1:length(Arr_new)-1

X1=Arr_new(i,1);
X2=Arr_new(i+l,1);

Y1=Arr_new(i,2);

120

Y2=Arr_new(i+l,2);
d=((Y2-Y1)."2+(X2-X1)."2).70.5;

d_tot=d_tot+d; %d_tot is the circumference from one tooth top
until the other

end

norm_factor=Arr_newww(length(Arr_newww),1)./d_tot;

for i=1:length(Arr_newww)
Arr_newww(i,1)=Arr_newww(i,1)./norm factor; % Normalizing

end

cos_arr_new=[];
ltot=

for i=1:length(cos_arr)

1=1./(cos(Arr_new(i,3)));
ltot=ltot+1;

cos_arr_new(i,1)=ltot;
cos_arr_new(i,2)=cos_arr(i); % cos_arr_new represents the new
'projected’ intensity profile
end
max=cos_arr_new(length(cos_arr_new));
for i=l:length(cos_arr_new)
cos_arr_new(i,1)=cos_arr_new(i,1)./max;
end
max=Arr_newww(length(Arr_newww),1);
for i=1:length(Arr_newww)
Arr_newww(i,l)=Arr_newww(i,l)./max.*2;
end
int1=0;
for i=l:length(Arr_newww)-1

Y2=Arr_newww(i+l,2);
Y1=Arr_newww(i,2);

X2=Arr_newww(i+l,1);
X1=Arr_newww(i,1);

intl=intl+((Y2+Y1)./2).*(X2-X1);
end

intl final=intl./2;
int2=0;

for i=1:length(cos_arr_new)-1

¥2=cos_arr_new(i+l,2);
os_arr_new(i,2);

os_arr_new(i+l,1);
os_arr_new(i,1);

int2=int2+((Y24Y1)./2).*(X2-X1);
end
for i=1:length(Arr_newww)
Arr_newww(i,2)=Arr_newww(i,2)./intl_final; % Normalising
end

for i=1:length(cos_arr new)

cos_arr_new(i,2)=cos_arr_new(i,2)./int2; % Normalising
end

final cos_arr=[cos_arr_new(:,l),Pin.*cos_arr_new(:,2)];
final_arr new=[Arr_newww(1:24,1),Pinit.*Arr newww(1:24,2)];

sum_arr=[];
for i=l:length(final_cos_arr)

sum_arr(i,1)=final_arr_new(i,1);
sum_arr(i,2)=final cos_arr(i,2)+final_arr new(i,2);

end
figure(2)

plot(sum_arr(:,1),sum arr(:,2))
hold on




for i=1:length(sum arr)

2000 xx=sum_arr (i, 1);
1800 1 if xx<=0.78591
TH(i)=(xx./0.78591).%0.15-1.31;
1800 b
else
1400 ] TH(i)=(xx-1)./(0.78591-1).%(-1.16);
1200 4 end
end
1000 -
ABS=(B.*TH."2+C)./(Abs_75);
1 final arr_neww=[];
] for i=l:length(final arr_new)
final arr_neww(i,2)=final_arr new(i,2).*ABS(i);

final_arr neww(i,1)=final _arr new(i,1);

for i=l:length(final cos_arr)

Influence of changing absorptivity depending sum_arr (i, 1)t inal_ar newa(5,1);
on the incident angle sum_arr(i,2)=final_cos_arr(i,2)+final_arr_neww(i,2);

end
Abs_0=0.4; % Absorption (%) for 0° (based on literature)

Abs_75=0.5; % Absorption (%) for 75° (based on literature)

figure(3)

plot(sum arr(:,1),sum_arr(:,2), Linewidth',2)

th=75.+%pi./180;

sum_arrr=[];

C=Abs_0; %abs €0°

B=(Abs_75-Abs_0)./(th."2); for i=1:length(sum_arr)
sum_arr(i,l)=sum_arr(i,l).*d_tot./2;

th=0:0.01:75.%pi./180; sum_arr(i,2)=sum arr(i,2);

Abs=B.*th."2+C; % Quadratic relation between absorptivity and incident

end
angle based on literature (which is only correct if the angle stays
below the brewster angle
TH=[];
% The coming section is used because the tangent angle of tooth
surface can
% be split up into two linear sections
9 10
1800 1800
1800 E
1400 -
1400
1200 - 1200
1000
1000 -
BO0
800 b 600
am 1
600 b
200 1
. . . . . . . . . . .
[} 0z 04 s 08 1 12

Influence of temperature 2D Simplification

% This is accounted in Ansys itself, as can be read in the thesis =-d_tot./2:0.01:d_tot./2;
itself.
d_tot./2;
Plotting final graph 15505
z1=Al;
figure(4)
plot(sum_arr(:,1),sum_arr(:,2), Linewidth',2) R_beam=0.47;
axis([0 2.7 0 1800]) F2=R_beam./sqrt(2);

A2=830;
22=A2.*exp(-(x./F2)."2);

A3=180;
a=sqrt(A)./(d_tot./2);
a=6.6;

(a.*x)."2+A3;

F3=d_tot./2;
F. .55

n=400;
z4=exp(-(x./F3)."n);




ztot=(zl+z2+23).%z4; zlabel('I (W/m"2)', Fontsize',16)
figure(5)

plot(sum_arr(:,1)-d_tot./2,sum arr(:,2), Linewidth',1)

hold on

plot(x,ztot)

% This graph represents the actual distribution. The advantage of this

is
% that it is easy to implement into Ansys.

Published with MATLAB® R2019a

3D Simplification
[X,y]=meshgrid(-3:0.02:3);

dbeam=D_bean;
G=(dbeam./2)./sqrt(2);

2=(A1+A2.*exp(-(X./F2)."2)+A3-(a.*x)."2) . *exp(~(y./G)."2) . *exp(~(x./
F3).%n);

figure(6)
view(0,0)

mesh(x,y,2/1550)

xlabel('X (mm)', Fontsize',16)
ylabel('Y (mm)', Fontsize',16)




Measurement report ring gear wire EDM

147



=
ﬁ Profiel/Tandschuinte Vertanding
% Prog.Nr.: GST0426c12 4.15.0 0 P 40 Kentroleur: Anke patum:  11.(03.2021 09:04
'E Benaming: Ringwiel (-) Tandenaantal z -90 Tandbreedte b 14 .8mm
7} Tekeningnr.: Ringwiel Z=90 A Module m 1mm| prof.meetber. La 3.76mm
=g Ordernr/veolgnr.: Ingrijphoek 20°| Tandech.mestber| L& 11.84mm
E Klant/mach.: Formula Electric B Tandsch.hoek fo 0°|st. -uitw. LNF(Mp)1 16.8mm
pad Meetplaate: P40 B7001 Grondeirkel-@ db 84 ] 5723mm Taster @ : '14 {#14) lrnm
Tosstand ; Ell'l product Tandsah hook £b Pr‘vo:ach.F‘ x -
~ dprod 0° 024
ﬁ T T T e — _____ ........... r=
== |DIN 39625y links 2 . PROFIEL ¢
E Kop
-
20
4 o
Vas500:1
Vbl0:1
1
m AP ¢ b | ok (B e i L S B e ]
Voet g LS L e D 1 B 8
N\ 61 31 1. . Tand 1 3161 /Y
Meetwaard[um] Kwaliteit toel .Waard Kwal Meetwaard [pm] Kwaliteit
fHam 4.4 b vV 2.6 2.8 4 V 4.0
fHa 5.3 7. 27 5,1 #h 6 5 B 0.4 3.6 4(4 B
Fa 10.4 7| 2.5 9.9 8 5] 2] B 2.0 10.1 1016 7
ffa 10.0 8| 2.9 9.5 5] 5] B B 2.2 9.3 B| 9,2
V/K-2 [mm] 92,543 [92.373/92.428) 87.994 [88/013/88.048]
ok 1ii_nk$?':fff::::TAND.S_CH_U_I_NTE;;;fff‘j’biiiféfim‘%?::j_m o @)
MR e el T ot B |-{ ——1'4.'50..:—.]:. R 3 : |
i :-:1 g & Al ;e 5 e £ iR
20 ; Sl —
[\ am [ L
§ L otas Ll i
Vas00:1 ; et e ol o AR KR ¢ :
S IR R | RO E ¢ e bt L i e s b st b s a
' s 1 40 I o g g Pl KRRl il
; o s 7: Y. i =13 *'.,_'__'__'__'_I._'. .................................... ¥
- Vb5:1 ; "Iﬁﬁgﬁlfﬁﬁﬁﬁ';f. ____________
g 1 LI O] | I et bl e S o oI T R o
o = I' """"""" :
E ]
[}
°
z 2
= mim
2 onder
o N:A
3
g fHEm
fHE
Ff&
£
KLINGELNBERG




Steek Vertanding

BV

D
o —
Prog.Nr.: G3STO0426cl2 4.15.0 0 P 40 Kontroleur: Anke Datum: 11.03 L2021 g
Benaming: Ringwiel n Tandenaantal z -90 Ingrijphoek r—
Tekeningnr. : RlngWiel Z=90 / Module m 1mm |Tandsch.hoek fo E
[
Ordernr/velgnr, ; Meetplaats: P40 B7001 =
Klant/mach. : Formula Electric B Toestand : EindDrOdUCt ©
DIN 3962 -2 rod : -
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Ringwiel KU-leuven 1 [mm]

Rondheid: R99.8 Rondheid (2) Gauss

Gebruikersnaam

Admin

Datum en tijd

11/05/2021 10:48

Stuknummer tekening

Omschrijving tekening

Datum tekening Operator
MeetMachine Opmerking
—50.0——

— 315°

- Cirkel

D = 99.788

% — - . Punt buiten toler.
—270°—

[mm]| vergroting: 183

Boventol. 0.069

i 0.126

Tolerantiezone onderto] . _0.057
X 0.001 |aantal punten 16
Y -0.011 |Min./Max.Punte 12 / 15
Z 0.000 std.dev * 4 0.187
Actueel Radius 49.894 |Rondheid 0.143
Min. afst. -0.066 |Max. afst. 0.077
X 42 .236 (X 43.343
Y 26.438 |y -24.870
Radius 49.828 Radius 49.971
Phi 32.045 Phi 330.153
GEOPAK, v3.0.R23 Pagina 1
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