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Table 2. Araldite 2015 specifications[12]
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Fig. 3. Roughness measurement of Samples
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Table 3. Epoxy 1012 specifications[12]
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Table 4. Surfaces roughness of shot blasting
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Table 5. Surfaces roughness of sandblasting
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Table 6. Ultimate shear stress of shot blasting and araldite adhesive u”"ﬁl L ‘)’) m’«liu" u‘”‘)s‘ C‘la"" &) Cawols OL"). U“"‘)ﬂ L

— Pl 31155 3Ll Cargo g 03,5 3,65 dalad pxaws 4 (6 i <y Slas oo

@Lj’&j’j;j“ 436 Mol oo Sial38l l e el 0 axkad e 53 iBres g 5 yiey (clao i

VIVA - (5325 Ot 5 it B (5335, e RIS 3o & e 503

VA 1 4 byryo 0d 43S 5 5o Jloj B3giome > b oyl I ol s

o o 5325 (S 3 g S +IVF ply 5 4510 Y+ ol Cte > candhpcls

yiogySue VY ply g sl IYe loj e 13 Caodbls &y by yo plaws

oS 9] oy 9 CaLd (sladiged (ks (i A 1Y g bl ge
Table 7. Ultimate shear stress of shot blasting and epoxy dhesive samples] w])ﬂ CJ“" 3% ‘QL“&.’. OL"} Ode w)’lzw )L;';é u“")s‘ b

JEllSe ¢ o5 o S5 4l cudold (o) 3 yide 398 5 Jgmes s IgS dbul cage HLid iulal 15 b o

Zi :; 2 Coodeias 22113 5l Jeols o (55 ey sl 005 aalab

\ y.. 2l g b7 5las ) Cadlsin 4 boype ord 485 jlai 3 )Lid Bagioxe

A AR 90k ) 5Lad ) Cuodlisin & bgije o (65 (35S 9 stog S +/F

Colyl Cows g Cansiow Aol S oWy i 1A Jos R L . Mbuj)mﬁ)gwc '/\cf A
Table 8. Ultimate shear stress of sandblasting and araldite adhesive J*')")B )1 JADB C%A SR )?')LM S O’"I )KJLJ @’L) MLM

samples Sy bwgie Cuwl 0l Caodtiv golaw (o) il eS cwdl wls

Sl e 5 5 b i L33 CaMhols sladiges plp ¥ 2gds 1> 0kd Candodin sladiges o

\\:/Cv ; Gl (gjlooslel (sla g, cnl 5l ol o (6525 it 351 04

VE/Y- ¥ S5 (oS g yiagySee +I5 plp g b5 i 5 canMbtin a0l o

VF/AD 5 VY ol g asl WY los e > cawdbols 4T 4 slaie pdaw

oS 91 ey 9 Cunrdlyiow (gBAiged (2 (ot i 14 Jgu ) - o s 'MS’SM
Table 9. Ultimate shear stress of sandblasting and epoxy adhesive Lf(w&ﬁ d).b”m )| o= Lbdd?“ ‘Lf&y@l duw”{ )9"4;‘4{

. samples . 5 0433)5 late dl U 0o a4y 0dd (D 5 kil gub ¢ Jlas] pdaw

= ; Sdised (25 (oD (5 gls WlB)S )3 Sy (RIS (9l v

vy Y 9 V30 codllyl cae (gl cuipa oad Cundbidiw g odd Cuwdblis

¥/vo ¥ Cawl 0dd 03l LB ALF Jolis 3 VY S gl o

NArd 5




VeTY B 110 doio YAV Jlo oyl D+ 093 «puiS prol CSilSlo wnbies &yt

oolide 3 Yy polaw (oloS Ssa 9d iy 4 ;5 gshaw
o O Sy ool gl (S X905 bl 133)5 5 9,5 e 5 9S00
9o JUasl plSovisl (lj8l o 4xi)d 9 33,5 oo Job lagiae
DY 53]

L8y 0 Cuwdbidiw 5 Cawdbolis lidlas] mlaw oS ladiges )
ol cwle @ Glgice |y 65 pRIP & s Jlail old (B B
ol s i by ol J) ol Sglite das 505 55 5 loan])3
45 o sloml g (g9 syt sl i aanld ol )3 55 I3
g e ooled gaw Gl Ble pl 3 lacue jlin 3585 Coge
g Jlasl ol JliEl ol Jlisay g Wwosivuey

288 olo Gl AL O oS Jlges dulie 5 (yp b
o ol g s Al o)lsen Cadisin g cundboli claanl b
CawMOLS (sladigas § 398 o0 00 gaw (62 5 (2ld (D plSL]
05 Canddiw sladiged 4 Cud (65iaS plSociul 0)lgen oud

o ISl Lagia Y210 ol Lasle g s s VL 4,
ey 223 YY) plyy g S 3900 (il g o7 pladiged 2l
CaoMsls lidlas! pdaw a5 oladigel olos (o plSoxinl bawgio (j
buwgio VY wSel 38, 9 0y s OVl (gl il o 0l
3945 ol Cawdbidiw ylidlas] pdaw &5 Sladiges ols (i plSouiun]
] o o oladiges ol (oby plSoxtul Luogia iy F/0

..)99 W) w)’bu‘.w

12
-‘:10_
il
R

CES_
W
]
i
&
wa
5 6|
]
=
W
2
g 4T
=
=
'
2_

022 0.25 0.29 0.34
Surface roughness (um)

Fig. 5. Ultimate shear stress-surface roughness of shot blasting and
Araldite adhesive samples
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Fig.9. Ultimate shear strength-surface roughness of sandblasting and
epoxy adhesive samples
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Fig.10. Comparing the values of ultimate shear stress according to
surface roughness of sandblasting samples
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Fig.6. Ultimate shear stress-surface roughness of shot blasting and
epoxy adhesive samples
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Fig.7. Comparing the values of ultimate shear stress according to
surface roughness of shot blasting samples
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Fig. 8. Ultimate shear strength-surface roughness of sandblasting and
Araldite adhesive samples
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