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Abstract | 3D composites are creating a furore among the composites
community, especially the aeronautics, space and defense sectors.
Literature reports on 3D composites discuss a wide spectrum of 3D
technologies encompassing weaving, stitching, braiding, tufting etc.,
that are at various stages of development and implementation. Choice
of technology for a particular end use is based on various factors such
as need, problem to be addressed, expected performance requirement,
practicality of development and the like. Two broad areas of application for
3D composites are in the structural and thermal segments. Opportunities
for 3D composites exist in the form of performance improvements for
components having multidirectional stress states, simplified & radically
different designs, reduced part count and reduced labor cost. Challenges
that need to be addressed include achieving a balance between
in-plane & out-of-plane properties, processing issues for thick & compact
3D structures, out-of-plane testing approaches and integration challenges
with metal/2D composites. This paper reviews the current status and looks
at what the future has to offer for this upcoming technology.

1 Introduction
Development of 3D composites is a ‘technology
by itself ’, comprising 3D reinforcements and
suitable matrix material similar to 2D composites.
However, reinforcements make the difference
between a 2D and 3D composite. In a 2D
composite, the reinforcement comprises yarns in
X & Y directions interlaced in one of the various
textile process of weaving (most popular), knitting
or braiding, whereas 3D reinforcements for
composites comprise yarns in X, Y & Z directions.
While, there are established processes in the
textile industry to develop 2D reinforcements,
3D reinforcements, being a lot-more complex,
are yet to make their mark in entirety. Several
variants of 3D technologies exist—Stitching,
Tufting & Z pinning technologies are simpler,
and are the via-media approaches to developing
3D reinforcements. With advances in robotics,
these technologies are commercially viable today
and feasible for varied types of components and
structures. On the flip side, they cause damage
to in-plane fibres, resulting in reduction of
in-plane properties. The other technologies such

as noobing, knitting, braiding and weaving create
the 3D preform based on the particular textile
process. These processes invariably call for custom
designing of machines in most of the cases, and to
a reasonable extent can be developed on modified
2D weaving machines. Some specific cases require
machines to be built entirely on new concepts
with marginal contribution from the 2D textile
machinery line. With this backdrop, this paper
reviews the developments in the 3D composites
sector and envisages future potential for this
upcoming technology.
At the outset, several versions are cited for
classification of 3D reinforcements. 2D and 3D
fabrics are demarcated by simply considering
the placement of yarns in each plane along with
defining and classification of noobed structures
as uniaxial and multiaxial.1 Another classification
on 3D reinforcements detail the history and
application of 3D composite structures, and
classifies 3D reinforcements based on woven and
non-woven categories with emphasis on fiber
orientation.2 Yet another approach3 gives a vast
description of 3D reinforcements, classifying

Journal of the Indian Institute of Science VOL 95:3 Jul.–Sep. 2015 journal.iisc.ernet.in

CSIR—National Aerospace
Laboratories, Bangalore,
India.
*sugun@nal.res.in
rameshs@nal.res.in

†

B.S. Sugun and Ramesh Sundaram

Figure
1: Simple
reinforcements.
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3D orthogonal structures as 3D solid structures.
Consolidating these and similar other works, a
simple classification is shown in Figure 1, wherein
the spectrum of work being currently carried out
on 3D composites falls under one of the categories.
The most popular developments have been in
the area of through thickness reinforcements for
stacked layers, noobing and weaving technologies;
this paper focuses on the developments in these
areas. The complexity of yarn architecture in
knitting and braiding has limited their applications
in composites.
2 Composites with Through-Thickness
Reinforcement for Stacked Layers
Stitching, tufting and Z pinning technologies can be
considered as ‘via-media’ 3D technologies, wherein
the third direction reinforcement is inserted into
the 2D reinforcement block. The stitching process
uses two needles on the same side (or either side)
of the preform block to insert through thickness
threads and lock it, thus providing a through
thickness reinforcement. The tufting process
involves the insertion of a thread needle into a loose
dry fabric or binder preform and its removal from
the fabric along the same trajectory The tuft of the
thread relies on friction from the fabric itself or
hold provided by underlying auxiliary material.4–6
The advantage of tufting is the low tension under
which the thread is inserted resulting in a reduction
of the stitching effect on the in-plane properties
of polymer matrix composites.7 Z pinning is the
insertion of rigid cured carbon fibres/BMI pins
(Z-pins) into the laid up uncured plies, effectively
nailing the different plies together. A double layer
carrier foam supports and prevents the pins from
buckling during the insertion process. The Z pins
are pushed through the thickness of the lay-up
using a specially designed ultrasonic machine. The
excess pin length is trimmed and the collapsed
foam is then removed.
Stitching is being considered in the industry
for improving the damage resistance/tolerance
222

of composites.8 Several stitching parameters
such as stitching density, thread type, stitch type,
needle size/type, thread tension and sewing
machine type9 need to be considered. Studies on
low velocity and ballistic resistance of stitched
carbon/epoxy laminate. (T-300 tows, Ly 556 resin
system) has shown reduction of tensile strength of
about 20–25%, but has also shown improvement
in compression after impact (CAI) strength.10
Other studies have shown reduction of 10–20% in
stiffness, strength and fatigue resistance.11 Choice
of stitching thread influences the properties of the
resulting laminate.12,13 Stitches14 do not improve
the static strength of joints but significantly
extended the crack propagation phase under
fatigue loading and are expected to have high
in-plane shear properties.15 It has been shown that
the stiffness of the stitching thread has an influence
on the damage tolerance capability.16 Some reports
on innovative approach of stitching using low
melting temperature yarns17 have demonstrated
feasible way of utilizing stitching technologies
for the future automated manufacture of textile
performs with improved mechanical properties.
Effects of stitching on thermoplastic composites18
have reiterated the contribution to the crack
propagation phase in addition to the influence of
impact behavior. Studies have been carried out
on size and shape characterization of resin rich
regions,19 new cracking phenomenon,20 distortion
of fibres during stitching,21 failure mode studies
such as shear fracture arrested by stitching threads,22
and influence on mechanical properties.23
Reports on tufting have shown improved
mechanical performance under bending stresses
with significant strength increase in 3 point bend
tests,24 crack front stoppage similar to stitching,25
significant increase in joint pull off resistance,26
increase in CAI strength of 25 to 27% for carbon
and glass threads coupled with reduction in tensile
strength by 10% and reduction in stiffness by 5%
over untufted specimens.27 Other studies on tufted
composites have shown reduction of 10–15% in
tensile strength, tensile modulus, compressive
strength and compressive modulus with parallel
improvement to the tune of 15% in shear, cyclic
tensile and compressive strengths28 and increased
delamination resistance.29
The crack front stoppage behavior is typical of
through thickness materials30 including the Z fibre
insertion.31 Transiting from stitching to tufting
to Z pinning, the rationale has been to retain
the in-plane properties to the maximum (to the
tune of 98%32) while improving upon the specific
properties such as mode I fracture toughness,
delamination resistance,33 compression after
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impact resistance34 and delamination fatigue crack
growth.35 Studies are ongoing in the direction of
stress distributions,36 required volume content,
manufacturing simplicity37 etc. The fatigue lives
of stitched and Z-pinned composites decrease
with increasing amount of through thickness
reinforcement.38,39
Summarizing, 3D composites with through
thickness reinforcement for stacked layers cater to
the requirement of complex structures, wherein
out-of-plane properties are required in local zones
such as joints in aircraft wings. Advantages lie in
using portable through thickness reinforcement
mechanisms for complex parts, undisturbed lay-up
sequence thus meeting the design requirements.
3D solutions for complex shaped components
utilizing advanced robotics etc. However, some
loss in of in-plane properties, lack of product
consistency, complexities for product certification
exist as of today.
3 Weaving Technologies
The most widely used reinforcements for composites
are bi-directionally woven, and perform in various
forms. Few technologies in the 3D reinforcement
sector consider this base of 2D weaving as a stable
platform for the development of 3D reinforcements
due to commercial viability, versatility, and the
ability to be woven on existing textile looms. Single
layer profile weaving, angle interlock weaving & 3D
weaving40 based on dual direction shedding approach
come under this platform. Few researchers41
consider the profile weaving & angle interlock
weaving as 2D woven 3D fabrics, while 3D weaving42
is considered as true 3D viz., 3D woven 3D fabric.
Noobing,43 however, is treated as a separate class
since it does not have any interlacements between
the X, Y and Z yarns, but are bound together at the
edges. Manufacture of 3D preforms by weaving
is technically more challenging as compared to
the conventional cloth formation,44 particularly if
complex geometries are to be realised.45
Single layer profile weaving for composites is
the simplest 3D reinforcement that is in vogue
in the textile industry as it can be woven on the
existing commercial 2D weaving machinery with
very minor modifications. Profile weaving of ‘H’,
‘Y’ and ‘Pi’ has been demonstrated and used as
connectors in structural components.46 Woven
double ‘I’ beam47 using nylon for applications in
internal conduits and profile weaving of multilayer ‘T’, ‘π’ and ‘+’ based on the concept of
single layer weaving principle48 are some of the
other details available in literature. Composite
properties evaluation reported for a ‘T’ stiffener,
with inclusion of ‘T’ inserts with woven fillet49 has

shown strength improvement to the tune of 30%
with changes in crack propagation modes.50 While
ease of development and commercial viability
exists for this technology, it is limited to just single
layer with provisions to vary the thickness to a
limited extent by using yarns of higher Tex.
NOOBED51 structures (acronym for Noninterlacing, Orthogonally Orientating and
Binding) is defined as the process of producing 3D
fabric by non-interlacing, orienting orthogonally
the three sets of yarns and integrating the
structure through binding. It is alternately
termed as 3D orthogonal structures. It is one of
the most popular 3D technologies, and is being
extensively explored around the world. Noobed
structures can be uniaxial, where the yarns are
orthogonally positioned in X, Y and Z directions
or are multiaxial, which include additional set of
yarns in ±θ° direction, as shown in Figure 2. The
primary advantage of a noobed preform is that
the yarns are uncrimped and their paths are nearly
orthogonal to each other. Several approaches exist
for the development of Noobed preforms. Typical
application would be structural components with
multidirectional stress scenarios.
Weaving of Noobed preforms on 2D machinery
result in greater reduction of strength compared
to modulus, which needs to be considered
during design.52 Several problems including
lack of consistency and low quality have been
reported.53 Therefore, it is customary to develop
specific machines. In-plane properties, viz. tensile,
compression, flexural properties are 10–20% lower
for equivalent in-plane fibre content,54 attributable
to crimping & misalignment of the load bearing
fibres caused by insertion of Z binder yarns.55
The advantages of 3D structures lie in the ability
of structure to sustain large strains to failure in
compression with improvement of flexural strength56
and interlaminar shear strength.57 However,
degradation in tensile strength58 due to crimp
added to the structure by the binder tows, shearing
of binder tow during entry & exit,59 resin rich areas
due to the presence of binder tows,60 reduction in

Figure 2: Uniaxial
structure.

and

multiaxial

noobed
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in-plane tensile fatigue properties due to transverse
cracking of resin rich zones with complex fatigue
damage mechanisms61 have been observed. These
composites allow the tailoring of properties for
specific applications and show better delamination
resistance and damage tolerance62 especially in the
thickness direction.63 Theoretical analysis of the
dynamic response of composite T beams64 carried
out using split Hopkinson pressure bar matched
well with the experimental data.65 Comparisons
of mechanical properties with equivalent 2D
composites have shown higher ultimate stress and
strain values especially in 45° bias loading, but the
damage initiation threshold is lower.66 Existence of
straight yarns imparts maximum tensile stiffness
and strength properties in the resulting composite.67
Careful control of the tension of the binder yarns
contribute to superior tensile properties.68 Studies
on 3D woven CFRP69 orthogonal composites have
indicated complex & rugged fracture paths. The
characteristic feature of noobed composites is that
the ‘through thickness’ yarns prevent delamination
growth and the interlacing loops link yarns and
provide an integrated structure.70 The loops also hold
axial yarns resisting compressive loads, and thereby,
the materials are less likely to fail in brittle and
catastrophic manner. After the material is damaged,
the loops hold the damaged axial bundles, thus
making it possible to retain maximum structural
integrity. However, the drawback is that they have a
role to play in axial yarn deformation, thus lowering
the critical stress for fibre micro buckling.71 Stressstrain relations show significant nonlinearity with the
onset and development of damage.72 Studies for high
temperature applications have reported improved
impact due to constraining of delaminations in
Sic/Sic composite.73 Several other studies in this
direction include stress/strain characteristics74
fracture behavior at high temperatures.75 tensile
creep characteristics including matrix cracking76,77
and thermal response.78 Low velocity impact tests on
3D SiC/SiC show localized damage zones and almost
unchanged tensile strength.79 Studies on E-glassvinyl ester 3D woven non-crimp fabric composites

have shown that about 2% of Z fibre weight content
is sufficient to suppress delamination.80,81 Textile
architecture influences on damage accumulation
and delamination resistance studied using End
Notch Flexure showed localized delaminations,
implying prevention of crack propagation from a
pre-existing notch82 which also corroborated with
analytical modelling.83 At high impact velocities,
delaminations continue to be the predominant
damage mode, although the Z yarns assist in
reducing it.84 Formability studies have shown higher
out-of-plane stiffness compared to 2D textiles thus
bringing out the importance of fabric bending
stiffness during shaping process for fabrication
of composites.85 A 3D orthogonal woven Pi-joint
element used in an I beam construction has shown
significant advantage in the load bearing capacity of
the joint,86 also resulting in simplified manufacture
of the I beam. Modeling studies have predicted
localized compression at binder cross-over points.87
Generic stiffness models have been developed to
predict the engineering elastic properties, which
compares well with experimental data.88 Noobed
technology has been used to understand the
mechanical properties and damage progression in a
vascularized 3D woven textile composite subject to
in-plane tension.89 3D orthogonal structures are good
candidate materials for ballistic impact as is evident
from several reports such as understanding of the
stress wave propagation and damage mechanism,90
numerical simulation of ballistic impact, damage &
penetration,91 effect of different inclination angles
of Z Tows92 etc. The crimped portions of the Z
tows enhance damage tolerance due to unique
energy absorption mechanisms and the damage
mechanisms unique to the 3D systems include
straining and fracture of the z-reinforcement tows.93
Compared to aluminum of equivalent thickness, 3D
orthogonal composites are more impact resistant,
making it suitable candidate for aircrafts and high
speed vehicles design.94 Composites made of angle
interlock structures (Figure 3) exhibit remarkable
interlaminar properties that aid damage suppression
and delay in crack propagation.95

Figure 3: Line diagram of angle interlock weave pattern and the characteristic wave pattern of the woven
surface.40
224
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Mechanical performance has been shown to
be affected by the waviness of the load-carrying
fibres, determined by fibre architectures.96
Significant resistance to delamination and impact
damage has been observed in 3D layer-to-layer
angle interlock fabrics with formability (adapting
to contour requirements) properties. Applications
are in rotor blades, landing gears, bullet proof vests
and vehicles, front end and leading edges of ships
and boat hulls, and show sensitive to slamming.97
Fibre volume fraction is usually 40–50% due
to inherent spaces between yarns with a rare
threshold of 60%.68 Specific advantages of 3D
angle interlock woven composites could be a
monolithic structure with enhanced delamination
resistance, impact/fracture resistance, damage
tolerance and dimensional stability, while
achieving higher through-the-thickness elastic
and strength properties.98 Stiffness properties have
been modeled and compared with experimental
data.99 Compressive behavior at strain rates of
800/s, 1600/s and 2100/s have shown that the
stress-strain curves are sensitive to strain rate, and
the compressive modulus linearly increases with
strain rate while the failure strain decreases with
the it.100 Though thickness permeability of 3D
fabrics is found to be higher than that of a typical
2D fabric, flow enhancing through thickness
channels in the structure of the 3D reinforcement
are formed around the binder yarns.101 Compared

to orthogonal composites, works on angle
interlock composites are relatively less in number.
However, the commercial viability of developing
these types of preforms using modified 2D
machinery line has resulted in wide exploration
of their prospects by the composite community.
Three dimensional weaving based on dual
direction shedding42 is a very specific and
complex technology for composite profiles and
joints. In simple terms, it is about weaving the
cloth in three dimensions with orthogonal yarn
interlacements in X, Y and Z directions. The
working principle of 3D weaving is similar to 2D
weaving with the primary motions of shedding,
picking, beat-up and secondary motions of let-off,
take-up to be carried out in both the horizontal
and vertical planes. The complete weaving cycle
is detailed in Figure 4. Figure 4a shows the grid
like warp arrangement. Figures 4b to 4g show
half the weaving cycle and Figures 4h to 4m show
the other half of the weaving cycle required for
the completion of 3D weaving. Figure 4n shows the
cross-section of the 3D woven preform. This
technology, however, calls for custom designing
of machine from the drawing board as the X
threads converge, and need to be moved in both
the planes to form respective sheds; weft insertion
device is positive and requires to be designed for
narrow shed widths with simultaneous insertion
capabilities. Beat-up device needs to be radically

Figure 4: 3D dual direction shedding weaving approach; (a) Grid like warp arrangement (Neutral position);
(b)Vertical shedding; (c) Horizontal pick insertion; (d) Neutral position; (e) Horizontal shedding; (f) Vertical
weft insertion; (g) Neutral position & completion of half weaving cycle; (h) vertical shedding; (i) Horizontal
weft insertion; (j) Neutral position; (k) Horizontal shedding; (k) Vertical pick insertion; (m) Neutral position
and completion of full weaving cycle; (n) 3D woven preform.
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Figure 5: Possible profiles by 3D weaving.

different from the conventional reed system and
the take-up system would be linear adaptable
to specific profile in question. Specific warp
arrangement would be required for specific
profiles (Figure 5). Three broad types of profiles
viz., single stage profiles (Figure 5a), twostage profiles (Figure 5b) and generic profiles
(Figure 5c) can be woven using this technology.
This technology is similar to noobing, the main
difference being the interlacements. When a
block noobed preform is cut, the threads unravel
as the binding is only at the edges, whereas a 3D
woven block preform behaves like a cloth when
cut, as the interlacements hold the uncut portions
together. These structures are very good damage
tolerant materials for specific applications and
have the potential to simplify the design of joints
in composite structures. However, geometrical
limitations exist for cross-sections beyond
200 × 200 mm, the other issue is that only a
few researchers are attempting this, due to the
complexity and the uncertainties associated with
the technology development.
4 What is the Future?
Tailored fibre placement102 combined with tufting
and optical fibre sensing for complex composite
components is being attempted using a standard
off-the-shelf robotic head integrated with a tufting
head. Fibres are laid as per desired direction and to
the required thickness by the robotic head. Once
the required preform stack is built, the tufting
226

head integrates them together using the tufting
principle. This process is advantageous over other
processes, in that, any desired fibre placement
requirement like 0, 90, ±45 can be carried out over
the other conventional 3D processes. However,
the limitations of the tufting technology and
non-interlacement within the architecture exist.
Mechatonic approach103 has been adopted to
develop near net shape performs with minimum
yarn distortions and flexible motions, thus
demonstrating the feasibility of robotic approach
to create complex geometries.
3D reinforcement technologies play promising
roles in a wide variety of applications,104 but cannot
provide off-the shelf solutions. As is the opinion of
several researchers, each prospective application
to incorporate 3D reinforcements requires to be
looked into in entirety instead of a simple part
replacement, as is usually done in most of the
cases. Incorporation of 3D reinforcements requires
redesigning of the component,105 and sometimes
even the surrounding structure, and the manner in
which they could be coupled. Use of 3D technologies
requires a means of bias yarn introduction,106 since
some of the applications require interlacement
of non-orthogonal yarns and the requirement to
create local features in the component.
Specific to space environment, 3D
reinforcements can play a revolutionary role to
meet the structural and thermal requirements of the
spacecraft and its components. On the structural
front, possibilities exist for 3D reinforcements to be
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used in joints, stiffener elements, and attainment
of structurally robust thin skins (less than 1 mm).
They also have a role to play in hypervelocity
impact conditions107 that are most likely to
occur on space craft in low earth orbit (LEO,
200–1000 Km altitude). Here the components
currently made of PMCs (antenna struts, panels
and low distortion frames) that are vulnerable
to impact damage resulting from collisions with
natural micrometeoroids (dia <1 cm) and orbital
debris (known as the MOD environment).
3D reinforcements can be considered for the
MOD environment. On the thermal front, 3D
fibre reinforcements enable compliant integral
attachments that avoid thermal stress build-up,
thin interwoven skins that can sustain through
thickness of thermal gradients (>1500°C per mm),
embedment of alloy struts in the weave to enable
joining of a hot ceramic skin to other structures
such as a structurally efficient truss sub-structure
while protecting the skin from thermal stresses.108,109
Representative Rocket nozzles, thermal protection
systems and hypersonic flow path components
have been demonstrated successfully using 3D
reinforcement technologies.110,111
Opportunities exist in terms of improved
through thickness properties, automation
possibilities using lean manufacturing concepts,
revolutionary approaches to meet performance
requirements and simplified designs with broad
based solutions for structural and thermal
applications. They can contribute to a wide arena
of applications ranging from space, aerospace,
defense, automobile, medical to just name a few.
The challenges for 3D composites start with the
machinery for 3D reinforcements as till-date there
is no commercial 3D weaving machine available.
Other challenges include the identification of
required weave architecture for the particular
end use. Developing bias orientations, achieving
desired fibre content in the required directions,
compaction issues etc., need to be addressed.
At the next level, renewed design of composite
tooling, RTM processing, understanding the flow
front and related modeling, integration dynamics
with 2D/metal counterparts are required to be
addressed. Finally, the approaches for out-of-plane
testing starting from the fixture development to
the test standards need to be evolved.
In a nutshell, while 3D technologies cannot
provide any off the shelf solutions, they have the
potential to revolutionize, simplify, and make
a land-mark contribution to the design and
development of composite structures as the textile
reinforcement will be specifically-designed into
and not made for the part in question.

5 Nomenclature & Definitions
Noobing:
Non-interlaced development
of 3D performs with yarn
arrangements in X, Y & Z
directions
Preform:
A combination of 2D and/or 3D
reinforcement technologies
combined to develop the
required end-product
Warp (X):
Longitudinal threads used
during weaving for cloth
formation
Weft (Y):
Transverse threads used during
weaving for cloth formation
Z threads:
Vertical threads or binder
threads
Let-off:
Letting off of X threads in an
incremental manner required
for weaving.
Shedding:
Means of separation of X
threads using suitable devices
for insertion of Y or Z
threads
Picking:
Insertion of Y or Z threads
using suitable device in the
separated X threads
Beat-up:
Pushing the just inserted weft
to the cloth formation edge
called fell using a suitable
device
Take-up:
Winding of cloth onto cloth
beam or laying on suitable
flat device.
Roving:
Bunch of untwisted filaments
Tex:
Designation for thread count
(weight in Gms per 1000 mtr
length of the yarn)
Tappet/Dobby/ Types of looms
Jacquard looms:
Interlacement
The manner in which the warp
pattern:
and weft interweave
Weave design
Comprises of design, drawingplan:
in-order, lifting plan and
denting order of requirement
to the weaver to weave the
structure on the loom
Thread
Yarn spacing per unit length of
density:
the fabric
Crimp:
Wavy path of the yarn
Received 28 March 2015.

References
1.

B.K. Behera and R. Mishra, 3-Dimensional Weaving,
Indian Journal of Fibre & Textile Research, 33, 274–287
(2008).

Journal of the Indian Institute of Science VOL 95:3 Jul.–Sep. 2015 journal.iisc.ernet.in

227

B.S. Sugun and Ramesh Sundaram

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.
11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

228

K. Bilisik, Multiaxis Three Dimensional (3D) Woven
Fabric, Advances in Modern Woven Fabrics Technology,
http://www.intechopen.com/books/show/title/advancesin-modern-wovenfabrics-technology, 79–106 (2011).
H.U. Jinlian, 3-D fibrous assemblies, Properties,
applications and modeling of three-dimensional textile
structures, Woodhead Publishing in Textiles, 74, 260.
C. Soarponi, A.M. Perillo, L. Cutillo and C. Foglio,
Advanced TTT composite Materials for aeronautical
purposes: Compression after impact (CAI) behavior,
Journal of Composite, Part B, 38, 258–264 (2007).
J. Wittig, Recent development in the robotic stitching
technology for textile structural composites, Journal of
Textile and Apparel, Technology and Management, 2, (2001).
A.R. Mills and J. Jones, Investigation, manufacture and
testing of damage resistant airframe structure using low
cost carbon fibre composite materials and manufacturing
technology, Proc. Mech E, Part G, Aerospace Engineering,
224, 489–497 (2010).
Denis D.R. Cartie, Giuseppe Dell’Anno, Emilie Poulin and
Ivana K. Partridge, 3D reinforcement of stiffener-to-skin
T-joints by Z-pinning and tufting, Journal of Engineering
Fracture Mechanics, 73, 2532–2540 (2006).
K. Dransfield, C. Baillie and Y. Mai, Improving the
delamination resistance of CFRP by stitching—A review,
Composites Science and Technology, 50, 305–317 (1994).
L.C. Dickinson, G.L. Farley and M.K. Hinders, Failure
initiation in translaminar reinforced composites, ASTM
J Composites Technology Research, 22(1), 23–32 (2000).
Fritz Larsson, Damage tolerance of a stitched carbon
epoxy laminate, Composites Part A, 28A, 923–934 (1997).
A.P. Mouritz and B.N. Cox, A mechanistic approach to
the properties of stitched laminates, Journal of Composite,
Part A, 31, 1–27 (2000).
P. Mattheij, K. Glieshce and D. Feltin, 3D reinforced
carbon/epoxy laminates made by tailored fibre placement,
Composites Part A, 31, 571–581 (2000).
Gwo-Chung Tsai and Jun-Wei chen, Effect of stitching on
Mode I Strain energy release rate, Composite Structures,
69, 1–9 (2005).
F. Ayemerich, R. Onnis and P. Priolo, Analysis of the
fracture behavior of a stitched single-lap joint, Composites
Part A, 36, 603–614 (2005).
Thanh Chi Truong, Malteo Vettori, Stepan Lomov and
Ignaas Verpoest, Carbon Composites based on multi-axial
multiply stitched performs. Part 4. Mechanical properties
of composites and damage observation, Composites Part
A, 36, 1207–1221 (2005).
Madhusudhana R. Parlapalli, Kwok C. Soh, Dong W.
Shu and Guowei Ma, Experimental investigation of
delamination buckling of stitched composite laminates,
Composites Part A, 38, 2024–2033 (2007).
Uwe Beier et al., Mechanical performance of carbon fibrereinforced composites based on performs stitched with
innovative low-melting temperature and matrix soluble
thermoplastic yarns, Composites Part A, 39, 705–711.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

Nuoping Zhao, Hartmut Rodel, Claudia Herzberg,
Shang Lin Gao and Sybille krzywinski, Stitched glass/
PP composite. Part I: Tensile and impact properties,
Composites Part A, 40, 635–643 (2009).
Pierre-Jacques Liotier, Vautrin Alain and Delisee Christine,
Characterization of 3D morphology and micro cracks in
composites reinforced by multi-axial multi-ply stitched
performs, Composites Part A, 41, 653–662 (2010).
S. Drapier, A. Pagot, A. Vautrin and P. Henrat, Influence of
the stitching density on transverse permeability of noncrimped new concept (NC2) multiaxial reinforcements:
measurements and predictions, Composites Science and
Technology, 62, 1971–1991 (2002).
Silvano Cauchi-savona, Chi Zhang and Paul Hogg,
Optimization of crush energy absorption of noncrimp fabric laminates by through thickness stitching,
Composites Part A, 42, 712–722 (2011).
M.V. Hosur, M. Adya, U.K. Vaidya, A. Mayer and S. Jeelani,
Effect of stitching and weave architecture on the high
strain rate compression response of affordable woven
carbon/epoxy composites, Composite Structures, 59, 507–
523 (2003).
A.P. Mouritz and B.N. Cox, A mechanist approach to the
properties of stitched laminates, Composites Part A, 31,
1–27 (2000).
Anamaria Henao, Marco Carrera, Antonio Miravete and
Luis Castejon. “Mechanical performance of through
thickness tufted sandwich structures, Composite Structures,
92, 2052–59 (2010).
Giuseppe Dell Anno, Effect of tufting on the mechanical
behavior of carbon fabric/epoxy composites, Ph.D thesis,
Cranfield University, 219 (2007).
Denis D.R. Cartie, Giuseppe Dell Anno, Emilie Poulin
and Ivana K Partridge, 3D reinforcement of stiffener-toskin T joints by Z-pinning & tufting, Engineering Fracture
Mechanics, 73, 2532–2540 (2006).
G. Dell’Anno, D.D.R. Cartie, Giuliano Allegri, Ivana K.
Partridge and Amir Rezai, Exploring mechanical property
balance in tufted carbon fabric/epoxy composites, Journal
of Composite, Part A, 38, 2366–2373 (2007).
Mathieu Colin de Verdiere1, Anthony K. Pickett, Alex
A. Skordos1 and Volker Witzel, Effect of tufting on the
response of non crimp fabric Composites, ECCOMAS
Thematic Conference on Mechanical Response of
Composites, Porto, Portugal, 12–14 (Sep. 2007).
D. Karuppannan, V. Sivaraman, Kotresh M. Gaddikeri,
Ramesh Sundaram and Ajith Ramesh, Effect of tufting on
mechanical properties of laminated composites, ISAMPE
National Conference on composite Materials, Coimbatore,
India, 2–3 (Nov. 2012).
K. Partridge and D.D.R. Cartie, Delamination resistant
laminates by Z-fibre pinning: Part I Manufacture and
fracture performance, Composites Part A, 36(1), 55–64
(2005).
K.L. Rugg, B.N. Cox and R. Massabo, Mixed mode
delamination of polymer composite laminates reinforced

Journal of the Indian Institute of Science VOL 95:3 Jul.–Sep. 2015 journal.iisc.ernet.in

3D Composites: Opportunities & Challenges

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.
43.
44.

45.

46.
47.

through the thickness by Z-fibres, Composites Part A, 33,
177–190 (2002).
G. Freitas, C. Magee, P. Dardzinski and T. Fusco, Fibre
insertion process for improved damage tolerance in
aircraft laminates, Journal of Advanced materials, 25(4),
36–43 (1994).
D.D.R. Caritie and I.K. Partridge, Delamination behavior
of Z-pinned laminates. In: J.G. Williams, A. Pavan, (Eds.),
Proceedings of Second ESIS TC4 Conference, les Diablerets,
Switzerland, ESIS publication 27. Amsterdam: Elsevier,
2000, ISBN 008 043710-9, 13–15 (Sep. 1999).
A. Rezai, D. Cartie, I. Partridge, P. Irving, T. Ashton, P.
Negre and J. Langer, Interlaminar damage resistance of
Z-fibre reinforced structural CFRP, In: Proceeding ICCM
13, Beijing, China (2001).
B. Graftieaux, A. Rezai and I. Partridge, Effects of Z-pin
reinforcements on the delamination toughness and fatigue
performance of unidirectional AS4/8552 composite,
Proceedings ECCM9 Conference, Brighton UK, 4–7 (June
2000).
M. Grassi, X. Zhang and M. Meo, Prediction of stiffness
and stresses in Z fibre reinforced composite laminates.
Composites Part A, 33, 1653–1664 (2002).
Ivana K. Partridge and Denis D.R. Cartie, Delamination
resistant laminates by Z fibre pinning: Part I manufacture
and fracture performance, Composites Part A, 36, 55–64
(2005).
A.P. Mouritz, Fracture and tensile fatigue properties of
stitched fiberglass composites. Proc. Institute Mech Engg.
Part L: Mater: Des Appl., 218, 87–93 (2004).
P. Chang, A.P. Mouritz and B.N. Cox, Properties and
failure mechanisms of Z-pinned laminates in monotonic
and cyclic tension, Composites, 37A, 1501–1513 (2006).
B.S. Sugun, Ramaswamy Setty, D.N. Sandeep and G.N.
Dayananda, An Overview On Development Of Three
Dimensional Reinforcements For Use In Composites
At
CSIR-NAL,
ISAMPE-INCCOM-13,
VSSC,
Thiruvanathapuram, 14–15 (Nov. 2014).
N. Khokar, 3D fabric forming process: Distinguishing
between 2D-weaving, 3D weaving and an unspecified noninterlacing process, J. of Textile Inst., 86(1), 97–106 (1996).
N. Khokar, 3D weaving: Theory & practice, J. of Textile
Inst., 92(1), 193–207 (2001).
Khokar N, “Noobing: A non-woven 3D fabric forming
process explained”, J. of Textile Inst., 87(1), 52–74 (2002).
R. Kamiya B.A. Cheeseman, P. Popper and T.W. Chou,
Some recent advances in the fabrication and design of
three-dimensional textile performs: A Review, Composites
Science and Technology, 60(1), 33–47 (2000).
C.H. Chiu and C.C. Cheng, Weaving method of 3D
woven performs for advanced composite materials, Textile
Research Journal, 73(1), 37–41 (2003).
Dale Abildskov, Three dimensional woven fabric
connector, US PTO 4782864, 1988.
Walter A. Rheaume, Three-dimensional Woven Fabric,
USPTO 3538957, 1970.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.
54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

Ronald P. Schmidt, Larry R. Bersuch, Ross A. Benson
and Amir Islam, Three dimensional weave architecture,
USPTO 6712099, 2004.
B.S. Sugun and D.N. Sandeep, Development of single layer
3D T profile with fillet for composite T joints, Submitted
to Journal of Industrial Textiles, JIT-15-0062.
Kundan Kumar Verma, D.N. Sandeep, B.S. Sugun,
S. Athimoolaganesh, Kotresh M. Gaddikeri and Ramesh
Sundaram, Novel Design of Cocured Composite ‘T’ Joints
with Integrally Woven 3D Inserts, 5th World Conference
on 3D Fabrics and Their Applications, Delhi, India, 16–17
(Dec. 2013).
Gokarneshan and R. Alagirusamy, Weaving of 3D fabrics:
A critical appreciation of the Developments, Textile
Progress, 41(1), 1–58 (2009).
S. Rudov Clark, A.P. Mouritz, L. Lee and M.K. Bannister,
Fibre damage in the manufacture of advanced three
dimensional woven composites, Composites Part A, 34,
963–970 (2003).
L. Tong, A.P. Mouritz and M.K. Bannister, 3D fibre
reinforced polymer composites, Elseiver, 254 (2002).
J. Brandt, K. Dreschsler and F.J. Arendts, Mechanical
performance of composites based on three dimensional
woven-fibre performs, Composites Science and Technology,
56, 381–386 (1996).
B.N. Cox, M.S. Dadkhah, W.L. Morris and J.G. Flintoff,
Failure mechanisms of 3D woven composites in tension,
compression and bending, Acta Metall. Mater, 42,
3967–3984 (1994).
S. Adanur and C.A. Tam, On machine interlocking of 3D
laminate structures for composites, Composites Part B,
28(B), 497–506 (1997).
S.T. Mathews, B.J. Hill and R. Mclihagger, Investigation
into through thickness yarns in carbon fibre epoxy
composites, In Proceedings of the Sixth International
Conference on Automated Composites, 195–201 (1999).
T.R. Guess, E.D. Reedy, Comparison of interlocked
fabric and laminated fabric kevlar49/epoxy composites,
J. Compos. Technol. Res., 7, 136 (1985).
J.P. Quinn, A.T. Mellhagger and R. Melhagger, Examination
of the failure of 3D woven composites, Composites
Part A, 39, 273–283 (2008).
K.H. Leong, B. Lee, I. Herzberg and M.K. Bannister, The
effect of binder path on the tensile properties and failure
of multilayer woven CFRP composites, Composites Sci.
Technol., 60, 149–156 (2000).
S. Rudov Clark and A.P. Mouritz, Tensile fatigue properties
of a 3D orthogonal woven composite, Composites Part A,
39, 1018–1024 (2008).
J. Quinn, R. Mcllhagger and A.T. Mcllhagger, A modified
system for design and analysis of 3D woven performs,
Composites Part A, 34(6), 503–509 (2003).
A.P. Mouritz, M.K. Bannister, P.J. Falzon and K.H. Leong,
Review of applications for advanced three dimensional
fibre textile composites, Composites Part A, 30(12),
1445–1461 (2003).

Journal of the Indian Institute of Science VOL 95:3 Jul.–Sep. 2015 journal.iisc.ernet.in

229

B.S. Sugun and Ramesh Sundaram

64.

65.
66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

230

Ayou Hao, Baozhong Sun, Yiping Qiu and Bohong Gu,
Dynamic properties of 3-D orthogonal woven composite
T-beam under transverse impact, Composites Part A, 39,
1073–1082 (2008).
M.H. Mohammed, Three dimensional Textiles, American
Scientist, 78(6), 530–541 (1990).
Stepan V. Lomov et al., A comparative study of tensile
properties of non-crimp 3D orthogonal weave and
multilayer plain weave E-glass composites. Part 1:
Materials, methods and principal results, Composites Part
A, 40, 1134–1143 (2009).
Chen and Zanini, An experimental investigation into
the structure and mechanical properties of 3D woven
orthogonal structures, J. Text Inst., 88, 449 (1997).
P.J. Callus, A.P. Mouritz, M.K. Bannister and K.H. Leong,
Tensile properties and failure mechanisms of 3D woven
GRP composites, Composites Part A, 30, 1277–1287 (1999).
Ping Tan, Liyong Tong, G.P. Steven and Takashi Ishikawa,
Behavior of 3D orthogonal woven CFRP composites.
Part I. Experimental Investigation, Composites Part A, 31,
259–271 (2000).
Wen-Shyong Kuo, The role of loops in 3D fabric
composites, Composites Science and Technology, 60(9),
1835–1849 (2000).
Wen shyong Kuo and Tse-Hao Ko, Compressive damage
in 3-axis orthogonal fabric composites, Composites Part A,
31, 1091–1105 (2000).
Wen-shyong Kuo, Jiunn Fang and Horng-Wen Lin, Failure
behavior of 3D woven composites under transverse shear,
Composites Part A, 34, 561–575 (2003).
Keiji Ogi et al., Experimental characterization of high
speed impact damage behavior in a three dimensionally
woven SIC/SiC composite, Composites Part A, 41,
489–498 (2010).
T. Ishikawa et al., Experimental stress/strain behavior
of Sic matrix composites of Matrix elastic modulus,
Composites Science and Technology, 58, 51–63 (1998).
I.J. Davies, T. Ishikawa, M. Shibuya and T. Hirokawa,
Optical microscopy of a 3D woven SiC/SiC based
composite, Composites Science and Technology, 59,
429–437 (1999).
T. Ogasawara et al., Tensile creep behavior of 3D woven
Si-Ti-C-O fibre/SiC based matrix composites with glass
sealant, J. Mater Sci., 35, 785–793 (2000).
T. Ogasawara et al., Multiple micro cracking and tensile
behavior for an orthogonal 3-D woven Si-Ti-C-O fibre/
SI-Ti-C-O matrix composite, J. Am. Ceram Soc., 84,
1565–1574 (2001).
T. Ogasawara, T. Ishikawa and T. Matsuzaki, Thermal
response and oxidation of Tyrano TM fibre reinforced
Si-Ti-C-O matrix composites for a thermal protection
system in enthalpy dissociated air, J. Am. Ceram Soc., 86,
830–837 (2003).
V. Herb, E. Martin and G. Couegnat, Damage analysis
of thin 3D woven SiC/SiC composite under low velocity
impact loading, Composites Part A, 43, 247–253 (2012).

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

Alexander E. Bogdanovich et al., Experimental study of
joining thick composites reinforced with non-crimp 3D
orthogonal woven E-glass fabrics, Composites Part A, 42,
896–905 (2014).
Yunsong Luo, Lihua Lv, Baozhong Sun, Yiping Qiu and
Bohong GU, Transverse impact behavior and energy
absorption of three dimensional orthogonal hybrid woven
composites, Composite Structures, 81, 202–209 (2007).
M. Pankow, A. Salvi, A.M. Waas, C.F. Yen and
S. Ghiorse, Resistance to delamination of 3D woven
textile composites evaluated using End Notch Flexure
(ENF) tests: Experimental results, Composites Part A, 42,
1463–1476 (2011).
M. Pankow, A.M. Waas, C.F. Yen and S. Ghiorse,
Resistance to delamination of 3D woven textile
composites evaluated using End Notch Flexure (ENF)
tests: cohesive zone based computational results,
Composites Part A, 42, 1863–1872 (2011).
T.R. Walter, G. Subhash, B.V. Sankar and C.F. Yen, Damage
modes in 3D glass fibre epoxy woven composites under
high rate of impact loading, Composites Part B, 40, 584–
589 (2009).
Juan Pazmino, Valter Carvelli and Stepan V. Lomov,
Formability of a non-crimp 3D orthogonal weave E-glass
composite reinforcement, Composites Part A, 61, 76–83
(2014).
Keith sharp et al., Wind blade joints based on non-crimp
3D orthogonal woven Pi shaped performs, Composites
Part A, 49, 9–17 (2013).
Xuesen Zeng, Louise P. Brown, Andreas Endruweit, Mikhail
Matveev and Andrew C. Long, Geometric modeling of 3D
woven reinforcements for polymer composites: Prediction
of fabric permeability and composite mechanical
properties, Composites Part A, 56, 150–160 (2014).
Ansar Mahmood, Xinwei Wang and Chuwei Zhou,
Generic stiffness model for 3D woven orthogonal hybrid
composites, Aerospace Science and Technology, 31, 42–52
(2013).
Anthony M. Coppala, Piyush R. Thakre, Nancy R. Sottos
and Scott R. White, Tensile properties and damage
evolution in Vascular 3D woven glass/epoxy composites,
Composites Part A, 59, 9–17 (2014).
Xiwen Jia, Baozhong Sun and Bohong Gu, A numerical
simulationonballisticpenetrationdamageof 3Dorthogonal
woven fabric at micro structural level, International
Journal of Damage Mechanics, 21, 237–266 (2012).
B.A. Gama, A.E. Bogdanovich, R.E. Coffelt, Md.J. Haque,
M. Rahman and J.W. Gillespie Jr., Ballistic impact
damage modeling and experimental validation on a 3-D
orthogonal weave fabric composite, In: New Horizons for
Materials and Processing Technologies, CD Proceedings of
50th International SAMPE Symposium & Exhibition—
2005, Long Beach, CA, May 1–5, (2005).
G. Nilakantan, M. Keefe, J.W. Gillespie Jr., T.A. Bogetti
and R. Adkinson, A numerical investigation into the
effects of 3D architecture on the impact response of

Journal of the Indian Institute of Science VOL 95:3 Jul.–Sep. 2015 journal.iisc.ernet.in

3D Composites: Opportunities & Challenges

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

flexible fabrics, Second World Conference on 3D Fabrics
and their Applications, 6–7 April, Greensville, South
Carolina, USA.
J.N. Baucom and M.A. Zikry, Evolution of failure
mechanisms in 2D and 3D woven composite systems
under quasi-static perforation, Journal of Composite
Materials, 37, 1651–1674 (2003).
Hong Hu, Baozhong Sun, Hanijan Sun and Bohong Gu,
A comparative study of the impact response of 3D textile
composites and aluminum plates, Journal of Composite
Materials, 44, 593–619 (2010).
Y. Mahaldik and S.R. Hallett, Effect of fabric
compaction and yarn waviness on 3D woven composite
compressive properties, Composites Part A, 42, 1592–
1600 (2011).
S. Dai, P.R. Cunningham, S. Marshal and C. Silva, Influence
of fibre architecture on the tensile, compressive and
flexural behavior of 3D woven composites, Composites
Part A, 69, 195–207 (2015).
Patrick Lapeyronnie, Phillippe Le Gorgnec, Christophe
Binetruy and Francois Boussu, Homogenisation of
the elastic behavior of a layer-to-layer angle-interlock
composite, Composite Structures, 93, 2795–2807
(2011).
N.K. Naik, N.M. Sk. Azad and P. Durga Prasad, Stress and
failure analysis of 3D angle interlock woven composites,
Journal of Composite Materials, 36, 93–123 (2002).
X.F. Wang, X.W. Wang, G.M. Zhou and C.W. Zhou, Multiscale analyses of 3D woven composite based on periodicity
boundary conditions, Journal of Composite Materials, 41,
1773–1788 (2007).
Baozhong Sun and Bohong Gu, Frequency analysis
of stress waves in testing 3-D angle-interlock woven
composite at high strain rates, Journal of Composite
Materials, 41, 2915–2938 (2007).

Dr. B.S. Sugun is a senior Scientist at CSIRNational Aerospace Laboratories, Bangalore.
He has completed Master’s degree in Textile
Technology from Bangalore University and
Ph.D in Mechanical Engineering from Mysore
University. His current interest is in the preforming sector
required for 3D composites, involving conceptualisation,
infrastructure development and engineering the preform
to meet the performance requirements of the end product
using a combination of 2D and 3D reinforcements. He has
several peer-reviewed publications, international conference
papers in the areas of 2D and 3D preforms for composites.
He is currently working as Raman Research Fellow (on
deputation) at the University of Manchester in the area of
3D preforming using robotics approach.

101. A. Endruweit and A.C. Long, Analysis of compressibility
and permeability of selected 3D woven reinforcements,
Journal of Composite Materials, 44, 2833–2862 (2010).
102. Giuseppe Dell Anno et al., Automated manufacture
of 3D reinforced aerospace composite structures,
International Journal of Structural Integrity, 3(1), 22–40
(2012).
103. Prasad Potluri, T. Shariff and D. Jetavat, Robotic approach
to textile performing of composites, Indian Journal of
Fibre and Textile Research, 33, 333–338 (Sep 2008).
104. 3D structures and their application in textiles, Tech News,
4–9 (April–June 2014).
105. David B. Marshall and Brian N. Cox, Integral Textile
ceramic Structures, Annu. Rev. Mater. Res., 38, 425–433
(2008).
106. P. Potluri, T. Sharif and D. Jeevat, Robotic approach to
textile Preforming for composites, IJFTR, 33, 333–338
(2008).
107. R.C. Tennyson and C. Lamontagne, Hypervelocity impact
damage to composites, Composites Part A, 31, 785–794
(2000).
108. B.N. Cox, J.B. Davis, D.B. Marshall and B. McCabe,
Actively cooled ceramic composites for rocket engines
and scramjets, Rep. Final Rep., Air Force Contract F3361502-C-5221 (2006).
109. D.B. Marshall, B.N. Cox, B. McCabe and O. Sudre,
Integral textile SIC-SIC components for a trapped vortex
combustor, Rep. Final Rep., Air Force contract Nos
F 33615-02-M-2257 (2006).
110. C.B. Marshall and B.N. Cox, Open woven ceramic
composite structures, AFRL-ML-WP-TR-2001-4164.
111. D.B. Marshall, B.N. Cox and J.R. Porter, High risk high
pay-off actively cooled ceramic composite aerospike nozzle
ramp program: enabling technology, Rep. Final Rep., Air
Force Contract NASA contract No NAS8-00141 (2006).

Dr. Ramesh Sundaram is a senior principal
scientist and deputy Head of Advanced
composites Division, CSIR-NAL. Bangalore.
He did his BE in Chemical Engineering
in Annamalai university in 1984 and then
completed his Ph.D in Polymer science from University
of Akron, Akron, Ohio in 1990. During his Ph.D. he also
worked as a research associate in the institute of polymer
science. From 1990-1992, he worked as an applications
scientist for Shimadzu Scientific Instruments, Columbia,
MD, USA. In 1992 he joined as a Fellow in CSIR-NAL.
Dr. Ramesh Sundaram has over 25 years of experience in the
processing and testing of composites. His other key areas of
interest are Structural Health Monitoring, Nano composites,
3D composites, and Thermoplastics. He has over 90
publications in journals and conferences and has filed for
2 patents. He has a number of awards to his credit, including
the prestigious CSIR Technology prize for engineering
Technology-2005 for development of advanced composite
technologies for aerospace applications. (Awarded to a team
of 6 persons).

Journal of the Indian Institute of Science VOL 95:3 Jul.–Sep. 2015 journal.iisc.ernet.in

231

