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In the high-stakes environment of aerospace manufacturing, the margin for error is non-existent. Whether it is a 

commercial airliner, a satellite, or a deep-space exploration vehicle, the structural integrity of every component is 

paramount. Central to this integrity is the process of fusion welding, governed by the American Welding Society 

(AWS) standard AWS D17.1. As the industry evolves with new materials and additive manufacturing techniques,

the 2024 revision of AWS D17.1 serves as the foundational roadmap for engineers, quality assurance

professionals, and technical fabricators. This article provides an exhaustive technical analysis of AWS D17.1,

detailing its classifications, qualification procedures, and the rigorous inspection standards required to ensure flight

safety.

The Evolution and Scope of AWS D17.1

Historically, aerospace welding was governed by various military standards, most notably MIL-STD-1595A and MIL-

W-8604. However, as the industry transitioned toward a more commercialized and standardized framework, the 

American Welding Society took over the stewardship of these specifications. The result was AWS D17.1, a 

document that harmonizes military-grade precision with modern industrial best practices. The scope of D17.1 

covers the fusion welding of aerospace flight hardware, which includes critical load-bearing structures, engine

components, and pressurized systems.

The specification encompasses several fusion welding processes, including but not limited to:

•  Gas Tungsten Arc Welding (GTAW/TIG): The most common process in aerospace due to its precision and 

control.

•  Plasma Arc Welding (PAW): Used for thicker sections or specialized joints.

•  Electron Beam Welding (EBW): Ideal for deep penetration and narrow heat-affected zones (HAZ).

•  Laser Beam Welding (LBW): Gaining popularity for its speed and automation capabilities.

•  Gas Metal Arc Welding (GMAW/MIG): Used less frequently but still applicable for specific non-critical 

hardware.

One of the defining characteristics of AWS D17.1 is its differentiation between flight hardware and non-flight 

hardware(such as ground support equipment or tooling). While flight hardware must adhere to the strictest tiers of

the code, non-flight hardware may sometimes be welded according to structural codes like AWS D1.1, provided the

engineering authority approves.

The Hierarchical Classification of Welds

AWS D17.1 does not treat all welds equally. Instead, it employs a risk-based classification system that dictates the 

level of inspection and the stringency of the qualification required. These classes—A, B, and C—are assigned by 

the Engineering Authority based on the consequences of a weld failure.

Weld Class A: Critical Applications

Class A welds are those where a failure would result in the loss of the aircraft or spacecraft, loss of life, or

catastrophic failure of a primary mission. These are typically primary structural joints, engine mounts, or high-



pressure fuel tanks. Class A welds require the highest level of non-destructive examination (NDE), often involving

100% radiographic (X-ray) and penetrant testing.

Weld Class B: Semi-Critical Applications

Class B welds are defined as semi-critical. A failure in a Class B weld might lead to a significant reduction in the

structural integrity of the component or a loss of secondary systems, but it is unlikely to cause a catastrophic

vehicle loss. Examples include internal brackets or secondary support structures.

Weld Class C: Non-Critical Applications

Class C welds are used for non-critical components where failure has minimal impact on the safety or performance

of the flight hardware. These welds typically undergo visual inspection but may not require extensive radiographic

or ultrasonic testing unless specifically requested by the designer.



Requirement Class A (Critical) Class B (Semi-Critical) Class C (Non-Critical)

Visual Inspection 100% Mandatory 100% Mandatory 100% Mandatory

Penetrant / Magnetic 
Particle

100% Mandatory Mandatory (Sample-based 
or 100%)

Optional / Engineering 
Discretion

Radiographic (X-Ray) 100% Mandatory Required for specific joints Rarely Required

Process Qualification Full PQR/WPS Required Full PQR/WPS Required Standard WPS Required

Technical Foundations: Procedure and Performance Qualification

In aerospace welding, a welder cannot simply start a job based on general experience. AWS D17.1 requires a dual-

layered qualification process: the Welding Procedure Specification (WPS) and the Welder Performance 

Qualification (WPQ).

1. Welding Procedure Specification (WPS) and PQR

A WPS is the "recipe" for a successful weld. Before production begins, a company must develop a Procedure 

Qualification Record (PQR). This involves welding a test coupon using specific parameters (amperage, voltage,

travel speed, gas flow, filler metal) and then subjecting that coupon to destructive testing, such as tensile tests and

bend tests. Once the PQR proves the process is sound, it supports the WPS, which serves as the instruction

manual for the shop floor.

2. Welder Performance Qualification (WPQ)

Even with a perfect WPS, the human element—or the robotic program—must be verified. Welders must undergo

testing specifically for the material groups, thicknesses, and positions they will encounter in production. Unlike other

industries where a single certification might cover a wide range of materials, AWS D17.1 is very specific about

material groups:

•  Group I: Carbon and Low-Alloy Steels

•  Group II: Stainless Steels (Austenitic, Martensitic, etc.)

•  Group III: Nickel and Cobalt-Based Alloys (e.g., Inconel)

•  Group IV: Aluminum Alloys

•  Group V: Magnesium Alloys

•  Group VI: Titanium Alloys

•  Group VII: Refractory Metals (Columbium, Tantalum)

A welder qualified to weld Group IV (Aluminum) is NOT qualified to weld Group VI (Titanium) without a separate

performance test. This specificity ensures that the welder understands the unique metallurgical challenges of each

material, such as the reactivity of titanium or the thermal conductivity of aluminum.

The 2024 Update: What has Changed?

The AWS D17.1:2024 edition introduced several critical updates to keep pace with modern manufacturing. One of 

the most significant shifts involves the integration of Additive Manufacturing (AM) components. As more 

aerospace parts are produced via Powder Bed Fusion (PBF) or Directed Energy Deposition (DED), the code has 

updated its guidelines on how these parts are to be joined using traditional fusion welding. Furthermore, the 2024 



version provides clearer definitions regarding repair welding—a critical area for the maintenance and overhaul

(MRO) sector of the aerospace industry.

Key updates also include revised tables for filler metal compatibility and updated criteria for Non-Destructive 

Examination (NDE)personnel. The code now places more emphasis on the digital recording of radiographic

results, moving away from traditional film toward digital radiography (DR) and computed radiography (CR).

The Core Mechanics of Inspection and Acceptance Criteria

Inspection under AWS D17.1 is more than just a quick look. It is a systematic process governed by Clause 7 

(Inspection). Acceptance criteria for aerospace welds are notoriously tight. For instance, in Class A welds, any sign 

of cracking is cause for immediate rejection. Other defects that are strictly monitored include:

Porosity and Inclusions

Porosity (trapped gas bubbles) and inclusions (foreign matter like tungsten bits) are evaluated based on their size, 

frequency, and distribution. In aerospace, even a tiny pore can act as a stress riser, leading to fatigue failure

during the thousands of pressure cycles an aircraft undergoes.

Undercut and Underfill

The geometry of the weld bead must be nearly perfect. Undercut (a groove melted into the base metal next to the 

weld toe) is limited to minute depths (often less than 0.005 to 0.010 inches depending on material thickness). 

Underfill, where the weld metal is below the surface of the base metal, is also strictly regulated to ensure the joint

maintains its designed load-carrying capacity.

Discontinuity Limits

AWS D17.1 provides mathematical models for determining if multiple small discontinuities are "aligned," which

could indicate a systemic process failure. For example, if the distance between two pores is less than a certain

multiple of their diameters, they are treated as a single, larger defect.

Practical Implementation: A Step-by-Step Field Guide

For organizations looking to implement AWS D17.1 or achieve certification, the following workflow is recommended:

1.  Contract Review and Class Assignment: Determine if the hardware is Class A, B, or C. Identify the 

Engineering Authority (the entity responsible for the design).

2.  Material Selection and Procurement: Ensure all base metals and filler wires have Mill Test Reports (MTRs). 

In aerospace, material traceability is mandatory.

3.  WPS Development: Draft the WPS. Perform the PQR test welds. Send samples to an ISO 17025 accredited 

lab for destructive testing.

4.  Welder Training and Certification: Have welders practice on the specific joint geometries (e.g., tube-to-tube, 

plate-to-plate) and pass the WPQ.

5.  Pre-Weld Preparation: Implement strict cleaning protocols. For materials like Titanium, this involves stainless 

steel wire brushing and acetone cleaning to prevent contamination.

6.  Welding and In-Process Monitoring: Use calibrated equipment. For many aerospace applications, a Weld 

Data Logger is used to record the actual heat input for every inch of the weld.

7.  Post-Weld Heat Treatment (PWHT): If required by the material (common in 4130 steel or 7075 aluminum), 

ensure the thermal cycle is strictly controlled and documented.

8.  Final NDE: Perform Visual, Penetrant, and/or Radiographic testing. Document all findings in an Inspection 

Report.



Case Studies and Troubleshooting Common Failures

Even with the best procedures, aerospace welding faces challenges. Analyzing common failure modes can help in

developing more robust processes.

Case Study 1: Hot Cracking in 6061 Aluminum

A common issue in aerospace is hot cracking (solidification cracking) in 6061 aluminum. If a welder uses a filler 

metal that is too similar in chemistry to the base metal (like welding 6061 with 6061 filler), the weld becomes crack-

sensitive. AWS D17.1 guidance suggests using 4043 or 5356 filler metal, which adds silicon or magnesium to shift 

the chemistry out of the crack-sensitive range. Troubleshooting:Always verify the filler metal compatibility chart in

the D17.1 annex.

Case Study 2: Hydrogen Embrittlement in High-Strength Steels

High-strength steels used in landing gear are susceptible to hydrogen embrittlement. If moisture is present in the 

flux or on the surface of the metal during welding, hydrogen atoms can migrate into the crystalline lattice. Solution:

Use low-hydrogen processes (GTAW) and implement immediate post-heating to allow hydrogen to diffuse out of

the metal.

Case Study 3: Oxidation (Blueing) in Titanium

Titanium is highly reactive at high temperatures. If the trailing shield gas is inadequate, the weld will react with 

oxygen, turning blue, purple, or even white/flaky. AWS D17.1 specifies that only certain colors are acceptable. A 

white, chalky oxide is an automatic rejection and usually requires the entire component to be scrapped. Solution:

Improve gas coverage and use high-purity (99.999%) Argon.

The Future of AWS D17.1 and Aerospace Fabrication

As we look toward the future, the integration of Industry 4.0into aerospace welding is inevitable. Automated orbital

welding systems and robotic arms equipped with advanced sensors are already becoming the norm for engine

manifolds and ducting. These systems can provide real-time feedback, potentially allowing for "real-time

qualification" where the data captured during the weld serves as the NDE record.

Furthermore, the move toward Sustainability in Aerospacemeans thinner, lighter materials are being used,

requiring even more precise heat control. The ongoing updates to AWS D17.1 will continue to provide the

framework for these innovations, ensuring that as we push further into the atmosphere and beyond, the bonds that

hold our vehicles together remain unbreakable.

Understanding and adhering to AWS D17.1 is not merely a regulatory requirement; it is a commitment to

engineering excellence. By following the rigorous paths of procedure qualification, performance testing, and

meticulous inspection, manufacturers can ensure that their components will withstand the extreme thermal and

mechanical stresses of aerospace flight. For the technical professional, mastering this code is a vital step in

contributing to the safety and advancement of modern aviation and space exploration.
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