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1.1 #HEHH

BEMELE 1T 2 DL LD NS R DMEIO Z L TH Y, BRY - N LR DO E %
RIETHR STV D[] HEME TIESHERM BN ROz /M d o, HDWIEER
FEIENPLd ) Z oI ko THERRRE L TERTEREARIET 22N TE S, Hiik
BlE LT, a7 U — FCIIEMBEICENZa 7 Y — N Z GRS (BN 7286
THITT 5 Z L2 Lo THEMEEZ BD TV 5. EAEMBHIBBEME O K E S - Ik -
fi7e LI Lo TRRA R 7 NV — 7T LG 503, BRE TP R R I BN - SR & i
FrtElCEN B2 E 625 2 L ClELm LS b oMt 7 XF » 7 (Fiber
reinforced plastics, FRP) & FE5N. #ffE & L Cidl 7 AHESC 7 7 T — il 72 B < oo f
RFET BN D0, ZOH T REMEZ 7o R FEHETR{L~ 2 A5~ 7 (Carbon fiber
reinforced plastics, CFRP)I L & FLERE - & LLiIME 722 & ORS00 B FF L FHi 0B COFRIFH N
JER LTV, il L LT, Boeing #1:54 B787 <° Airbus #L% A350 T3 & E &0 50%LL Lo
HAFIZ CFRP AW BTV 2 (Fig. LY)[2]. B TIXEBHR E~OFH biEA TR Y,
CFRP OFTFEIAE # ¥EINT 24 M & 5 (Fig. 1.2)[3].

Carbon Fiber Composites Usage in Military & Commercial Aircraft

_— A wiiitary
[l Boeing
Airbus
50% o
[ Bombardier *
* V22 Luroﬁghter C Series
- LACF  ACT/ATCAS 74 A
o
B2 A
30%
F-22
Avy A A380
FIA-18E
A
20%
A320 A340 A330
FIA-18A od
10%
F-16
A 757
737-300

1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015

Fig. 1.1 Carbon fiber composites usage in aircraft [2].
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Fig. 1.2 Global demand for CFRP in tonnes 2008-2020 (*estimated) [3].

CFRP OffJEiE L LTIE, MPICE A SN MHET Y 7 4 — L ITHE 2 &R S 8 TnEE
{2 % Resin transfer molding(RTM)i =0 b FRAkHE R BINE 2 filAa L 72208 H& & D1 Tl
TATAL NI T TR ERRa R TFER VLS4, 5], manE AR Lo E
M, REFEWHMEICHIIEZ 52 S &I T Y T L7 EMEN D v — MRO R
MaEaREL, 27— 7 L= N TEEZNT RN OMEBKIET 2 FIENLEHIND.

1.2 EREGER

CFRP |Zf il & 0 % BRI 3 ZAEE LR AG & BARTVRMERTRE O 512 2 FEEIC A & D B
TEHERIE B L > TEWE B E RNk Sh b 2 & THIET 2 b0 T, filé LT
RELRUT R— b AT AR ENRFT HND. — T, BFTEMHIEIMET % Lk
LCHBIT 2 a2 7T 0T, RY 7 I RRRY =—F Lz —F b ko7 EAE
ShTuns.

— T, BVEEALPERTS 2B AT IR & b U CREARAOBRIE [T AL, THEE « TRHAIMEAS
BN LD, MIZEHE ORI R L LI I BB LIRS 2 M XD, Las LB L
PR VLR FEE % 7\ VAP DM < | PRI LS9 & 0 D B B 5. CFRP &8 L 72
ZEHEREYE I T RO Fo/E OBk 1 722 812 X 2R EAMND 5 &, BEENE TE
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MIRIBE 72 & OWRE N FEAT 5 (Fig. 1.3)[6]. Z 4L S OHEITFEIER O I EMEIRE 2 F L <K F
EHDLZENMBNTERY, HEB% TN (Compression after impact, CAI) IR 1 I 28 % FH12
BOWCIHFICEERRMEL R>TWD. CAl EZED D HIEL LT, BRICEBMEDE]
TBMERL T 2 00~ 7= JE A 8 24 A3 2 IR0 B 5 (Fig. 1.4)[7]. JEFIRHIEE 135 %
RE I BV MR IE 23 77 ) 77 L 7 Rl O BT HPERL - DB ICE IR T 5 2 L TR SN D.
Figure 1. 5 \ZJEHIfIEE 2 3% CFRP Wik OBAMEE G B 2 7R3, fEk o R Fidi - 2ui(b
PERTAE 22 © 72 2 T8 OBV AT YRR 2300 AT 0, K1 O BRIE N AL D R 23 B i
LCWOREF DB SN D, M E LT 72RO 3L X2 2T MMk + 23 A4 5 2
ETTREMAEBMEA L TWD 2D, ERIT<BEZMH L CHERBEZ KRS T2 LR T
E2[8]. 2L DOFEND, JEHBIEEZ 49 % T800H/3900-2 7'V 7' L 77 (B L #REL) 1%
B777 ORES 7 n T B — AL Sz, & 51T T800H/3900-2 7'V 'L 7/ %tk R LT-
T800S/3900-2B 7' U 'L 7' (H L (R#L) % B787 O — A& EM & LT < OEMICEA SN
TW5[9].

Impact load

Dent
\.....__\___..,./

\ =
Matrix crack Delamination

Fig. 1.3 Damages caused by impact load.
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Toughened materials

Early 1980s

Early 1970s

-
8
I

Residual compression
strength after impact [MPa]
8
T

] | J
600 1000 1500

Hot/Wet compression strength [MPa]

Fig. 1.4 Material performance of T800H/3900-2 [7].

. Carbon fiber

% B STeas o0
L "“’_,

Fig. 1.5 Micrograph of interlaminar toughened layer.

1.3 CFRP KR ODBRELER - BEIEAH

CFRP 72 & ™ FRP [E A DR & LT, #HEAALT L TV 2 J5 1) OBRARR I S HE & A3
DM E T 5 L FE L@, MERFEDO R L TN SRR RT b D, E- T,
L0 RERAEI MDD EICRFBFEHEEZEMSELNDL 2 E, B E O THEM L&
e U CRRGEFE HER . — 7T, B AR 2 207 i m S THET S Z &I



1.3 CFRP KIERF DRI ATE « 8577 |5

Ko THIBDORFEDNRIR DT80, BIGRHIIRAETE RIS BAET 2 Z LML 72 5.
Figure 1.6 |Z CFRP FRUBIRFICH AT DMMEE A T M O O B2 & 7”7, BB SR IR
FEIZ K> THRR LM, T2 TIHERBIREE C—BEMCTHIRL, {5 THICEIRE THA
THEVWI RO A IV E2EX 5. 12, BREO T M LIZ&EIRREF D& TH
CobD LT 5. MIEROBIIRIKEBIZEIC 3 2ITnH S 5[10].

— D BILT IALRTOWRAROIRTE T, MOEBRIAR ) b O IR B OREF ORTEE 3 ISR TIE T 5.
Z OB TIE, BHEORNCHM B OB R EOREBIZ L > TOTHPEAET D, LiL,
Z ZCIERHAE AR MR IMK C, A LTZOT RIS NTIT 2 RnB b nEeE 2 Hh
L. ZOBIIBIES T Al LTc e 0 3 LRRE TR LBOG 23 ST L TV <R T, AR E
REFOB LI HT- D, ZOFEIBLTIE, AR ENZERE LT = Roo B &% BT
HITHE, BLEHEOFRAIET D, Z 2 TR MEIC L » THIIEOREN ER LTk
0, BLIHEOT I K DISNZRFFT DL H1272 5. & BT LG ORI GME
FREH LTV 2w, K48 AT LIRS 5. 3 D BITBRIRE AT
7 ZHERBIRE LV RV T KRBT, EANBRICIS T 5. Z oM T, BEK TSk

Rubbery state Glassy state
Before gelation (Chemical shrinkage) (Thermal shrinkage)

Strain [pe]
Temperature [°C]

Crosslinking

Y
i
7
__i____________________ i —

Time [min]

Fig. 1.6 Strain development of CFRP during cure.
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THAUHEOTADBTAET D, Z TN T 7 AL L TV A 7o iiERN N GG <, K&
JENELT L. WHARFIZIX T TICE{E2A 7 T L TR Y, ERII—E L 5.

HIRAEEL A2 J7 18] CIARRIB IR BTR D OF HZAL 3 E U 5 — 05T, M7 18] TI3 AR SR
RBIZIRSE - BRI L > TUTE AL OTHEA LR, fEo T Fig L7 IREND K H 7%
B O R FAHME DEL ) 4 FEAS B 72 > TV D FEEHCTIE, BUIBREOIUHE O 203 B bR 3 %k
HERBICHIR SN D 2 & CREISINEAL, MEIOMEZ KT SE5.

xR 7 AR AR A 2 F O T2 AR CII RIS IR BRI I 3B E T 2 b 0, T 72 & D5 H
ERITIEE ALETRG, UL, EEE TIPS Z, e %A T 2 BHERREM A
% fFEH &5 (Fig. 1.8). #HEE CILMHEAELIA L T AWM F N IT R & < UUEd 5 0
kL, N SIS O HIC L - TIEE AL OTHNRAE L2, BRELT, @
NOYNR & HERF T 2 T2 DIC B I ITRIE AT & Helge U TR O A BEAYVINE < 72 %, Spring-in
I & MR B IR TE 7342 U 5 (Fig. 1.9) [11-14]. Figure 1.10 (% 90°ICFEE L CTHUE L7 2
OO LM A TEDRICLIEEETH DN, RIPRHC Spring-in 2T 52 LI2k > T
M ORI ZENTW DR FPBEIND, AN TRIZIZZ O X5 RERIFWMR N D
7o, AR & Hl T D & iR R X RIS 1035 A2 5 (Fig. 1.11).

Residual strain

~_ E(w/o constraint)

Residual stress

Fig. 1.7 Residual stress in composite cross-ply laminate.
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‘Initial shape

Deformed shape

Fig. 1.10 Spring-in deformation in composite L-shaped parts.
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After cure Assembly High

@ Constraint
=
]

Spring-in

Low

Residual stress

Fig. 1.11 Residual stress in composite L-shaped part.

1.4 T-joint

R A A3 DM IR 1, B & ACEEM 2 AT DIl LAV LR .
PG EHM TIIm AT M2 TR mANTIIC b RE RATEN MDD L 2%, o TT I3 R E
FRHEDSEL ) L TR 2 & BN T & el U TR L <RV, - T, B4
EHAMIEL 1.3 BT~ IS I OB LI E - TIHEFITENST WD, #E M O Rt
] _BI3FERICHELRRETH D,

AW TIIHESEHM OHF T H T-joint & FEXN DM IZHEH 5. T-joint 1L 2 DD L kS &
2%, ROBHM OB Z D 57V M RixbEk S5 (Fig. 1.12). 7/ M A FTI
— RN T BT AN S RRHEASBL A LT AL T-joint 1X HEESCRIA 2 Ekk & 7ot o B8k
& LT &S TR Y (Fig. 1.13)[15], TEEEH & KM O E 2 miE Y 5 BE ok
Tl > TV 5[16, 17]. HEEH T-joint TITAIERFICIEAT 2 IR RIS ) CmE S 5 181 0D J) 754
PEDIRE, MR & DB Lo T, SIHRCHhT 72 & OB 8125k L CHRAIC LA =
—F =R OT IV M FEICRBW TR A K 3 2 LR L 7> TV 518, 19]. &

(2, FRIEIREIZ 38 A3 2 AU e OB IC L BIS D720 CTT IV M REBIES 5 5
Bl S STV 5 [20-23].

BEM T-joint IZBITHE 9 —DOEERREE LT, 7/ M RN TELTLBRANT
TUVEAXFUOMEREERDICER L, BEEEICES Z ERETF LN 5 (Fig.
1.14)[24-26]. 7 T > ¥ & Ax L DO43HEE T-joint OffEIREREIOEREZEWR L TEBY, %
ROBIEIZ ST N DR CEHEZMBETH 5. BIEOM KR FHIBETTF ARG, T72b
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RGPS Z xR E LT, BE LGS TOEEM 2R TH X5 Gt rsAvboh
TWb. BRI, REORL MR E A5 2 & THE R E IR N TZBEORE OfE
FEMEZ R LTV D, L L, AV Mkl VWD 2 & TIR, 2 A b, &HICITHEENH
My 2720, BETAEETED LD CFRP OFEATENLENTWARWVOBIHIRT
b5, Fio, A MNEBIZET 20 TEPIC L DRERT S METH 5[27].

Stiffener

/
/

Corner

Fracture region

Fig. 1.13 Wing box root section of B787[15].
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Fig. 1.14 Failure along flange-skin bonding interface.

1.5 T-joint ICB§9 B EITHAR

T-joint (2R3 2 JEATHIZE TIL, BRGSO 22 L TE < O ThiLTE
Y [16-19, 21-22, 24,28-69], 7 /L b A RED~HE « BRSO EH3L, 34, 36, 40, 56-57], L Bkt
B HERL[L9, 28-30, 48, 69]72 & DA 3T A — & OFBMNFHE ST E 72, BBHERICT 5
WFZETIE, LB AR O 2 e U 7B PR 2 M 4% 2 & THEA G OIS 2 KR L,
WA B 2 1) B S 2 FER EHIRE STV 5[19,28-29]. % 7z, T-joint O ) kg g
HE TR D708, BHEEAZ T KIS T[4, 45]1%° LaRCO5[58, 70]72 & DAEFRIE /3
REIN TS, S BICHIIIBER OBZLERO TN L CIIEFICE < O3 TH
LT D, Cohesive zone model[17, 21-22, 24, 31, 35-36, 41, 47, 51, 64-65, 69]X° Virtual crack
closure technique[43, 68]72 EA WGV TWA. T O X 5 IZHH EIZxE 75 T-joint (D ZEH)
IZOWTEL DR TN TWS— T, IR OB D8I 2T O Tl
[71-73]°7 /v A RENICA U155 KRBIC B3 2 5E[20, 23, 61, 74] 72 EIEFIZIRERN TH 5.

B R & LT 572D O L L CIX, &BIC A1 7 & 2F 72 HYPER[75]X°
RHEA[76, 77]72 Ekk 4 7 E N RB STV D . T O THix b REAIHFZE N Tt TV
HEEL LT, AT 4 v F[78-99]& Z-pin[100-126173%1F D, AT 1 v F IR B
77 X Nilk#ETe E A AN ISRV IAT Z L TREZTRET O TH D, xRV T
DMFAET D79, 90, 95). F7=, BAn[¥AMET 4 T AV NEMHT 5 2 & CEEKREEL bioE T
AT 4 v F e EHIRES TV H[89, 99]. Z-pin 1TEEH 5 VIR CTE - 2 Hidh
FTD X 5 RIPTH HIATL Z LIZ X > TREEZBRILT 28 TH D, SHREHE, 5
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(< JE IR FE [25-27, 100110, 112, 118-127)i25% L THH I < ORIEASITORTEY, ~ 7
R« 75 24BN —A o 7 40) 80> FIA-18E/F(Superhornet) DURR A 7 b 7a 12 L
TeHBl B H[119]. AT > F KON Z-pin IXERZSER Z Il T 2 G272 FETH 50, HEoh
JTANCARA U 7o il 80 CREE IR O IR FHAHED LD, H2WE7 V75572 ELT
RIPEC TR R, 7 AR R 95 2 L 3R & 72 > T 5 (Fig. 1.15)[113-117, 128
131]. JEMISRMAE 21 b S D72 OITHiAT DAHER & HO I IF L 2 OBIBEIC 2 5.

0.3 mm
Fig. 1.15 Adverse effects by introduction of z-pin[120]. (a) Fiber waviness. (b) Fiber crimp.
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1.6 FBBIENMEFIEICEX 2EE
1.6.1 RABRAE

T-joint 7 /v b A RERIZE T 2 B R OMEE A BEMATE I G- 2 2 B DWW CEHET 5 72
DIZHERBR 21T o 7. 5IERBRICHH L2 B O L O 0°F MO EFK % Fig. 1.16 (2
AT AT 4 7 FHEOT 7 o UHORIIE 50mm Th Y, o —F—ICIB VTR
12.8mm T 9°ICHIF LI TV D, AF U ORSITT 72 Lhmld o L 2 IS ST
W5 BATEAMIT 20mm & L7z, £z, KHIREITHR LIEEM IR > 72 5% 0°, #i
HE[E 7[R 22 90° & EFE L 7o, RBR A A EH & MR8 2 479~ % T800S/3900-2B 7'V 7' L 7 (3K
VIR 2 L=, 4 L BB OREEREARIZ[02/902)2s(RIE IR 3.2mm) L L, A% Dff
JEHE AR IX[02/902 053 (AR IE 42 JE 70 9.6mm) & L7z, KEMIXT L ipH RICEE Sh, 700k
H L OFEEE &K 5 7212 Polytetrafluoroethylene(PTFE) S — |k (JE 2 50um) % #kf & 16
DFNZHEA L= (Fig. 1.17(a), (b)). 7 /v b A RiL, PTFE ¥ — &RV T 72 2 OB L 7=
M7 v 2 ia B OB RFEGAEDS 900 ANkl m L2 [F Ut zda & vty & v
THRFESFEAL, [HUL PTFE & — b &AL T 72T v Jig R LB/ TRk E ¥ 7
T 4NV ATEY, BZEGE LN 50°C TLRMA Yy har Xy va 352 L CERL
7=(Fig. 1.17(c)). &M E2 727V L TREEZNAXF L T 7 4 L ATEN, BHZEG & LKW
0.6MPa & fif F CA— b7 L—7 N T L7=(Fig. 1.18). [&JEY A 7 ME=EA 5 2°C/min
T 180°C ¥ THIM L, 4 KR FEE L 72 2°C/min TEEE CHHT LA 70 L Uiz, IRE

T
o c

OTQ 1)

= o

< 3

3

0° y;e}\ r=12.8 mm
(Skin, Flange Deltoid) & ) | /. 50 mm X
// <70
|} = 0)@

Fig. 1.16 Schematic of specimen used in tensile tests in section 1.6.
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Fig. 1.17 Preparation of each part of T-joint.

(a) L-shaped parts. (b) Skin laminate. (c) Deltoid.
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(@)

Bagging film  Breather cloth
/ /

7 Z N

Al tool

Vacuum port

Sealant .
CFRP T-joint

\
Al plate  PTFE film
(b)

P G & ¢
—— ;;;;-‘-’;";‘,‘ob

Fig. 1.18 Assembly and bagging of specimen. (a) Schematic. (b) Photograph.

L7 7 V- A% CREISEA LTz KEVEXRHT X o TEHAl S V7R & VL Tl il L7z
BT IIREE 2 AT 2B E A SRVWRBRA O 2 FEAER L. REsEE2 AT
DR T, WAREHREZ O THIRRNE LD THAT S 2 & TRIPIELZEA L
7o  WMESIC KD RERISIBAE LWL D, IRREFRNRBR A ICEEAL VL DI
EELRDG, £ 6°Clmin TIRAIZHAILTZ. SIIERBRTIX, 77 Va7 VI A Tl
EL, AT 4 7F ki 30mm &7 Z 7 LT EFMEIC Imm/min CT3l8Ef & % 5- 2 7= (Fig.
1.19). FABRIEE (C 137 RERBREE AG-100kNXPlus(S B EATRY) 2 L, 0.1sec fE#|ZfafEH &
BN zridk LTz, £, BEROE S KR OER TN ZBIERT 2720, 7V M FEOBIE O
T-HEHEE S AT FASTCAM SA-Z(7 + b v U RE) % v T 30 77 =2~ /sec TH# L7z,
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Fig. 1.19 Schematic of tensile tests.

1.6.2 HER#ER

SIBERTE N2 2 BOBAEE O S8 BB OREORE 1% Fig. 1.20, BBk % A3 5
B OWEORRT % Fig. 1.21 (-7 IBBIEEOENGER A TIITE 70 b A B N CHit
TR DBHNFEAE LT, ZO%RT IV M FREICH > TAT ¢ 7 F IR L T < AR
EAF U > TEAICER L TWS BRI AEL, R~EMEELZ. 25 OfEET
%) B0us OARDH THEFMTELU TRV, WME-EMHRN E T WEIET —EETE il
(Fig. 1.22). —J7C, T/ b A R EENCRET O IEE 2 A4 2R BR A TlE, IS
HELTT NI RREICIR > TAT 0 7T EICRENPER L, S 527V M RIS
BoTHET7 T V- AF UHHICRRPER L T\ 2 & CTRIEMBE L. e LTHE
T 2 459 2 BB T CIERRUR AR EE O BE O BRBR A & HE U OB R OYIMED 2 L <URF L C
BV, Tjoint TV M REBICIS T 2 BIBIIE XAt O BRI CRA R B e 5.2 5 =
LR ENT. 1o T, EAK Tjoint DEJEHEDZEENC SV TEE L < 04 L, IR IEAREE 237
flTDZENEETHLLEZBND.



16| FH1E S

(b)

Fig. 1.20 Failure development of specimen without a process-induced failure.

(a) Before applying tensile load. (b) After final failure. Numbers indicate the order of failure.

P {ééss-induced failure
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(b)

Fig. 1.21 Failure development of specimen with a process-induced failure.

(a) Before applying tensile load. (b) After final failure. Numbers indicate the order of failure.

W/o process-induced failure

~J
T

‘d

Strength/Stiffness reductio ~

”

iz

Load [kN]
N w =3 (%] (=) ]

=
T

With process-induced failure

0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1 1.2

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 1.22 Comparison of load-displacement curve in specimen without a process-induced failure

and specimen with a process-induced failure.
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1.7 WX DBE

BEM T-joint BUERFIZRAT 270 b A FESOMEIFI OBIREEIC R & Iig B e 5
ZHICHEL 5T, HEM Tjoint OREIEIEFEIC LR Z BWZFEITIZE A TR T
V. 2 TANIE TIREAH Tjoint RN EE2HAIE LT, A Tjoint ORITEREEIC
B4 2 EFZEICH D fde. 72, BIEOMZHE CIXBEGHAZRG DAV LN TR Y, B2
P ZE A 2 KBS 2 1o DI IE B REE oMoz, BERE LS EICTO%OBR
HEE 2 M 2 BN LB T D . BUERR S S U T 2 B 2500 = i B A% C 1A ki o
JESPWE T RFMEDAR N 2 EORIEN BV, AV MR IR D 2 BB FEL L IZF 20D
DR TH D, T Z TARBFZE TIERERTIEICIUD 2 R AE R MG 2 122 L, 1REHM
D FERER 72 Bt & AR T-joint ~DiE I DWW TRiET9 5. Figure. 1.23 & TULTFIC
BEOMEL T

B2 BmTIIET 7 A4 R E T T+oint T/ A RERO O HEHAIZ1TV, IBEEEO T L
M RNESOISH-OFREEZHEE T 5. 20L&, BREBHIEEOR MR RS 3 fitEO
T b REVERLCTHET 5 2 & C, HEM Tjoint ORI 2 JE kg o
L KRBREATIC 1T 2 0T B & RO BIMRIC OV TEET S

FI3ETIL 2 HICH T D2 ERAEREBEE 2, ARERMT AT O, TR OHEEH T-
joint D EEAIEIZ 69 DFHEIC OV TELET 5. S BICEBR M OMEHTHRE R 2 B2 BB RIE
AN S FEEREL, AIMEELHERET 5

B 4 BCIELETHRERMTZ FVT, HEM Tjoint DEFIEIZ T DT — RIC
DWNWTHELEL, MNTEREZEEX THENTHLEEZOND TV Ty 7T L AZEEL 7
%9 %. F7-, Double cantilever beam(DCB)itBRIZ L > TIRRE LV T v/ 7 L AZEDH
MEERGEST 5. S 51T, EREMITOME ST L A X OFEHER O EZ TG 5.
B ETIHRELILY 7 v 7T LAZEEL Tjoint ITEAL, SlIERBRICE > TEDY)
RERGET D, E72, DFEART LAY ORESCHEBERERIZ OV CGHEZTT D .

5 6 T CIIARMIERROR S H ik~ 5.
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— Process-induced failure

Chapter 2: Experiment Chapter 3: Discussion

' Observation FEA

Strain measurement

_~ Reliability improvement

— Crack propagation suppression

Chapter 4: Proposal & Basic study Chapter 5: Application

Proposal DCB test Configuration study

i

=Taw =

O

Fig. 1.23 Overview of this thesis.



20| 2 E T-joint T/v bA FESORRIERFONT A EHA

F2E Tjoint TIL M FEOBRTEV T A5

21 X774\ Y
211 X774 N\t HOBE

T 7 ANFAZY v 7 =70 & U TRIRR - IR EORERN D, REEDOR
R EICHW O TWAIL32]. o7 7 A NITNMeii T 5 27 &2 a7 NI Tidd
HERNERIT 7T R, SHICECHENORET HOOa—T 70 3 EtEEx
Bl LT (Fig. 2.1)[132,133). 27 KOV T v RIZIZEICAET TR, 2 —TF 4 U 7IZIER
VA I RREPHVWONDS. 7Ty ROEIFRIZaT ORI b/hS<EKiFShTE
D, A L7 ar 7 Iy FRORETERRT L2 LIZLoTHT 7 A NN ZRHE L
TN W T 7 A ST IO L D W OME, (T, R, Rt & ol rms
DAL ZFIT L TRESOT AR EZ25HIT 283 THD[134]. LTI T 7 A4 3t
Y OKFR TR

v O BRETHYD, MENEASDDIALNES Th 5.

R TWITIHER S 5

FHARS CEN EME ST, REEERD S,
M AE « T EPEICEN .

% KGEHH] - 3 mEHA P RETH 5.

W7 7 A 3T HTE S BRI K D00 T 200 P BRI L D05 Ehkx 725y
R ARETH H[135]. & Z TIEOT Bk 2T 5 s HuRE O 22 FIAECEZ K 2 /3 FEH(H
BB, SARNCOW TR~

HRFHIEE 7 7 A N EDH D —ROOTHAZRGT27ETHY, 7 7 A4 NTEIC
HDEER E LTER IS, RERZ ' & LT Fiber Bragg grating(FBG) & > 73261
b5, FBG & ida 7 Oo— I AN R EITREN G2 5N TR Y, INEEOE AL
T5 LT Ty TR LTINS FER R OREEOLD B w KT 5 (Fig. 2.1). 77 v 7 HE
IREREZACAT KOS A O A2 EAlC R LT, L FOR TR SN OBERERE AT D
T ENRIBITUV5H[134].

ANSY

v
v
v
v

A = C;AT + C.Ae. (2.1)
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Incident light Transmitted light

1 Im

Wavelength Wavelength

Coating  (yadding

Intensity

Core

Grating

>
h=
wv
c
O
2z
£

Wavelength
Reflected light

Fig. 2.1 Schematic and principle of FBG sensor.

W~ FHllENTZT T v JEREY T MO L TREORBEZMIES 22 L TOTAER
HT 52 &R TES.

Z Rt T 7 A N EDOZEO RO O Hae —ZEICBET 2 7ETHY, FBG
R EOHEEHIAE Y& 1 RKONT 7 A N EICEHKELET 2 2 & TERITE 2. ZGH
AT I DR IEOERZ DM - BT 2N LETH 5. 2 BEIRIZ TR,
JABE, W &\ oloRT X =2 L EAT D BN ES VB2 [136].

SAFHANENE T 7 A N ERICODEDEEOMEZFHIHR L TELFETHY, MERFH
EOTAHERE T THRET D2 ENTES. #ilE LT, Optical time domain reflectometer
(OTDR)<° Optical frequency domain reflectometer(OFDR) 23 %615 541 5 [137]. W LD FET
b, K77 A SHNICELD T~ UL, 7T UL, VA ) —HELR EER TS 2k
TOTHZEET L ENTED.

212 L4 )—HEZFALEVT AL HEHRRE

KRR TIE LA U —BELE R L OF R istil 217 5 72, LA U — kL & 1o
BELD HASVHITIC LB ROBELTH 5. KT BRI & AREORBEA L
HABAHT B &, 260 L TR TN O 7 2MEBI 2 1 5 [132]. A L72IE = 314 %
o TS 5 — 5T, KT % I H T 5. B IR 12 Y 7= o 2 I 28 I 7 1
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BELEND LR 2D LD, BREFICHRATLUAL U —BELEMIEND. Bl IEF
2L HBEFIIVA ) —BELBGOHERFITH Y, REOEWEF N L IEEDORWIREAN
DLAV—BED LT SITER T 2HE TH D, 7 7 A4 /3Tl, BUERIZ 2000°C 726
HRETEERTHBRCAELD T BIET AR FDI7 8 LYV TORESLHRDOD 5 E IS
LoTUrA U —HENRET D, ZOBZENMMAT L ETHRT 7 A N EOOT B %
TS 2 LN TE D,

AHFSE Tl Optical distributed sensor interrogator(ODiSI, LUNA Innovations Inc.) % vy TV
Fo3 et 21T > 72, ODISI Tk b A U —iELZ2 5H9 5 7o o icm s IR T A2 R4 %
[138]. ODiSI OFHAIFEE Z Fig. 2.2 (2R3, GHUIS AT AT TG, Fulat, MO >
DRER S LD, RIS D T3 7 12 Ko T 2 DO/l &, — 7 DIk
HERICEEAF L, b5 =TI T 7 A NCAFHLTUA U —fEZELD. LAY
—HELE BRI ICAIT 2. 2 DONGITITRE A L D RHZENSE L TR Y, Zok
MZENOHT 7 AN EO LA ) —HENECTERERFETE D, £z, VA U —HELE
DB TIREZALAT KOO Z Al K> TRIBIZY 7 95 Z &R BTN S,

Av
—— = KrAT + K. Ae. (2.2)

o T, bA U —HEDED AP EIRELZFHT DL T, 7 7 A4 N EOEREOAEIS
BILOTHEEZREET LI LNTES.

. Scatter
Optical fiber
Coupler ~
N2 .
TLS O O — - Detector

TLS: Tunable laser source

Fig. 2.2 Principle of distributed strain measurement using ODiSI.
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22 EBRBERBICLIBEAH

1.2 §i Tk ~7= & 512, CFRP D J@ I BT MERL 2SN~ TR 2 8 A5 2 LT
Lo THEMPEBMAL, BEIZ<BEZMEIT2 208 TE 5. L L—FT, EHEBIEE
DR > T—fay7e CFRP X 0 Mo 558 2 7”7

JE IRIRE & O 72 WP CIEHE & 1542 2 5 CHE L2 R0, BREIEE AT 2
FARECIRB T IINER D BN L o C, MR & AT G Im(BHIERE A, Fig. 2.3) & B4
% H 1A (G B A 7 1E0) & CHEEHRE N B 722 5 2 & VG STV 5 [139]. T8 Rt S g Lo
K DBREGPENL, MR & O T)FRNETE T T <, MELORIEREO 28 g B %2 KT
3. Figure 2.4 [ ZRIAERE 710 & BHEIE IEAZ M OSIERE O O T AE(L A I L7 D Th 5
[140]. JEFEIRNEIE DRI K - T, BIRIEIEAZ ST M Tl ERE )7 M & builik U CRE{RILHE, 24
NG & HITK LB FO T HENFHHI STV D

Figure 2.5 |Z T-joint 7 /L M A RESOBAMEE T E AR, 7/ M FNICBIERE S 2 ek
BHEBIEEIC L Db D THD. T/0 M NITIE— MK T B 7 A RSB RHE A B A L
72 0 MWL T WD T20, JERIBIIERE D722V B C oL Fig. 2.5 Ok THGMHE
LBl ozt L, ERBHIRE 269 2 4B CIRmtiE e 5 & SR ELAS 1 & TR
FEMEDRN T2 5. - C, JEMBHIERE ORI X - THRIERFO T L F A RNEREE, & 512
IR RN AT 2 L E 2 DD . ARUE IR OB DRI OV T b EE
i z47 5.

Orthogonal direction
to toughened layer

Fiber direction

NN

Toughened layer direction

Fig. 2.3 Definition of name of each direction in this study.
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4000
Heating
_—
O ~ — —t
)W
P -
@ =4000 } L s~ i
= ,
.% -8000 k =———- Toughened layer direction
- .L» -
N - /
-12000 RRRRRLINAN . )
e Orthogonal direction
—16000 B ///4"'-"- c00|ing
-20000 L 2 1 ]
0 40 80 120 160 200
Temprature [C°]

Fig. 2.4 Comparison of strain development during cure between toughened layer direction and

orthogonal direction to toughened layer[140].

| o e e ——

_——

Fig. 2.5 Micrograph of deltoid region of T-joint using material with interlaminar toughened layer.
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2.3 TIL M FERRERBU T A5

231 RBRAE

O BRI L7238 i ORIk % Fig. 2.6 IORT. AT 4 7T EHEOT 7 o VEHOE
X 25mm TH Y, =—F—EITB WV THIREER 12.8mm T 0°ZHiiF 5TV, A
DRINET 7V LmEMAHI O L OIS TWD. BATE 5113 30mm & L. BBk
MEHIEEIEE 243 % T800S/3900-2B 7 U 7L 2/ (B LRI & ] L 7=, &4t O FE)E
RERIE L A T[02/902)2s(FE T2 R 70: 3.2mm), & 3 o T[02/902]2s3(F T % E 7+: 9.6mm) & L,
ENENT VIR E EICEE L7z PTFE o — M(E&: 50um)iZfEE L. 7 /v b1 RiZEH

BIEIEN T o X DCEEO I T o F LTV M A R, BTN L7 7L b A R,

T
o c
oTﬁ >
0 3
~ 3
o S/ D |y =12.8
0 JQG r mm

A4

[

—>
(Skin, Flange Deltoid) &%/ \< 25 mm
3

Fig. 2.6 Schematic of specimen used in strain measurement.

(@) (b) (©

A
— AIIIII III[.L

Toughened layer

Fig. 2.7 Three types of deltoid used in strain measurement.

(a) Random deltoid. (b) Horizontally-aligned deltoid. (c) Vertically-aligned deltoid.
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FET PN B L7 MR 7 v R A R o> 3 FiFA A ERL L 72 (Fig. 2.7). IRFEMEHEIT 4T 90° 517
A S W T, T H ATV A RIZPTFE > — M&AED ()72 2 SO BB L 7= 5 7 v R
HEOBEIC, Bty hEHAWTT v H AR O T ) S LT REEwiAtr 2 L T
ERL U 7=, BEECIAIT Vv A RROMERCE TV b A RixZzhE4 80ply, 160ply g L7=—7
M ZBER D v X —TT IV b RORRICYIM+2 2L TER L. 2 TOT LR R
FHIZBWT, 7V 7L 7% 2 SOMET VIR LR T L IR R THRA TR E X
VI T 4V ITEN, BZEGE LRND 50°C TLRMA Yy har Xy va 452 L TF
WaZRUERETZ. T M FRNEOOT B 51T 572127 7 A 73(¢=150um) % 7 /L k
A ROFDLEUTID > CTIRE ST ANHLOIA AT (Fig. 2.8). 7 7 A 7NIZT VB E, TV b
R, A AMER U7/ S 72 ](T VLB ¢=1mm, TV F A REOAF 2 $<0.5mm) % i@
CTHALRL., 7/ M RERORF OIS 2B E A — 2 & AEREHOBEZ
THLUATZ & TIERILZZ. &M 2T v 7V LTREEARX T 7 4V ATED, B
ZERIN S OBIIRIRAN A B S Te DI T 7 A NEBA LT2 % > —F » hTHEWE(Fig. 2.9).
B, OTHOAFHIAONT 7 A4 /8L 13RI FBG & U b [AEEO FETHDIAA TN D
D, ZHUCHOWTIX 24 Hi TR~ D . B A 7 VITEZES| & K ON0.6MPa & fif D T, =i
£ 2°C/min T 180°C % THIR L, 4 BFHIRFF L7 2°C/min TEHIRE THHIT L1 7 0L
L7z, O R4 I 1% ODISI(LUNA Innovations Inc.) 4 L, 1min [k TR 21T - 7=
PV REROANR—ARIET U H LTV b A KRB R OBREC A7V S A REBR AT 2mm,
MERLIA 7 /v A REBRA I dmm & L7c. IREEIZ T 70 9-AF U REICEA L K #VE
KT Ko TR S NZIRE 2 W TIRAIE L, OFZ20REIZS ZOREZ M L.

Needle insertion Optical fiber insertion

> A\ »

Needle(¢p<0.5mm)

Deltoid

Skin

Fig. 2.8 Embedment method of optical fiber into the deltoid.
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Optical fiber
Bagging film i /Sealant Breather cloth
/ /
/- 7\
Al tool
Vacm:m port

CFRP T-joint

|
\
I Al plate  PTFE film

Fig. 2.9 Assembly and bagging of specimen used in strain measurement.

232 HBER

Figure 2.10 (27 ' Z LT /v M A RikBRA D7V M N FEICIIT 5 O T B O IF[#] g I
ZoaRd. TIALETOEBCIIRBAE R Lh 602, T 7 A NI O OT AdMszE L T
RN T IARRITIIREAE S LT U CORE B AL S 4L 2 1, BABIE O3 2 255 HIl S
7. & 51T 180°C FREFEICIZ, WmENBRRIZAE D BUNGHE O B3 gHill S L7z, Frx s/ A AR
ABND D0, HALIHNEOT 2 K OB O A2 AREICFHITE 5 Z LaVRaShie.

Figure 2.11 127 > & L5 )V kA REBR 21T 2 O oA s HlSE B4 73, Al A3 s
OT Bk, fEN a7 7 A RO > T 2R LTEY, 0mm 23TV ~ A Rig B8,
16mm 237V A Ri FEICRE LTV 5. BRI OT 2, REIHHEIZ O 30°C
Hi AT 31T 2 BUGHE O 7, SRR ASTEALULAG & BUHE & /2 L& b e RO TRz R LT
L. T RA R ESTIX 250 LM OBHEE I X > T TRWIIRZ 21T 5729, ik
IHE, UG & BITIEE A EOTHBEAEL TR, T A R TFERICR 51 CiliieE
WZXDHT 7 A GG ROWMRBFH 7257280, TS ETOTHBRKE L 2o T
R FH Sz, RO RWIREETHIUXT L b ROEBELEFT CRIBEOOT HBET
LD L, T/ M K ESTIEOTHBIRINTODREBICH D720, IEIET IV R
A FESIZEERWIRIEBICH S LHfEE SN D.
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Gelation
200
2000 | ; 1 180
|
-4000 - M Chemical cure shrinkage 160
-6000 | | 140
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Fig. 2.10 Local strain development during cure at the bottom of deltoid of random deltoid

specimen.
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Fig. 2.11 Strain distribution in deltoid of random deltoid specimen.
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Fig. 2.12 Comparison of strain distribution of three types of specimens at room temperature

Figure 2.12 |2 3B OROT AN 2 I L e iR 2R~ 3. 2 ToRBRAIZBNT, 7
VA RTFEIZRDIEEOT HNREL RDMBMBFH S Nz, BB TV b A Rk A
TIET X LTV b FRBRA L0 & RERIEOT BB ECT2—FH T, fMtfdm T v hA
RRBRA CTIXT7 v Z L7 0 M B A L0 &/ S RIGEOT B35 S vz, Zauddk
ITHFIE TR STV D X 9 I2[140], JERIEEE OEIZ X - T, BHIEE TR L0 b #stiEE
BTN RERINHEDE L DT EE2bRD.

2.4 AHRR

241 REBAE

ABFFE DFRER G TIXRRIE FUCHEE N A4 U o T 720, IR E R 2 H WV T AR %
1T o e, WESAIC & o TR ICRERJE MR L2 K D, IRIRER DB IR
LRV R D ITIERE L2225, K 6°C/min TR A ITIWAI LTz, R DM L7221 2
7 2 fRFT D721, FBG B I L 55 Z1T o 72 FBG B i k- TEHIS N DR
FHRYTERESND LI ITREZEE OTHERITK LT T 3572, BEE LD
ONTBIRHNZ I > TRHAE R o208 72 BN £ C 5 (Fig. 2.13). ZOEIZ X >TT LV b A
RESOMEEZ RS2 Z L RN TE 5. FBG &V OIEIT 1s M@ TRHAIL 7=
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Fig. 2.13 Failure detection using FBG sensor.

2.4.2 RBRER

TR RESOWIEILT & LT 0 b A RERERTCIE-115°C , #ifidm T /v A KRBT
TIX-40°C, fithlm7 /v M+ RakBR A Tid-25°C TA Uz, BREIREE 2 361) 5 4538 o O
FThHAEHR LR % Fig. 2.14 12, &38R OEN R OB E% Fig. 2.15 (237
Figure. 2.14 TIIREEHASIUHE O A, HEEINT L b A RNEEDN T 7 A RO/ R > 125
Fia/rLTEY, omm 27V hA R LES, 16mm 237V b A R FHEEL T 5. RO
PRI IR ORELALHE & BUBE, & HICERD O AERE £ THAE L7 B o BUlliE 2
GEND. BHRBREFOOT 2L, BIER OBUGHE O T DIREIZK T 5 & 2 IV THE
L7z, T o LT 0 b A R, FERLA 7 /L b B, JRERANHERC 7]
T b FRBAOFRRETR LTS, T H L7 0 M FRRBRA & BEELR 7L A Rk
B CIXIZEA LR COTABETHENEAE L., £, &AL LTV M R ESICTHEW
THEAROBANPFAELTEY, [FU L5 72k 842 1172 (Fig. 2.15(a), (b)). FTE O
PhAEEEREAN B L TWD ZEnb, Tjoint T4 A RERICIIT D TEMEE TI%, &

EOTH LN EL TWDLEBEZIBND. T LTV M NRBRT & T v
N R CRIFRE O OT HEN G S L7z Dlzxt L, Ml T v b A REER T Tl
D2 OO &g LT3 L < /NS R MEE O g CHEEN 54 LT (Fig. 2.14). F7=, %
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D00, HELMT NV A R OT v M A REAE THE & B RO ERRILT v &
LTIV A REBR R OWERL A7 L b A R A O EFE & plg A O E BEfR & ALl LT
WD Z LD, fBLmT L M RERBRA TIET L bAoA R TR 2 BB ) O 2
THEELIZEEBEZOND. €5 T, 7/ M NEO BRI 2 |EL 72T TIER <, 3
ZENZIUCKT T D EEIS N R OENS DKR/NERPEETH L & TEIND.
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Fig. 2.14 Comparison of strain distribution of three types of specimens at failure temperature.
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Fig. 2.15 Comparison of failure of three types of specimens. (a) Random deltoid specimen.

(b) Horizontally-aligned deltoid specimen. (c) Vertically-aligned deltoid specimen.
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KETIILZ 7 AN OMEZR L%, BEEIEEZ AT 5MBTRESNDOM

BUZ DWW TR~z £72, ERBIEREOR M AR 2 3FIHDO T /L b A PR TR L2
BRAICKRI LT, 67 7 A N & W27V A FEEDRIERF O 2540 5 HR & AEE W i oD 81
BREATH 1. 2 EOEBAERP LT OMR ZH57-.

v

W7 7 AN E ST Tjoint T4 b A FEROBELIGHEONT 2 S CBUHE O B D 53 A1
ERUGARETH D, 70 A OB 251l LIz ER g Th 5. £/, 7v
N RNERD O 5 A 2 SEBREQIZHRAS L7232 72 <, ARWFJED BEEARBUR T
5.

T A FREBOEETIZIS CTOTHNRE S R D, £, BiG L0 R4
5, 7/ b FEEOTEAIZIVEE L 722 EOROHRZ %) TRE 284k
CHZeNfEESND.

JE MR ORI &> TT /L b A FNFRRAE M OBEERA LT 5. - T, J&
[t 2 A3 2882 VD TT L b A FERZ AR D B3, fMET 0720 T g
B DTN b EESBLETH .

WIERF DT L b A FNERO O B0 Af & BRI D BRI S, 71 A REDHL
TEREETIET v b A FERBISHT 2 BEIS IR OCEN S ORNEEPEETH D & T
Bshs.
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SE3E T-joint TIL A FEBD M HIRER R UHIH Fi&

ICBET 5EE

3.1 HRERMBH
3.1.1 B@HF&

2 BB 5T HEFH ORI G, Tjoint 7/ b A REORKIEAE CTIXT Vv M A R&MHE
T DA R PEN O DOR/NERPEETH D & FRIND. PREMKGET 5720,
HIREHEMEYT Y 7 b7 =7 Abaqus2017(Dassault Systems Inc.) % IV C A BREEFEf#MT 217 -
7=. Figure 3.1 IZFEATIC W BT V2 - T ffHTE 7 /WIS iR A2 Z 8 L C U4 553 O 2%
ETMUEL, BASRMICE > TREREFE L-, 88 HET 2 BEOOT HEHHIEER & Rk,
AT 4 7 FEHIORT T o VEHOK S 25mm, BATE 30mmI M EEZ B E L0 DhEET L
b)), 2—F =R 128mm L L, AFUOESITIT 70 LMmEAH O L o I
L7e. &b OFEBRERT L AT [02/902]s(JE A+ 3.2mm), A % 2 [02/90;]2s3(JFE A+ 9.6mm) & L
7o TV M A RITIE 90°M OWIVEEZ 5- 2 TV D03, BEHG 170 7E 38 & fRHE ST 17 % H Lol &
LT 0[RS 5 Z & TRELMT /v b A R, fitBm 7 v b FEENZEBLL. &R
BRI R LT, O AFHINC X o THUS L 72 BRI O A & BB IR 2> O AR &
THEIT DRI BT DB O 2% 5 2 7.

BHEIS 1 O AT CTIIBE WA RN —E L B D720, 1 AT v T O TS 5 =
LARETH 5. —J7 T, MALUGHERF T ITAEAL SO D B (> TRIE RN ZE T 5
7o, B O R EEER LM N LETH D, A TIEL Incrementally linear
elastic(ILE)E 7 /L [141] 2 N TREALINAEIS J) D AT 24T > 72, ILE &7 /L CIRREALIHE 4 4
BORT vy XY, 2T v 7 2 LATRHIIR MR 2 28 S 7203 bt i3 2 ik ILHE O
THhEGRZDH, KEAT v T TRETDISNEZ R LAEDLE TN Z & TRIEOBAGIHEIS )
ZRIMET D (Fig. 3.2). 1> T, RMMRISNITUTOXTRIND.

(0} = (a0} = ) [Cli{Ae): (61

Z 2 TolIEA, eldOF A, C FHIE~ N Y 7 20 I3 AT v 72 RS SLIGHERF O E
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PERZEAL K O RIE SRIE R (et b9 2 AL O 2 137 HP & D SEATHFFE[140] THEE S h
T B U 7o, AR R HEE IR OBEZIT Appendix A (27T HEE S AV RIAR ML
& IRBIHED WML S, ~A 7 0 A B =7 ZAET % R TEREBMEHE - IS O 72 % fE
O EMME A B LT, (ZHEE R & R TR RIBHIR 8 2 & o To AR R O )P 4 5T
BUT AT AW PEELT Appendix B, ~ A 7 1 A =7 AET VKU ARIOFEMIX
Appendix C 1277, WPEEEHE KON ILE £ 5 L OFHRICIE Abaqus D2 —HF—H 7 )L—F

TdH D UMAT 2 L7=. UMAT %7 /L—F > 22— K Appendix D (2777

Fig. 3.1 FEA model for cure process simulation of T-joint.
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Fig. 3.2 Schematic of incrementally linear elastic model.
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Fig. 3.3 Comparison of strain distribution between experiment and FEA.

(a) Horizontally-aligned deltoid specimen. (b) Vertically-aligned deltoid specimen.
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F72RRE 2 B L T 2 01wt L, EEEORBR T CIXMER I o7 EORIEIZ L - T
WRDGL RDI2DIEELZEZBND. ZOMEND, MITHEROZYERRIES LT,
Figure 3.4 (ZHEELIAIT /L b R Ok Biifd O fEHTHE R 279, Figure 3.4(a)i37 /v 4 I EREIC
X9 2 EER ST, Fig. 34D0)ET /v M A RAEFMIIKT 2 \EIGHE2 KT, 2 EOOT HEHH
TR PHINDEY, WMEZ L LTV M ROTEFICESIZERWAREZZITHZ &
TRERIGNVBBAEL TN D, WFELET DL, 74 M R EMICRH 2 |EISIIET
VA RETHICHT 2EEIE LV F L REREEZRL TS, ZHUIT VA R E
ERCHUT I OBENFEAE LI L & B EE L TR (Fig. 2.15(b), #EAT LV b A R TIET
Vb A R ERBICKT 2 BEIC N B TH D Z LRSSz, —F T, fMtidmT v b A
RTIET VM R EMRICHT 2REIC LD TV M RAETRICKT 2 HEIS DK E
7% 7R LT A (Fig. 35). ZAUELT /L M RTFETHREFMOBAN AL L L b A
L TEY (Fig. 2.15(c)), = DI 1534 OFEWPIHEEREROENICKM It B2 5 5.
INHOFERNG, T-joint 7 /v b A RESORIEAEE CTIET /L A REMRICKRT 2 REIL ) &
CENOGDORPNERPEETH DL Z LRI,

(@) (b)

Fig. 3.4 FEA results of horizontally-aligned deltoid specimen. (a) Normal stress in direction to

upper corner of deltoid. (b) Normal stress in direction to lower left corner of deltoid.
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Fig. 3.5 FEA results of vertically-aligned deltoid specimen. (a) Normal stress in direction to upper

corner of deltoid. (b) Normal stress in direction to lower left corner of deltoid.

32 WREROBEER

3.1 81T Tjoint 7/ b A REBOEICHHE CTIET v b A REMIIxT 2 TEIS N EETH
L2 lERLI. UL, ARERMBHIT CTIIT VM ROTHAMETRRIS N E 72D DI
%} U(Fig. 3.4, 3.5), FEERTIXTEAD BOSCBEAL /- s TRl AME U 7= (Fig. 2.15). Bl T
JENTET TR, FATHIIE TRE SN TV DHEEL A i K G 7 [44, 45)78 £ ORI
HLTHNTH D & STV DIEEE b EEEORIEE T 4 131 T & 72V (Fig. 3.6).

LTI ERETIT R RNV FEEOBRBEORMA 25 2 5. = 3L F IEHEOMIEEE
X F T ANR=27 Ty 7 OERLHEREOVMERZ THIT 2L VWSS [142-
147]. EAFEEIR O 90°f8 (Z ALK S BN AT S & X (Fig. 3.7(0)), = /L XRACRIX
LT NTREIND.
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(b)

T

Fig. 3.6 Comparison of maximum stress place and actual failure place of horizontally-aligned

deltoid. (a) Principal stress perpendicular to fiber direction. (b) Actual failure place.

(@) (b)

S|

Crack

Fig. 3.7 Cross-ply laminate with transverse cracks. (a) Single cell. (b) n x n cells.



40| BB3E T-joint 7T/V bAoA FEDRIEMERIEE R O FAEICE§ 2 5%

T 2T Ge 3B OMEINEAE, SWo IZBZIIEANZ L - T S o195 (Fig. 3.8), t I3 AR /1
DWATE T 5. Fig. 3.7() DFEIE N A n x nf8 OFRELRBIEMIC 3% L7z & & (Fig. 3.7(b)), =
FNRRERIIU T OX TR INS.

GG W oW
T Do @3
n
MEL ORI EIX —ETH D Z L0 b,
SW = nsW. (3.4)

“AFOMEAIL Y, BEFEAIZEL ST n FOEFREEZRGD 72DIIIVAF OIS B LET
B 5 (Fig.3.8). T72bbH, 0 EOIEN nfED & X BREE U D701 NafEDIE N LE L
5.

FL b A FEBIZEWT Fig. 39 IR T X OIS xBlia & v, [EEDAICEIT S 90°fE D %
a(x), BB AEICHERREIC T Zo(X) & T 5. 0B DIEN 1 D & & BRI MLE R TRE G
NkoebT5 &,

o
e ) E— Crack generation
now,
0o Crack generation
W,

&

Fig. 3.8 Work done by the applied stress at crack generation.
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1
G(X) - WO-O' (35)
Thhbb,
Jax)o(x) = o, = const. (3.6)

>, FA M FEOEED STV TR AL E R Ja)o@E—E Th 5721,
ZOWENRRERDRTRAEADBEETHEEZOND. TV M RAETEBICK L CHRE
RIETNZ DN T LA TH 5.

Figure. 3.10 {2 /a(x)o(x) Dl & F2ERDOREE T At L7 b O &R~ I8 /7IE 312 #io A
IREERMMT OFER A LIz, TV MA ROTERTE TITEIIERE VS OO 90°E DIFE A
INSWTZOFRIEDE S /NS, 90°JE DIEN R E < R DIZHONIBIE O S RE < 725708, TH
RINDE I N DIZOIUSTIB/NEL R DT DIEEOEITFH /NS 2 5. FEIEOEN E—
7 L7 D EFTIIAEALA TV M A R, fEBLm TV R A R E B ICEBROMEEE T & FEFICR <
BB LTz, Ei, MR E— 7 B BN T L A R TIE 4.01mY2MPa, #EELT v kA
RCIX 3.97m2MPa L1 & A ERIUEZ R LTz, 26> C, T-joint 7 /v b A REBIZIIT B Ak
T RV X HE A 7 L7 & TR L, BIBIEO TR 90°f iR DB %2 Z jE 7
HILENDDZ LRI,

Fig. 3.9 X-axis and width of 90° layer at deltoid.
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(b)

Fig. 3.10 Comparison of energy-based failure index and actual failure place.

(a) Horizontally-aligned deltoid specimen. (b) Vertically-aligned deltoid specimen.
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3.3 HIHFEDREE
331 rSATUUILTIL A FiEE
ZETORFND T-joint TV b A RESORRIEAEE 2 Ifl 32 72D, 74V b1 R4

(X D MEIS T, FHCTE ST OSSR T DS 2045 2 ERIRTH
HLEEZDND. T THRIPBIRZIHT 2 FiEE LT Fig. 311 (IR T Lo o747
TNVT M NEEOEHAEEZ 2D, NTA T 7 VT IV A RE&ETIET LV b A K&
DTA AT B W CB R 2 TEAUZ M 2> TERLM S 5. JeATHFZE[140] X AR ZE D #E
B b, BIEBE AT LY bBIIEE TR OIE D M RIZRICAE U DI O B/ &0
TLEWIRENTWAETEYD, hIAT I NAVTI M FHEEZHWDZETTL M FO4
TOMIZT DRIER OEE DT AR PEESS T2 MG T2 LN TEHLEEILND.

3.3.2 FLTSmIRANGI3h R DEREE

BELIENTAT U T NT IV M EEEOHINEEZRRGET 572012 3.1 Hi L FEOA R
PR 21T o7, TV M N ERICR T 2 |EJS BB T LV A REHB L72H O
# Fig. 3.12, 7V M R THITKRT 2 BEIS ) ARl m 7 v S A R &l L7z D % Fig.
313 TR BEEMIT L M A RTIET /L b A R EBEAHE T 80MPa it < OFEE S /)3 4E U T
WDHDIZKRIL, N IA T T NT I b A RTIEL 50MPa BRE I S LT\ 5. [AERICT v
A RZE TR 2 BES D b Rdm 7 /v A R L CTF LR ST, K
TAT U TNT I M A RTIEATOMIZH UCEESIDBIH S D Z ENRIh.

(@) (b)

Toughened layer
Fig. 3.11 Triangle deltoid structure. (a) Schematic. (b) Micrograph.
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Fig. 3.12 Comparison of normal stress in direction to upper corner of deltoid.

(a) Horizontally-aligned deltoid specimen. (b) Triangle deltoid specimen.

Fig. 3.13 Comparison of normal stress in direction to lower left corner of deltoid.

(a) Vertically-aligned deltoid specimen. (b) Triangle deltoid specimen.
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BIRERMATIINZ, NTAT L TNT N b A RHEEICH LTHRT 7 A S FHWT 2.3
ERBRD TV b A REEIE RO oy A 1 2 AT o 72 WALIHE O3 2 & B O3 2
(180°C—30°C) & /& LA DLHETHROT AN E KT /v M FHETHEE L2 b D% Fig. 3.14
R RIAT TN T I b A RTIEMIBER AT 570 b A B BRI OIS 15
BT HOTHBHELMT LV A RERRRETHY, 72X LT 0 MM REOBEEWT v
M REHELTE LI NSREEZ R LI, NIAT I NAT NV R, RTET VR RO
FBEITRE L CRE MG OBLM 23 % LUVMEEICR > TV D T2, ERFERNO TV M
ROETOMIIK L THRIZREOOT MG ST\ D Z EAVRENT.

NFAT I NT IV b A FREE TITRIBREICIEE & L Uledro 7o e, 2.4 Hi & [RIERICIHK
REHE O THEREBRZIT- 72, WHKO FBG ¥V 0)s%& % Fig. 3.15 (2. 704
LTIV R, BTV AR, ROWEELR 7V kA R TIRBERBRFICT L M A FES
DI % 7T 5 R OB e B34 Ule DIzxt L(Fig. 2.13), NI4T 7TV hA
RTiE-180°C FTHAIL THIERITHELNICEL LT TR0, BB OWEBIEN S b
BATMER SN o7, L EOREHER» D, MBELIZ N TIAT 7TV M M
ERAWDLET, HIFFLIZEY 7V M FORTOMIZKT 2 iIER O HE O 7 L O
JSN IR S, FER L LT THoint 77V b A REIORIBIREZ I TE 5 Z LAVRES Tz,

0
) Triangle — Horizontal -
é A
4 L —
E 6 |
°© £
s 8 | — Random —
= ;
16 g10 Vertical /l
12 | ||| D
14 || - T
16 1 1
0 -5000 -10000 -15000 -20000 -25000

Strain [ue]

Fig. 3.14 Comparison of strain distribution of four types of specimens at room temperature.
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Fig. 3.15 Response of FBG sensor embedded in triangle deltoid specimen during cooling test.



34 H3WEDE LW |47

34 BIEDFELD

RETIE 2 ETOERKERE RICHRERMT 21T o 72, Fio, A IRERMT ORI & B
FZ, Tjoint 7V ~ A RESDRIBIRIEIZ KT D FEIRIC DWW TRE 21T o 72, & 512 T-joint 7
VA RESO RGREE 2 I3 oS AR R L, ARERMT, BBk O ZoAmatll, &
O HBBRIZ L o THIWEZ BEE LT, 3 EOMET G LU T DR R &2 157,

v ORIRERMNT ORI D, MEF TV M A FTIET v A R RIS 2 EEIS T,
MERLI 7 /L b A RTIET L bA FETHICH T 2EREISHNXEATH Y, ThEh
FEEROWFERA L b EET D &R EINT2. - T, T/ M FEBO I T
TV b FEBICHT 2 BEISH R OZENAS DOR/NBRPEETH 5.

Vo ISHEEEOIRIE TIEERIC L > TH LN TV b A FESO BB E T & R T & 72
W, — 5T, VR EHEDOIRIE D R & 72 D EETIXRER O OB E T & HERICR
CAEHL, U—JEBIFEALERUUEL R L. €5 T, 7V b NEBORIGHE LT
RNVFHELG I LT & TR AET 5.

Vo NTIATITNTN M FEEEZAWD ZETT IV M FOETOMITK L THIER

CAELLZREOTHROBEISHEMHET LI LN TED. MHRELT, TR F
FR DS I A D iR KT & 5.

BAE DM ZEIIHET AR DA NONTE Y, LRz E 4 EHT 5=
TIT TR EE DIENI N 2, BZINIA LTI-BRICF D% oMERE A IE 2 FiE L R
HWBEMNH D, ELECIIBRIERMENCE T 2 EIC >V TR 5,
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41 EEFRBEICETIE8RERE— FOKE
4.1.1 BEFiE

AR /A B T HREET— NI, BIOE(E— R 1), BREABRE— 1), B AR
BI(E— R N)D 3D E D (Fig. 4.1). BEERIZIZINS DOFE— FOWT LA ERL
THELLHE LIREE—RTELLZLERH 5. 1> T, T-joint #5 M1 2 20K 72
2 E R IMHIREAE 2 4R 25T 5 20121, T-joint DRFEAEEN & O — RTE U 2 0 BEfRd 5
VEND D, & 2 CHREFEMNT Y 7 b7 =7 Abaqus2017(Dassault Systems Inc.) % T T-
joint ®7 7 - A% U REICBIT D REMEROET— RORF 21T 7. MTICHERL
T2ET V% Fig. 42 \RT. T E T /VITRPMEZ BB L C U4 B orzET7 VL, B
REMIZ L > TRIREFBL L. MM -HEXAT 4 7T EHOE S 80mm, 77 VHOEX
40mm, A% OFE X 180mm, 1E 20mm(xFrit 2 BE Ly O AHE T b)), 2 —F—H D
H SRR 6.4mm & L7z, A ORGSR Z 4 T[02/902)2s((B 4+ 2.24mm) & L, 7 /v hA K
(Z1E 90 DAl & 5 2 7= MPEMPEIE T700SC/2592 7'V 'L 7' (R L REL) Dl &4 ] L
7= (Appendix B). fENTIXSBERBRZHHEE L TR0, AF BT D y FRENMOMK & AT
# 7 F E¥IZET % L5KN D5 3RAE % 5 % 7-.

AN

L.

Mode | Mode Il Mode llI
Opening Shearing Tearing

Fig. 4.1 Three modes of fracture.
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Tﬁ 1.5kN

Crack X

Fig. 4.2 FEA model used for fracture mode examination of crack propagation to flange-skin

interface.
BRI BIT KT — RO R VXEREFHE T 572912 Virtual crack closure
technique(VCCT)IZ & % i@t 217 - 72 [148]. VCCT Tl 24 Ai#4 0 il — R L F (LA

ERLESOBHREHUDTEOICHLERMEFLELVWE LGHEZITY . BHEZAL DK
DOHEFTUTOXNTREND.

Ua+ra
AW = f f fidu;dA. (4.1)
Ug

2 T E, u I BRRO Ll & R HE O TH 5 (Fig. 4.3). A BREFMAT TI345Him
DIEEAER T 272, Him ) f ORI ENLS &2 VT

_ %Z £8, (4.2)
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(a)
a ¥ Aa
)\
o
N
> X
V.
\/
ry
(b)
a 7 Aa R
\\ f
v A 4
o~ | A A
~ >y
/ ”
- u
N

Fig. 4.3 Stress and displacement state around crack tip.

(a) Before crack propagation. (b) After crack propagation.

ERIND, 2T LIFRRLEROMEEHNTND Z LICHEEDLETH 5 (Fig. 4.4).
ZAVUTAEHERY 722 VCCT CTIXAZEIR O A 0T 2O ZENIE 1 D FRTO IR O AL &
HLWEE L CRE LT O 720 Th 5. Figure 4.4 TIEFHHEO 7= kIt D 4 HiS UM TE
BERELTVDN, ZRoeD 8 HimANHEERICGZDOEFIIET LN TE L. BRE
B U DB F 3 AZME R AT OB XL X ZL LS LW ERE L TV AT, B2
U3 1T D =XV MHERIZLL T O TR END.

AW 1
= =— O 4.3
G AA ZAAZfLSL' 4-3)
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9,
3 fi
O 5,
a Aa

Fig. 4.4 Nodal force and relative displacement used in VCCT.

AFRHT UMM P I B ZERERIIHI L TB 6T, 7V M FEAXFUOREIZH S
M CDBRMNEANSNTRENOEIRMEL 52, BREBICB T 58T — RO RLF
R 2GR Lz,

412 BEHER
Figure 4.5 I[ZBZILIRICBIT 28 E— RO RV XMBCROMITRE R Z~T. =R 1 =

FIVX IR 0.18kIIM2 T HDITxt L, T— F Il =3 /L FAEHEER T 0.10kI/m?2, £ — K I
TRV RMERCRIL 0.00kIm? & 720, B— N | “RVRMRHER & i L TH LM S A
RLU7z. F7z, Table 4.1 (TR 70 =R 2 SR 2 V2 CRRP O&-F — RT3 5 iHEEN
PEEZ R L THRY[149], E— R TIXE— R II, E— K I &g U TH 13 D= 3L Ffiffik
RCRHNDERT DL ENREINTND. LLEOFEREND, Tjoint 1281) 5 & ClIE
— N NZ X 2BEERPIEATH D Z RSN, - T, Tjoint DHEEGFFAME% 1A L
SELHOITITE— FIBEER, TRbLBHOM O ZIH TE 5 X 5 EN 2R T
boHLEZOND.
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(@)

1 [kJ/m?] 0.18
0.15
0.12
0.09
0.06
0.03

L-shaped part

0.18 kJ/m?

(b)

- [kJim? 018
0.15
0.12
0.09
0.06
0.03

L-shaped part

0.10 kJ/m?

(c)

| [kJ/m2] 0.18
0.15
0.12
0.09
0.06
0.03

L-shaped part

0.00 kJ/m?
|

Fig. 4.5 Calculated energy release rate at crack tip. (a) Mode I. (b) Mode I1. (c) Mode lII.
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Table 4.1 Fracture toughness of CFRP with typical epoxy resin[149].

Gic Gic G

0.28 kJ/m? 0.79 kd/m? 0.79 kd/m?

42 WHBIEEIS VI TLRE

BRETHI T v I T VAEEEZR Fig. 46 IRT. 77 v 7 T L AKX TR BEHED B
JIGIANCELN L7z 008 & 2 L AT 2 0 M DIk ST Y, ZZESET M DRI
90° KA A AL T U5 [150]. AN 0 DR AR 2 il 2 & 0°M M 4URT 5 2 & TR
OB O Z M9 5 (Fig. 4.6 A). F£72,90°%44 2% 0°4 O TEAET 5 2 & T OMDBPAEIR & D%
FHRE THPEND Z & 23 % (Fig. 4.6 B). Figure 4.7 1ZFEBRD 7 T v 7 7 L A Z KB DG
BARLTEY, MG i Ll TL4AE L TV DT (Fig. 4.7 A) & 90°61 7% 0°64 T4 TLEAE
L TWBERTF(Fig. 47 B)MEIEZR S NG, fiE-> T, BADHER LT < 72 0DITI34HE LTz 0°%
EWEET D, 50T M ERRIEET HLERHDH. WTHOBETYH, mREORR
WHEZ DI T DM ER D D720, 7T v 7 T VAXEIEEZEANT H 2 & CTHROEE R E
L L TmWaAZERERZ RS 2 LM shD. £, #ET 22T v 7T LA
WECTIIHEERICT ) VI RBAT LT TH Y, HEKRDRBBRMECITEEL 5272
W28, z-pin T E ONER O BELER NG FIE TR & 72 o T 2 PIEIREEIR EE O T 2 )
flcEsEEIALND.

0° layer 90° layer

I L |

\‘ -
Crack Adhesive

Fig. 4.6 Schematic of fiber-reinforcement-based crack arrester.
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Fig. 4.7 Photograph of fiber-reinforcement-based crack arrester.

4.3 Double Cantilever Beam(DCB)&tE®
43.1 HEBRAE

BELILZ 7 v 7T VAZEEDET— N IS 56902 MEEd % 7212 DCB i
BRA{T-o7-. DCB R L X b LOBANEA SN B ICK L CTRALH N S5
R G5-Z, WE, 2, BREIZEDOERNOE—F | BEEICHT 2\ AR 5729
DOFRERT I 5. DCB BRI H W3R i OMEZE % Fig. 4.8 (T~ ¥ &R oK =13 200mm &
L, 100mm i TR L 728 H> 5 25mm g T 3 ARG 0 L7z, BB M EHIAE R L O T >
77 L AKIZTT00SCI2592 7° U 7" L 7 (3R L (RHY), #2758 12 FM300-2M #2355 7 « /L A (Cytec
Engineered Materials Inc., B 200um) & L7z, #25 (RO R HE AL 1% [016] (R TE 12
JEH:2.24mm) & Lz, 7T w7 7 LA Z TR0 6 110mm HiSiZ 0% D A8 225 3 Bl
BEINDEOIWER L. 7707 T LAZOERTEE Fig. 49 (R, 7T v 7 T LA
A TIEET M OREL NS % smmiETA Y » MRICEIETL, 0 RIC#E 7 1 V2%
R, SOICHRAEEZEANT S92 PTFE v — F(EA: 50um)% BEia7-. FIHRENTE
BT Jes s B 80mm DR & & Lz, PTFE v — b @ RIZHRAIO 0°%F & XH AN A U » Mk

L7 0MAEER, Ay MESERZESEEMICI0MEHRAT LI LTI T v I T LR
BEAER LT, £72, 7T v 7 7 VAZ AR THEe 2 & T DCB B f & /ERL L 7= (Fig.
10). 77 v 7 7 VA Z OREHROZ B2 57280, 77 v 7T VAZ ORERMKZ
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Load Unit: mm
309 50 .30 90 -
= Adhesive
/ o ]
-0 layer
AN [+ ]
D 90 layer

\ \ ~Adherend

PTFE film Crack arrester
(Initial crack)

Fig. 4.8 Schematic of DCB specimen with fiber-reinforcement-based crack arrester.

1. Cut 0° layer into slits 2. Stack adhesive film

0° layer Adhesive film

3. Stack 0° layer and cross slit part 4. Insert 90° layer
0° layer

90° layer

Fig. 4.9 Manufacturing flow of fiber-reinforcement-based crack arrester.

Crack propagation direction
4

Adhesive
=4

Se

90° layer

Fig. 4.10 Photograph of arrester part of DCB specimen.
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[02/902/02] & L 7= 58k i (LA T 02-90 akliR ) & HHE & L, 0°44 % 3ply (ZHEX° L 72 05-902 5k Fr
& 90°kF % 1ply 1296k 5 L7z 02-901 7kl v &2 N % 7= 3 FsE A V., s i3 7 v Jp A ki
FiE S, BB L B oI PTFE v — F &ALz, BB A O L2 b [FAERIC PTFE 3 —
FeTNAIWMBIONTL—FEREL, BEZAAF T T 4V LATEY, HEGE KD
0.3MPa Hfif FCA— b7 L= W THIE LT=. RIEY A 7 /WIZSEIEN S 2°C/min T 130°C
FCHIR L, 2 BEfRRE L 724 2°Cimin THIRE THHEIT LA 7 L& Lz,

DCB RBR CIIfER L7 Ic8E L= 7 v v 7 & ekt AG-100kN XPlus(/& il
ERTSR)IZEL Y £F1F (Fig. 4.11), 3mm/min THlRWE L 5 2 72, DD, 779 7T LA
ZEANL TWZRWERBR A I L CHRBRORER 21T o 72, R A28 5F — N | kY
PEIETE RG> BB S5 LT O A& -V CEHE L 72 [151].

3P6

F
Gre = 2B(a+|AD) N

(4.4)

Z 2 C P E, SIFZENL, B ITRBRTIE, a IFRHE S, AIBA ORI L o BRE S
1E, FIIREMNRS T 1y 7 O IC K DB EMET 2658 N T7 ey 712> TAMmS
NDRMIMEZMIET 2485 CTh 5. fiffE P L OVAALSIL 0.1sec fEICFTEk L7z, £/, BRE S a
ILRBR A ICRE LB B B3RO 72 (Fig. 4.11). & Z TORAE SIIRBA LML OE S
TIERL, 7y 7 ORI DRI THD Z LITEENLETH 5 (Fig. 4.12). #HiiEFR
BFEONITLTOXNGEHE IS,

Fig. 4.11 Schematic of DCB tests.
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e 3

@bl e

BAE SHIEAITER TR L2 RAE X a 2488, (CIN)B 2t L<C7ry MLzt &
DOFEFIDO A DYIF 6 Rd 55 (Fig. 4.13). Clka T I A4 7 v A BT

- Crack

a

Fig. 4.12 Schematic of DCB specimen showing some parameters for fracture toughness

calculation.

(C/N)¥3

A
Y

a

Fig. 4.13 Determining method of crack correction length.
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432 ABREER

T VAL BN L TORWERER R & B L7258k (02-902 7Bk 1) O3 19 72 fif E1-Z8 07
R Z ik U726 D % Fig. 414 107, 7 L AZ ZEA L TWARWERER A T, BB
XPERDIC AT B 2SI L TV 23, FITETERAD SRR DR Lind 2 L BZHERIZME-> T
TEMETLCWE, #ERERRTHIND Z & TREBIE L. Zh2t DCB REkicE
T BB RBR R OFE TH D, — T, T LA ZEA LR T, BRI
T VAL ZBAL TORWEREBA LRBOMHMZR L2 DD, BERBT LA ZERICE|E#E
LRI ES IR L THEIMLTEBY, TVAZZEAL T RVRBRA SR L TEL
< K& 7 fif B CIREE AN U 7=, Figure 4.15 1% 30mm DN & 5- 2 2B T L A Z DA L
HBAGEOMNEOENEREE L2 DOTHS. 7 VAZZEAL TWRWEERT TIEW)
B 65mm FREAZNBER L TWDDITK L, 7L AZ ZHEA LR A Tl
BN D 30mm HIROT L A FIIZB W TRAOERSMH STV DEFABIEIND
W T, MELIEZ Ty I T VAZEREAT L2 & TRAEERZIH TE 52 LAVR
Sz, Figure 4.16 1247 L A X HERIZ IS 1T DRI e faf E-ZALARIX 4 Lz L 7= & @, Fig.
407 |\ ZREE T A i U T2 G AR, 02-902 iR T TIET L A X E D M 03 iR+ 5 2 & T

0.6

T
! After reaching arrester

e
B
T

Load [kN]
o
w

With arrester (0,-90,)

o
N
T

o
=
T

‘\I W/o arrester

0 20 40 60 80

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 4.14 Comparison of typical load-displacement curve of specimen without arrester and

specimen with arrester (0.-90, specimen).
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Fig. 4.15 Comparison of crack tip location at 30mm displacement.

(a) Specimen without arrester. (b) Specimen with arrester (02-90, specimen).

0.6

b
v
T

03'902

Load [kN]
o o o
&) w '

e
=
T

0 20 40 60 80

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 4.16 Comparison of typical load-displacement curve of DCB specimen with each arrester

configuration.
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.

\"3!' layer breakage

r

Cl:désing point

(b)

\0"’- layer breakage

Crossing point

% 90 layer breakage

w-10 mm

Fig. 4.17 Fracture surface of each arrester configuration.

(2) 02-90, specimen. (b) 03-90. specimen. (c) 02-901 specimen.

BASTIEE LTI 0, 90°MIZITIE & A EHREN AL S 72 )5 7= (Fig. 4.17(a)). 0s-90, iR T T H
[FIREIZ 0 2SR EE 45 2 & THROEHIREE L7223 (Fig. 4.17(b), 0°41 73 3ply 241 L TW 547, 0s-
90, AkBR A & 1 b K X AR E ORI AN IR AE L 72, 0,90, 3Bk 7 2 1 03-90, sBR F 2% 0°44 DT i
IZ & > TRAMAEE U725 C, 02901 BT TIL 90°M 23 L T < 2 & THEE R O
DI LT (Fig. 4.17(c)). F5H & LT, 02-901 3B Tl 02-90, 54BR K OY 03-90, 7kl J
E T B EATEITIE T L7z b D0, 90°K 0 b EHEHEA B AE L T L X 2N LT
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WS 2 & THREIZRENITE LM L7z, 3B O /T o€ — R | iS4 Fig.
418, = RNVFWINAE Fig. 419 ITR°77. =T — — IR AEE KT DCB #BRICI 1T Dk
EEEIVEIT, AR THIVTHIHIRAN S RAMNER LA -BROMESE L 2 WV CEHET
B, 7Ty T VAL EEANLLZRBRA CIXZORMENSKEE L THEML TV 2o,
ABFIE TIIENTN & 72D HOBEEEHA L TRNTOF— N UEESEE2EH Lz, 7L
AR FHEA L TOWARWEEBRA CIERANT OF— R IS 1.47KIm2 Th - 7= DIk L,
02-90; &k H Tl 9.13kI/m2, 05-90, 3k A T 11.5kIm?, 0,-901 skBR A Tl 5.96kIim?2 & 72 ),
T VAL ZBAL THZRWERER R & Bk L CZ 241 520%, 680%, 300% DK & 72 % 7~
Lz, = b FRIICBI LT, 7V AZ 2B AL THRWEERR T 5.39N'm TH 720
(ZxF L, 02-902 78R /Tl 10.0N-m, 0-907 7k Tl 12.7Nm, 0,-90; 78R i Tl 15.6N'm &
20, TUVAZZBANLTWRWERERR &I LT Eh 86%, 140%, 190%D[h) F 7R L
7. RNT OF— R | WM TIE 0390, iR/ S e bIEN 2R R LTe— T, =31
FULUL Tl 02-901 ARERF DI R DEZ 7R Lic. 2 AU 90°8 O fR FEMkHE DS B i+ 5 = &
TZRAFEZWINT D720 EEZBND.

16
g 14 +680%
c
€ 12
3 +520%
= 510
o E
23 i
£3 8 +300%
o 6 |
c
.|
o
2 . ____NB __HBN _____

o LI

W/o arrester 0,-90, 0;-90, 0,-90,

Fig. 4.18 Comparison of apparent mode | fracture toughness of DCB specimen with each arrester

configuration.
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20

+0
8 L 190%
coe +140%
Z 14 |
c
S 12
=y
3‘107
3 8 |
(4]
B 6
g a
w
2,
0

W/o arrester 0,-90, 0,-90, 0,-90,

Fig. 4.19 Comparison of energy absorption of DCB specimen with each arrester configuration.

4.4 HRERMBHT
441 BFFE

DCB RERFEDT L A XM OIEIVRREZ FLR T D I D ICHIREHREMHT Y 7 h v =7
Abaqus2017(Dassault Systems Inc.) Z Fi\ THRER AT 21T > 7. ST W T Vv &
Fig. 4.20 lZR" 3. B R OEBRERITE LT I[0]6(EA: 2.24mm) & L, 7 L A X OFEEREK
13[02/902/02] & [0/902/0] 9> 2 T4 2 FV =, FA4 AT R & 200mm, #E 10mm & LiEJ7 s i3
y FINCRIBR & 72 DB RS % B 2 72, 7 L A 213 3ER T 75 5 110mm O HISITEA L
7o, BRI © 30mm D HISIZ 35mm D z HIAEN 52 TR Y, BEINIENMN A5 27
BTG 02-90 7R A ClE 87mm, 0,-901 iR /i Tl 96mm D& S & L7z, Figure 4.21 (27~
BB T EOBEE RN D, OMOREICIH o - BHE W0HOHPNEHER L LTET
AL L7=(Fig. 4.22). MPEMPEIZHE IR KL O T v 7 T L AFZIZ TT00SC2592 7V 7 L 7 (B
LAY, B258 (2 FM300-2M $%75 7 « /L L (Cytec Engineered Materials Inc., %f¥ 14 )5 7
200um) Dz fii H L 7= (Appendix B). DCB &R TIFFAER T DA K E W=, Efi-iIE
MRIEIEZ B8 L 7= fifbr 217> 7=
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PINNED

Fig. 4.20 FEA model for DCB specimen.

Fig. 4.22 Enlarged view of FEA model around crack arrester.

(a) 02-90, specimen. (b) 02-90; specimen.
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4.4.2 BITHER

02-902 FBR 1T 1T 5 O°MMME ST M1 DS /) % Fig. 4.23(a), 90° 4 #kiE 7 M DR 71 % Fig.
4.23(D)ZRT. TV RAXIOR T H BT D720, A ERIIBRINLTT LA ZE D 0°%f &
908 DI % 7577, 0°FF TIFEME L TV D BIRICHIRIG I N A L TEB Y, HERISIITE
FLIHATITIZ 31T 5 2.20GPa & 72 o 7. 90°K Tid 0°M S HIA 72 K D 128G L T 53
FCRELRMITISNNFRAELTEY, HKRISTHIE 2.18GPa & 72 o7z, 0°4 & 904 D fe K
INTRERZETZRNDY, 90°M 23 Imm AEE 5 & 0°MIZE LS RERISHBAEL D L H Tk
2712 (Fig. 4.24). 16> T, 02902 ;B TIX MM HRET 5L LTHDOTNTH Y, HAEHIIC
M R EET 5 &L & 2 D, 0,-901 RER 1T 381F D 0°A#kHME 7 17 DI 1 % Fig. 4.25(a), 90°
FHHE ST 01D I 71 % Fig. 4.25(b)I271597. 02-901 #RER 7 Tl 0°8F, 90°44 & H 1T 90°FF 234848 L
T D Jebim il Tl RIS S84 U7z, 022901 s ATl 90°# T L < RE RIS FEAL
TEY, L2 MPEST D B2 N5H. £, 90408 Imm Ak L7126 90412 K
XIS TIMA T TE Y (Fig. 4.26), 90°K 23507 DIEKAEE L TS B2 6 s, 2
EEOEBRAERL LA L TEY, R LTRAMEII/NE 225 b D0 904 O =&k
MEDSBIRMIES 2 2 & TEN =RV TR EZ R 16> T, 7 VA X OFEfEH K %
ZAL ST OM & 908 &6 D AHIE S 2 i+ 2 Z & T, BFHESRITIE U tERE & Ff /-
EDLZENARETHDL EEZEZDND.
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@) (b)

S1

Fig. 4.23 FEA results of 0,-90, specimen.

(a) Stress in fiber direction of 0° layer. (b) Stress in fiber direction of 90° layer.

(@) (b)

SN S33
[GPa]

Crack tip

Fig. 4.24 FEA results of 02-90, specimen when 90° layer fractures 1mm.

(a) Stress in fiber direction of 0° layer. (b) Stress in fiber direction of 90° layer.
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@) (b)

S11 S33

Fig. 4.25 FEA results of 0,-90; specimen.

(a) Stress in fiber direction of 0° layer. (b) Stress in fiber direction of 90° layer.

(@) (b)

s11 s33
S [GPa]

Fig. 4.26 FEA results of 02-90; specimen when 90° layer fractures 1mm.

(a) Stress in fiber direction of 0° layer. (b) Stress in fiber direction of 90° layer.
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45 ELAEDFELD

ARETIXET Tjoint IZF1F 2 HALMIE DO BLINERE— RIZOWT VCCT Z JHW T &
ITofe. FRNTRE R 2 E 2T, T-joint DR 3~ 2 248 I AE 4 #1248 L, DCB
AR O IREERARAT 2 O CITERA 21T > 72, 4 BEORER N D LLT O R & 37z,

v THoint 7 T V- AFk R D EEIEETIE, B— N 1 I XD RAERE 3R
HTH 5. 1o T, Tjoint DEEFFAEMEZ [ LS5 720I013T— R | AR 2
TE LMD ZRNTH S,

v ORBLEEHERCE Y 7y 7 T LAZEZHND 2 ETE— R | 3T 2 RnT ofdE
ERPEAIE Ny OV 0L IR 2325 L < 1l 7 5.

v 7Ty TV AZOFREEMERIC L o THEARA KR OBMAEN 2T 5. - T, #&
FHERIZISCTT VAX OREZRET H 2 & T, @M@ CENREZ BT 2
ZENTED.
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FE5E TjointITHITHI9TVvIOFLAEIDEA

51 T-jointI2HBFSI 359I 7 LAE ODAMEREE
5.1.1 RBRAE

4 FE|\ZEBITH DCB RERDFER NG, B LIV 7 7 T LV AZEEDOET— R | I
THEIEDN RSN B ETIEZ T v/ T VAKX % Tjoint ICEA L, S5EME FICBITS
7Ty 7T L AZ DAL BRAIIRELE RIS O W TR 21T 9. SRR L
RER T O LD 0°F D EFEE Fig. 5.1 (RT. B ~TEIZAT 4 7 O E S 80mm,
77 VO S 40mm, AF 2 ORE X 180mm, = —F—E O i =R 6.4mm & L, 250mm
g CYER L 723k A2 20mm R THI 0 L 7o, &M OFE R T4 T[02/902]as (Fi e 14
JEA: 224mm) & L, TV b A RIZIX 90 A L7z, 38R Fr a4 kHT T700SC/2592 7° U 7' L
7 (R LV ERED) 2 OY FM300-2M #%75 7 1 /L I (Cytec Engineered Materials Inc., &JE#%IE 7
200um)E A Lz, 77 v 7 7 L A X OFEERERIZ[02/902/02] & L, T-joint D e i&AIE A4 U
57T VA% FUEIC 2 TS A L= (Fig. 5.2,5.3). 7V 235 H EICREY £HiF 7= PTFE &
— MR S0umMICEFM 2B L, 727U L CEREEZAAFT 77 4V A THE- 2. ik
VA 7 MFEZEG| & KTN0.3MPa B fif O T, =7 b 2°C/min T 130°C £ THHR L, 2 I¥fH]
R¥F L7t 2°Cimin TERIRE THEIT 594 7 v & Lz, BIIERBRTIZ7 7 o UE 7 1

©
| @
-1 |
) o
= 3
3
0° j‘o@}\\ r=6.4 mm
>
(Skin, Flange Deltoid) \& M;;o mm
i_j N2 E]‘ _i?/)}
!‘:. >l 7
180 mm

Fig. 5.1 Schematic of specimen used in tensile tests in section 5.1.
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Arrester

Deltoid Adhesive Laminate

Fig. 5.2 Arrester position of specimen used in tensile tests in section 5.1.

Adﬂesive Flange

=

90° layer Skin

Fig. 5.3 Photograph of arrester part at flange-skin interface.

BRTEEL, A7 4 77 B 45mm % 7 7 > 7 L C EFMIZ Immimin CTHRfRTE % 5 %
7o, RRBREEE T T e AG-100KNXPlus(SERUERTEY) 2 L CTE Y, 0.1sec &I faf
BB AT LT, DD, 77y 7T LAZZBAL T RWRBRAICHLTH
[FER DR 21T - 72,

5.1.2 HER#ER
T LV AZ ZEA L TWRWERER F o MR 70 ff E-ZE R X A Fig. 5.4, FciEREICE D £
TOMRBR ORT% Fig. 5.5 IR, 7L AZ ZEA L TOARVRERA TIZTET L BM-7
VA RRECTRANAEL D Z & THENKE KT L7Z(Fig. 5.5()). L A -7 /L h A R
T CREEE L7 b AT BT L T 28, BB R X U L O R &2 T AR LG %
EHOMTENKE KT L7z(Fig. 5.5(b)). TOHBIIMEMT L A LHINES, 770 P-2
XU R CRAENZEICHERT 5 2 & CTRIEMEIEEIZE 5 7= (Fig. 5.5(c)). 7L AX ZEAL
7o #RER T LRI 7 i EE-ASNDRRIX] % Fig. 5.6, ScfEAEEIZ TR 5 £ TOREBR T OB 1% Fig. 5.7
T TV AZEZEALLEBRA CIEET L AMM-7 0 b FRECRANRBAETLZ &
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2
15
=
=
- 1
©
S
0.5 | (b)
Fig. 5.5(a)
c
0 (c)
0 5 10 15

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 5.4 Typical load-displacement curve of T-joint specimen without arrester.

Fig. 5.5 Failure flow of T-joint specimen without arrester.

(a) After L-deltoid interface failure. (b) After deltoid-skin interface failure. (c) After final failure.
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2
(c)
15 |
g
.
E (b)
0.5 Fig. 5.7(a)
, "
0 5 10 15

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 5.6 Typical load-displacement curve of T-joint specimen with arrester.

(@)

Itoid interface

(b)
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(d)

§ Flange-skin interface

Fig. 5.7 Failure flow of T-joint specimen with arrester. (a) After L-deltoid interface failure.

(b) After deltoid-skin interface failure. (c) Before final failure. (d) After final failure.

THENKE KT L7Z(Fig. 5.7()). =DM EIZHMN L TV, BRNBAF L oSmE
EREFIANCERT D E HOMENKE <K T LZFG. 5.7(0). 22 FTIET VAKX ZEA
LTCWRWRER R & RO TH D0, 7T VAKX 28 A L@ CRAEOME R &
NDHZEICEY, ZO% LW EAHN L7 (Fig. 5.7(c)). BZERIMH S T Ao
Fx e BT CRANEL, 7L AZERO 0°M M 5 2 & Thef&iisE L7 (Fig. 5.7(d)). 7
LA S OB LD B-ZEALHRX OEN 2 HeE L7 b D % Fig. 5.8 1IR3, Z Dl
FIZH LT 8 KORBIEREZRL TS, 7T LVAX ZEA L TORWRER A Tl ik
BEDZENLDS Tmm FEETH 72D L, TV AZ ZEA LR TlE7T L A X TRA
HERINH] XD T & THRAKEN KT 13mm FEEIZHM L7z, BB I L - TiE7 v
AL BN LTCWRWRER LRREORMEZ R LTI D H DN, ZiUIT LA
D0 DAY » MMED 5mm T D DIZxt L CRERFTIED 20mm &/ Sz, AU » M
FORERE TILT VAL DREDIENS IR NWTZO T LE R biLd . EBROMZEORE
EEMIIIERICKEREEZA L TCNWDED, 7T v 7 T LAY ORENHSICRES LS
EEBEZOND., TVAXOFRIZL D =XV XWIE R L= H D% Fig. 5.9 (2R3, =5
— NI REE R T, TV AXZEAL TR DR ClET R L FRINAY 5.98 N'm
ThHolDIZHL, TV AZ ZHALRBA TIE= L FRINA 107 Nm &720, 7L
AR FEAN LTV WERER T & i LT 78%m L7z LLEDOREMNS, B L=V T v 7
T LA LG A EAT D Z LT THoint OEERFAMENE LA LT 5 Z LavREnT.
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Fig. 5.8 Comparison of load-displacement curves of T-joint specimen without arrester and

specimen with arrester.
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+78%
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o N =
T

Energy absorption [N -m]

o N B O o

W/o arrester With arrester

Fig. 5.9 Comparison of energy absorption of T-joint specimen without arrester and specimen with

arrester.



74| BEE5E TjointiZdT577 vy I T VAZOEA

52935997 LASBEEOKRE

5.2.1 REBAE

7T T VARG T T V- A% CREIC 2 EETEA LB A T, L Bk -T L
b FARECHEET D LRIFICAT ¢ 7 EICBRER L O <SRBRAPZ Ao
(Fig. 5.10). =D X 9 7t R 3R IIXERE L e B2 5050, B ol
RMEDETFTE2AETSED. (T, AT 4 7 T ER~OBRAER 2425 Z & T T-joint ®
FEMER S HIZM ET5EEBEX6ND. ZZCTRETIE, 799 I T VAZ R T T V-AF
YHRE D 2 @ETICMA, AT 4 7 FHEICHEA LGSOV TR 21T - 72 (Fig. 5.11,
Type 2). F£7-, BEMERZ MG T HMLEIC LD EEBEFMT 5720, 77 V-AF U m
BT D7 Ty I T VAL ET IV b Rl 20mm B U 72 sl S AR L 72z S
T FABEOBRF %17 > 72(Fig. 5.11, Type 3). 7 7 v 7 7 L A X FELS O34T 5.1 i
ERICE LTz,

Fig. 5.10 Crack propagation to stiffener interface.
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Laminate

Type 1 (Section 5.1)

Fig. 5.11 Arrester position of specimens used in tensile tests in section 5.2.

522 AT 4 7TE~NDERERT— FOIRE

MBI D, AIREHEMITY 7 87 =7 Abaqus2017(Dassault Systems Inc.) & T
VCCT (T L DT 24TV, AT 4 7 FE~DBEHERN EDOE— FTAEL H0a Lz, f##
HrE L7277 V% Fig. 5.12 10777 BRI LA -7 M FRENAGERL TS DS
DEFN A FNEBAHEHCER LT 5 b 00 2 BT HOWTHE L7z, BTk, ks
B, MPEHVER OG- 2 T 51 RMTEEIE 4.1 i OMEAT SR L [ U Th 5203, B x T ICHFF
TIERWED Z TR R ET IV E Lic, AT CIfigir o B Z0ERBRIIFE L Tk b
T, HOUOEA LR 2 OB T/ D& T — RO XL HEE G
L7

FRHGIFTH T 2 BAEMIIB T 5% F— RO IV RHCROMATRE R % Fig. 5.13
K OVFig. 5.14 1ZR9. LB -7V b A RREHER L T 282 T, E— Fl=xL¥
R CRIT 2.37 KIIm?, E— R 1l =3 L FMEHCRIE 0.00k)/m?, E— R Il = R /L FMEHERIE
0.00k)/m? & 72 > 7=(Fig. 5.13). F£7=, 7/V bA RNEZHHIER L T 282 TIE, E— R
T ARV AR 2.47 KIIm2, ©— N Il =3 VX MEACRIT 0.00k)/m?, & — K 1 = 3L FfiE
R 0.00kI/m? & 72> 7= (Fig. 5.14). 76> C, WTNOBIER Y — 2 L TH AT 4
T T EA~OBLIERITE— FIDBNIHTHY, BELIEZ T v 7T VAZBERZDE F
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HHTEHLHEALND.

$441.5kN

Crack(Pattern 1) il Crack(Pattern 2)

U =0 ZSYMM U.=0

Fig. 5.12 FEA model used for fracture mode examination of crack propagation to stiffener

interface.
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Fig. 5.13 Calculated energy release rate at crack tip from L-deltoid interface.

(@) Mode I. (b) Mode Il. (c) Mode II1.
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Fig. 5.14 Calculated energy release rate at crack tip of vertical crack in deltoid.

(@) Mode I. (b) Mode Il. (c) Mode II1.
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5.2.3 AR

T VAR ZT )V b A RO 3 HATICE A L7z Type 2 #kBR i oo BRI 70 1if B -8 N RR X %
Fig. 5.15, AA&EICR 2 £ COMBRF O+ % Fig. 5.16 IR T. 7 VA X %& 2 FEFTD AT
WA L7z Type Lk L AARICE T LM -7V A RRECRANELTEN, A7 17T
REIZEASINTZT VAX DOHRIZ L > TAT 4 7 FE~OBZERIMZ STV D
FBIEE S V72 (Fig. 5.16(a)). BAN A X & O fm Z2 7 mICHERE T 2 BRI IXm E S K X
SARTFUED, 770 V-AF UV REOT VAZICL > TREERZMEI SN Z L T2D
BOMBEITHEMN AT TR, REBEEERTE TRTOT LA ZEFIZB W TRRER I
R HAVTW DR BI52 S 7z (Fig. 5.16(b)). FAMEEEILX T 7 0 V- AF U REick T 57 v
AL DM PIEEET 5 Z L2k > THEU(Fig.5.16(c)). 77> V-AX U HEDOT L AX %
TV b A RiaEBa~ & 20mm B U 72 HUSICBCE L 72 Type 3 5RR Fr o0 BB RY 73 faf BE- 28 R B &
Fig. 5.17, WAMIRICE D E TORBA O+ % Fig. 518 IZ”T. TV AZXET /v b A Fft
ITIZELE U7z Type 2 BBR A & FIERIZ T L A ZEBIC BV TRIGER I S LT D70
BlE2 S L7275 (Fig. 5.18(a)), Type 2 5Bk i & 1352 V), ff BTN L 222> 72 (Fig. 5.17). 7z,
WE-EAMRET O E /NS < 2o THY, ZONE CREMERZ I L725A 121358k
FORMPEPME T T2 Z LR SN s, TlREIL 7 7 0 V- AF U REICB T 5T L AX
D O IPHEEET 5 Z L 1C & - THA U7 (Fig. 5.18(b)). 7 L A X (L& T K 2 fif E-ZEA AR 035
W B U 7e b O % Fig. 5.19, FiBREEO = 3L FWRI A i L 7= O % Fig. 5.20 IZ/R T
T TN IEEREEZRT. TVAZET IV M RAHEIC 3 FEPTECE L7z Type 2 38R T
TIXFABIEE AT E TR ESEM LT TR Y, =V FWRIUE 113 Nm s72o72. Zh
X7 LV AZZEALTHRWEREBRA & LT 8% EThY, 77 V-AF% VRHEIC
DHT VAZZEBANLT Type 1 B L0 b RERem AR L. - T, 7 LVAZEIR
TATTRERRT T o P-AF FEO 3 EHINZEAT H1E9 BEENTH L Z L PRE
Niz. —FHT, TVAZEZT IV A R s 20mm B U 7= Hs 2 BlE L7z Type 3 7B T
TIE, 7V AZ DRI L > TRBEEMIIRELS LTV D bODOMETIZE A LHML
ot fERE L TR AFRL 6.46 Nm &720, 7L AXZHAL TWaWiRB T
EHBLTIFEA LR EBRRONRNoT. #o T, TV AX ZE AT HALE LI ICE
ETHY, TN FTICEE L TRV TRKERZIH T 2139 PR TH S
ZEBIRENT.
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Fig. 5.15 Typical load-displacement curve of Type 2 specimen.

(b)

Fig. 5.16 Failure flow of Type 2 specimen.

(a) After L-deltoid interface failure. (b) Before final failure. (c) After final failure.
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Fig. 5.17 Typical load-displacement curve of Type 3 specimen.

Fig. 5.18 Failure flow of Type 3 specimen.

(a) Before final failure. (b) After final failure.
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Fig. 5.19 Comparison of load-displacement curves of T-joint specimen depending on arrester

position.
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Fig. 5.20 Comparison of energy absorption of T-joint specimen depending on arrester position.



53 75 w77 L AZHEROME |83

53935997 LA ERORKE

53.1 REBRAE

RETIEZ T v 77 VAZ OGO BEEZFTMT 2720, 77 v 77 LV AZOE
MK % [02/902/02] & U 7238 A7 (BL T 02-902 5B A)ITAN R, 0°%4 % 3ply IZH X L 72 03-90, 3R
A& 90°41 & 1ply 12385 L 7= 02-901 3R F iZ DWW TR 24T 2 72. 5.2 i DFE D, 75
TTVARIT NN REEDOT7 F 0 V- AF U RE R OAT ¢ 7 F fmo 3 #EpriciE A4
HZERROLIENTHL Z EDRRINTTD, AEITIIETORBAIZEBWTZ OfLE
ERWIZ. 77y 7T LA OBLE K OB ORI ETELIH LR T L Lz,

5.3.2 RER#ER

T LA X OFEERERRIC K D faf E-ANRRIX & bhlg L=t 0 % Fig. 5.21, 10mm O 2N % 52
T2BROREBR T DR % Hel U726 D % Fig. 5.22 (2R3, 02-90, kB A & 03-90, ikl i CldiE
& Ao EIR UALE CRIE R M H] S0 CTu 5 23 (Fig. 5.22(a), (b)), 0s-902 #ER Tl 0°44 D &
BNy, 022902 3R A L 0 K& 7 B CRREE DA U7z, 02-901 ikl AT, fthod 2 DDk

2.5

03'902

0,-90
|, V277

=
v
T
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=
T
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/

05
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Displacement [mm]

Fig. 5.21 Comparison of load-displacement curves of T-joint specimen with each arrester

configuration.
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(b)

Fig. 5.22 Comparison of state of T-joint specimen with each arrester configuration at 20mm

displacement. (a) 02-90, specimen. (b) 0s-90 specimen. (c) 0-90; specimen.
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B & bl U CRAD K E R L TV AR08 Shv7=(Fig. 5.22(c)). Z4uE 90°4 %
W LS HRAND LFOMER L TV 7R B 55, 090 ki Tld 90°4
IRFFARMEDIIEIZ L > TR AFNRRINESND T2, 0,-902 sk L 0 Bl 7z, &
AR DR A 2 LB L 72 b D % Fig. 5.23 1R, 0,90, iBR Tl 7 7 v V-2 % U Ll
IZBIT DT LVAZ D 0O°MIBET 5 2 & TRAMMIE L7012t L(Fig. 5.23(b)), 02-90; 35k
TR 90°M D3l L T < 2 & THROKAY R RIS ANFE4E L 72 (Fig. 5.23(d)). 05-902 7k i C
1T T-joint Z [EET 210 RO/ H b RS L TE 0 (Fig. 5.23(c)), 7 LV AZ BIKIZL D &
WRT Uy VERLTND EB X HILD. &l OISR 4 ik L7z b 0 % Fig.
5.24, =)L A il L7z & D% Fig. 5.25 (OR"d. =7 — "—([JEHER A2 £ 16k
DAT 4 v TR0 z-pin 72 & OBILHERINGIFEAE CIIMHED Loy U > 72 K 2 ) kT
HORTRMEL 2> TVDN, RIIETRE LY 7 v 77 LA ZEiEL T-joint (25 A
LCOMMREM ENME T LW ARSI, —F T, TRAFRILT L AKX 5E
AL TWRWWEER T ClE5.98 N'm Toh o 7= DIkt L, 0,-90; 388k i Tl 11.3N-m, 03-90, i
JCIE 13.6Nm, 02-901 R Tl 13.4N'm & 720, Zh 27 88%, 130%, 120% D [h) F4 7~ L
72. 0390, #BR T TILT L A ZEROSEE L T2 2k, B R Eom EABfE S
5. Fiz, WEIZ X DI HREEE L 72 03-90, 3Bk LIS D2 TORBRGMAIZH N T
AL 7 T P AF CRIETHELTE Y, FEERMIT VAZ ZEANT 5720 TH
BLHEEGHTFAMZR LS D 2 L ERLT.
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(b)

(d)

Fig. 5.23 Final failure of T-joint specimens.

(a) Specimen without arrester. (b) 02-90, specimen. (c) 03-90, specimen. (d) 0-90; specimen.
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W/o arrester 0,-90, 0,-90, 0,-90,

Fig. 5.24 Comparison of initial failure load of T-joint specimen with each arrester configuration.

[N
=
i

12
10

Energy absorption
)

oON &~ O

i +130%
+120%

W/o arrester 0,-90, 0,-90, 0,-90,

Fig. 5.25 Comparison of energy absorption of T-joint specimen with each arrester configuration.
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54 ESEDFELD

KRBT 4 ECRELEY T v/ 7 LAZHEGEE Tjoint [CEA L, 5IERBICL->CTH
IMEZRFE LT, £72, 7T v 7 7 L AKX ORE RELE-CREERERIC OV T 21T -
R AP NN WY Y

vV ORBEBLE Ty I T VAR Toit D7 7 0 V- AF U REICEATHZ LiIck o
TRHEERPIH SN D, BEERDIEI SND 2 & TREZ R 7o F ERMELAN
K& LA ET 2720, Tjoint OEEFFAEMNE L 1A LT 2.

V I 9IT VAR ET T VAR REIIMATAT 4 7T RECHEATH2 LT
e« WPEOR T 2340 S 4, T-joint OBEFFAEMEN S BT ET2. £/, 77 v 7
TUVAZIT IV M REHEICEE L, BB CRENERZ I 2135 BENE
V.

v 7Ty T LAZOREBRERIC K o TR KL O 3 L FRIREEN B2 5. o
T, 72Ty 7T VAZ OB E B S5 2 & Thix R dHER~ 0% 23 7l e
ThorEZLND.

vV 79T VAZOREICED LT T-joint DRGEENL T T V- AF U RIETEL S
72, 77y 7T VA FHEESEISEAT 12T THARMRBELND. o T
AR B O FOE BN A M2 oo, 2=k < Tjoint OHEEFFAMEZ M L&
HITZENTED.
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EoE #HE

AW TIIMZEFHEEEICB T 2 EEELEZ TH HEAHM T-joint IZHE R L, T-joint D%
M b, KRR MZEEEEL BT 52 L2 B E LT, BUBEEICEET S 0150
K OV S RS BT D9 21T o 72, I FICETEZLICE LD D

B2 ETIX, T 7 AN EHWE Tjoint TV b A RERO IO Zr 4547 FHE & Ak
H OB ZITV, TV b A REEO IR O 288h K OV iR JE D2 % 51l L 7. 2 Tk
HENSLLUTF O R %2457,

v KT 7 ANZE 5T THoint TV b A RN OBV O B K OB 0T A D 53 A1
EGARETH D, T/ M NEOBNHEZ G Lo R 9 ch 5. £, 71
R A RNERO OF B op A & EBRAICEAS L7 Bl B2 72 <, RBFFED EERRE T
H5.

vV TV FNEOGFTIZS L TOTANRKRES RS, iz, BfS L0 040
5, 7/ M FESOTERITIVIEE L 722 SOV R A2 521 TR E RIS 03V
Lo ENHEESND.

v JERBIIRRE OBLMIZ Ko TT L b A RNERIRIE R ORBER AN T 5. 6> T, &
[EIHIEE &2 A 2 B2 O TT v M R E R DB, #5720 c/e <8
[EIHIERE O 5 AN bEUE RN LE TH D,

vV RO T IV b A RNEO OT B0 A & IERERR R O BIR 2B, T4 b A RSO
FRHETIET L b REBICXTT 2 BEIS IR OZN S OKNEBRPEETH D & T
mahs.

55 3 ECIIAMRERMNT 217\, T-joint 7/ b A RESDBIBHER I3 2 FREEIC DV TH
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5 4 T T-joint (Z361T D BASRHIE D BZNERT— FIZOWTHE L, RFBEHIHED IR
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O IRESERNT 2 IO TGS 24T o 72, 4 EOFRE R D LUTF OF R 2157

v Toint D7 T VAR REIZ T DRMBIETIE, T F | ICX 2 RAER)
HIChH 5. €T, Tjoint DREGFFEMEA A LWL 72DI2iTT— N | BRER & 10
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AHERIECCT LAXOMREZRET S Z LT, WMEHT CER A A RET S
ZENTED.
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K& LA ET 579, Tjoint OBREFFFMENRE LW LT 5.

V I 9IT VAR ET T VAR REIIMATAT 4 7T RECHEATLHZ LT
P EE « RO N 254 S 4, T-joint OBEFFAEMERN S BICm LT 2. /2, 75 v 7
T LVAZET L b A BATICELE L, BB CRIER 2T 513 0 RN E
Uy,

v 7Ty 7T VAZOREEMERRIC X o THEEARA L O L FRINRERN R 5. 1€ -
T, 77y I T VAZOREBERZ LS D 2 & Thix i GH R~ D5t 28 T 6E
ThodEBEZLILD.

v T T VA OFEICED LT Tjoint ORI 7 T V- AX U R TAEL S
e, 77y 7T VAZITEEREIEAT L2 THaRRB"ons. o<
WIS B O T PE BN A M2 50, 2R K< T-joint OBEFFAMEL M LS
HILINTED,

PLEDOFERIN G, A Tjoint 7/ b A REBD AIERE O 258 Jo O IZ DUV CEE 25
AR onic. £, 7NV M FHEL TRT 2 2 & TRlRIBROIER L2 Mfl T 5 2
CRRENT., EBITHRE LI T v I T VAAEEIC K-> T, (EEFEORETH-T-
WIREE R EE OIR T 2P & 2D T-joint DB|EGFHRMALZ LM ETED 2 LARINTZ.
F 72, z2-pin TEE U ZHTHIAD TREBMEZLZOICK L, BEB L7 T I T LVAX TV T
L7 TR SN D 728, FRERAINIZIZE BB IC L - CTRER E & b IZRMICRET 5 2
LBARETH D LEXBILD. AR TIIATERI G % HEM T-joint ICIRIE L7223, 16 BT
FENTPAEN TOT HFHIZAT 5 FEIMOEHIRETH IO EHA PR TH 0, BBk
DIRREET « FREIS N2 EICOWTEERMAZHFOND LB bND. £, RUFE TR
RL27 T w77 L AZKEEL T-joint IZIR O THEA G FTIC R RTRETH Y, E— K | L
AOEE— FIZHHIETEDLLIICHRET D2 & TS OICHMGEMANILRT 5 EE2 L
nos.
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Appendix A. BE{EIRMERF OB IEEMERMEFiE

ABFFECIESEATHIJE[140] TR 8D & AL 7 SEPE R A 6 F U CREALILAE IS I D fiftht 24T -
72728, [140] THIVY b AL SR MR HEE FIEIC O W TR BRI T 2. ZOFEICHOVT
(Z[IS2ICFEM AN FER S LTV .

ZOFIETITFBG B 067 7 A il & T o HERf(tail length) D722 2 Kot~
7 A »3(Long tailed sensor, Short tailed sensor) z{# J1 3~ % (Fig. A.1). .7 7 A 7 NZIE S Ak
IS Lo THERIOOTHPMBEZES N DB, K7 7 A AN ISR+ IcimE L TF
5T 7 A NREMEOOFT BN —E L2V (Fig. A2). ZOHEITEAWHEN &M, 2
DR FOFAET FBG & v Tl &5 O 21 tail length 12 X > TZ{bT 5. fiE-> T Fig.
ALHD2KDIT 7 A /S TEHIE 1D O -8 57 Aeiong, Agshort [ A EFD OF 2245 75 Ael 255t

Side view Unit: mm
| —
~

7 1film
Top view
3
8
Y
To vacuum port

v

Fig. A.1 Specimen with two FBG sensors with different tail lengths[152].
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LTENThUTFTOXTRENS.

A‘E'long = elong(Em)Ag- (A1)

A&short = €short (Em)Ae. (A2)

Z 2T €ong, Eshort 175 FBG & 2 HIZH1T 2 0T AR ELRECTH Y, €long > €short T& 5. Em 134
JEHMER Th 5. BIEHMERNEOIE L e ITRERMEICR Y, OF HREREUIBIARHMER
WL TOG 1DEE E D, iz, BIEHIMERNEWIE L tail length DEEIT/NE 2D,
Eshor/€iong 1 1 IZIE3< . 15T, o7 7 A W& T T WVITHZIA VTEH REREITIZ L > TH
IR HEME =R 1235 1F 5 Long tailed sensor & Short tailed sensor O OV A4 4yt &2 3FHE L, FEBRT
BAG L 2 KONT 7 A 32 P OOFT A L i 5 2 & TRALIHER O s
REHETE D, 72, LALDD D WIFNA)E TN D 2 & TEEDOME ORI

R ERETE S,
Fiber
¢ ydirection Composite
Gel point
o
S
3
! FBGB FBG-A 3
Q
Scure ﬁ
)
.g 0
»
.T.E SFBG-A
<

€rpoB
(= Scllm)

Fig. A.2 Stress transfer from curing composite to optical fiber and consequent deformation[152].
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Appendix B. fE#TICAW=-PEE

FEATIC N T2 2 LU ISR g BRSERHME S OY CFRP IXIE ARG IEM B 270 L, 1 05
) Al 7 1) & L7z, JE RIS e DM AT T & LTl 0.

Table B. 1 Resin modulus development and corresponding strain increment during chemical cure

shrinkage used in section 3.1[140].

Step 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Em [MPa] 8.10 23.5 41.6 60.0 83.0 117 158 167
At [ue] -960 -920 -690 -520 -380 -270 -270 -290

Table B.2 Material properties of T800S used in section 3.1[153].

Elastic moduli [GPa] En 294
Ex 19.5

G2 27.0

G23 27.0

Poisson’s ratio V12 0.17
V23 0.46

Table B.3 Material properties of interlaminar toughened layer used in section 3.1[154].

Elastic modulus [GPa] E

4.6

Poisson’s ratio v

0.44
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Table B.4 Material properties of T700SC/2592 used in section 4.1, 4.3, and 5.2[155].

Elastic moduli [GPa] Eu 135

E22 8.5

G 4.8

G23 2.7
Poisson’s ratio V12 0.34
V23 0.49

Thermal expansion coefficient [ X 10-6/°C] o1 0.3
022 37

Table B.5 Material properties of FM300-2M used in section 4.3[156].

Elastic modulus [GPa] E 24

Poisson’s ratio v 0.38

Thermal expansion coefficient [ X 10-6/°C] o 58
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Appendix C. Y4V AA D=V RETILRUESHR
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1
(1/4kr) + (1/4Gy30) + (viy/Er1c)

Eype = Egzc =

(C.2)

G G Giz2r — G )V,
Gizc = Gi3c = G ( 2 % m) +( 12 m) / (C.3)

" [(Grzp + Gm) = (Grzp = Gm)Vr |

o - Gk (G + Gaaf) + 2G5 Gy + ki (Gozp — G )Vy] (C4)
2 kem(Gazp + Gm) + 263G — (ki + 2G) (Gazp — G )Vy

V12¢ = V13¢

(Vm - V12f)(km - kf)Gm(l — Vf)Vf (C.5)

_ 1-
ViafVr + v (1= V) + (ks + Gk + (kp — k) G Vs

_ 2E11cky = Ev1cEppe — 4vipckrEaa.

= C.6
Vase 2E1cky (©0)
Em
G, =——. T
201+ vy) €7
E33
Gozp = g (C.8)
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Appendix D. #IZALV= UMAT S JIL—F >
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SUBROUTINE UMAT(STRESS,STATEV,DDSDDE,SSE,SPD,SCD,
1 RPL,DDSDDT,DRPLDE,DRPLDT,
2 STRAN,DSTRAN, TIME,DTIME, TEMP,DTEMP,PREDEF,DPRED,CMNAME,
3 NDI,NSHR,NTENS,NSTATV,PROPS,NPROPS,COORDS,DROT,PNEWDT,

4 CELENT,DFGRDO0,DFGRD1,NOEL,NPT,LAYER,KSPT,KSTEP,KINC)

UMAT FOR SCF MODEL AND RULES OF MIXTURE

CHARACTER*8 CMNAME

MATERIAL SELECTION

IF (CMNAME(1:4) .EQ. 'MAT1) THEN
CALL UMAT_MAT1(STRESS,STATEV,DDSDDE,SSE,SPD,SCD,

1 RPL,DDSDDT,DRPLDE,DRPLDT,

2 STRAN,DSTRAN,TIME,DTIME, TEMP,DTEMP,PREDEF,DPRED,CMNAME,
3 NDI,NSHR,NTENS,NSTATV,PROPS,NPROPS,COORDS,DROT,PNEWDT,

4 CELENT,DFGRDO,DFGRD1,NOEL,NPT,LAYER,KSPT,KSTEP,KINC)

ELSE IF (CMNAME(1:4) .EQ. 'MAT2) THEN

CALL UMAT_MAT2(STRESS,STATEV,DDSDDE,SSE,SPD,SCD,

1 RPL,DDSDDT,DRPLDE,DRPLDT,
2 STRAN,DSTRAN,TIME,DTIME, TEMP,DTEMP,PREDEF,DPRED,CMNAME,
3 NDI,NSHR,NTENS,NSTATV,PROPS,NPROPS,COORDS,DROT,PNEWDT,

4 CELENT,DFGRDO,DFGRD1,NOEL,NPT,LAYER,KSPT,KSTEP,KINC)
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ELSE
WRITE(*,*) "INVALID MATERIAL"
ENDIF
C
RETURN
END SUBROUTINE
C

C B R e o e R R e R R R R e R R R R R R R R R R R e R R S R S R R R R S R R R R e

C UMAT_MAT1
O e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
C
SUBROUTINE UMAT_MAT1(STRESS,STATEV,DDSDDE,SSE,SPD,SCD,

1 RPL,DDSDDT,DRPLDE,DRPLDT,

2 STRAN,DSTRAN,TIME,DTIME, TEMP,DTEMP,PREDEF,DPRED,CMNAME,

3 NDI,NSHR,NTENS,NSTATV,PROPS,NPROPS,COORDS,DROT,PNEWDT,

4 CELENT,DFGRDO0,DFGRD1,NOEL,NPT,LAYER,KSPT,KSTEP,KINC)

INCLUDE 'ABA_PARAM.INC'

CHARACTER*8 CMNAME
DIMENSION STRESS(NTENS),STATEV(NSTATV),

1 DDSDDE(NTENS,NTENS),DDSDDT(NTENS),DRPLDE(NTENS),

2 STRAN(NTENS),DSTRAN(NTENS), TIME(2),PREDEF(1), DPRED(L),

3 PROPS(NPROPS),COORDS(3),DROT(3,3),DFGRDO(3,3),DFGRD1(3,3),

4 EMOD(6), ENU(3,3)

DIMENSION EELAS(6), ETHERM(6), DTHERM(6), DELDSE(6,6)

PARAMETER(ZERO=0.D0, ONE=1.D0, TWO=2.D0, THREE=3.D0, S1X=6.D0)
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LOCAL ARRAYS

EELAS -ELASTIC STRAINS
ETHERM - THERMAL STRAINS
DTHERM - INCREMENTAL THERMAL STRAINS

DELDSE - CHANGE IN STIFFNESS DUE TO TEMPRATURE CHANGE

UMAT FOR ISOTROPIC THERMO-ELASTICITY WITH LINEARLY VARYING

MODULI - CANNOT BE USED FOR PLANE STRESS

PROPS(1~NPROPS - 4) - Em

PROPS(NPROPS - 3) - ALPHA1(T1)

PROPS(NPROPS - 2) - ALPHA2(T1)

PROPS(NPROPS - 1) - ALPHA3(T1)

PROPS(NPROPS) - T_INITIAL: usually 0 2 C
NDI - NUMBER OF DIRECT STRESS

NSHR - NUMBER OF SHRRE STRESS

IF (NDI.NE.3) THEN
WRITE(*, *) “THIS UMAT MAY ONLY BE USED FOR ELEMENTS
1 WITH THREE DIRECT STRESS COMPONENTS"
CALLEXIT
ENDIF

Fiber volume fraction

VF=0.6
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C Carbon fiber properties

EF_11 = 294000000.

EF_22 = 19500000.

GF_12 = 27000000.
VF_12=0.17

VF_23=0.46

GF_23 = EF_22*0.5/(1.+VF_23)

BF = EF_22*0.5/(1.-VF_23-2.*VF_23*VF_23)

C Glassy epoxy properties

C

EGLASS = 3200000.

VGLASS =0.38

BGLASS = EGLASS*0.5/(1.-VGLASS-2. *VGLASS*VGLASS)
C

C Rubbery epoxy properties

C

EM = PROPS(INT(TIME(2))+1)

BM = 0.5*BGLASS

VM = 0.5-EM/6./.BM

GM = EM/(1.+VM)*0.5
C
C The effective plain strain bulk modulus
C

BT = ((BF+GM)*BM+(BF-BM)*GM*VF)/((BF+GM)-(BF-BM)*VF)
C
C Self-consistent_field_model
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ECI11 = EF_1I*VF+EM*(L-VF)+4.*(VM-VF_12*VF_12)*BF*BM*GM*(L.-VF)*VF/
((BF+GM)*BM+(BF-BM)*GM*VF)

VC12 = VF_12*VF+VM*(1-VF)+((VM-VF_12)*(BM-BF)*GM*(1.-VF)*VF)/((BF+

GM)*BM+(BF-BM)*GM*VF)

VC13=VC12

GC12 = GM*((GF_12+GM)+(GF_12-GM)*VF)/((GF_12+GM)-(GF_12-GM)*VF)

GC13=GC12

GC23 = GM*(BM*(GM+GF_23)+2.*GF_23*GM+BM*(GF_23-GM)* VF)/(BM*(GM+
GF_23)+2.*GF_23*GM-(BM+2.*GM)*(GF_23-GM)*VF)

EC22 = 1./(0.25/BT+0.25/GC23+VC12*VC12/EC11)

EC33=EC22

VC23 = (2. *EC11*BT-EC11*EC22-4.*VC12*VC12*BT*EC22)/(2.*EC11*BT)

C
C Tougnened layer properties
C
El = 4600000.
VI1=0.44
Gl = El/(1.+VI1)*0.5
C
C Volume fraction of carbon-epoxy region
C
VC=0.9
C
C Rules of mixture
C

E11 = EC11*VC+EI*(1-VC)
E22 = EC22*VC+EI*(1-VC)
E33 = 1./(VC/EC22+(1-VC)/EI)

G12 = 1./(VCIGC12+(1-VC)/Gl)
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G13 = 1./(VC/GC13+(1-VC)/Gl)
G23 = 1./(VC/GC23+(1-VC)/Gl)
V12 = VC12*VC+VI*(1-VC)
V13 = VC13*VC+VI*(1-VC)

V23 = VC23*VC+VI*(1-VC)

EMOD(1) = E11
EMOD(2) = E22
EMOD(3) = E33
EMOD(4) = G12
EMOD(5) = G13
EMOD(6) = G23
ENU(L,2) = V12
ENU(L,3) = V13

ENU(2,3) = V23

ENU(2,1) = EMOD(2)/EMOD(1)*ENU(1,2)
ENU(3,1) = EMOD(3)/EMOD(1)*ENU(1,3)

ENU(3,2) = EMOD(3)/EMOD(2)*ENU(2,3)

DELTA = (ONE-ENU(1,2)*ENU(2,1)-ENU(2,3)*ENU(3,2)
1 -ENU(3,1)*ENU(L,3)-TWO*ENU(L,2)*ENU(2,3)*ENU(3,1))/

2 (EMOD(L)*EMOD(2)*EMOD(3))

C ELASTIC STIFFNESS

DO K1=1, NTENS

DO K2=1, NTENS

DDSDDE(K1,K2) =0
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END DO

END DO

DDSDDE(1,1)=(1-ENU(2,3)*ENU(3,2))/(EMOD(2)*EMOD(3)*DELTA)
DDSDDE(2,2)=(1-ENU(3,1)*ENU(1,3))/(EMOD(3)*EMOD(1)*DELTA)
DDSDDE(3,3)=(1-ENU(1,2)*ENU(2,1))/(EMOD(1)*EMOD(2)*DELTA)
DDSDDE(1,2)=(ENU(2,1)+ENU(3,1)*ENU(2,3))/(EMOD(2)*EMOD(3)*DELTA)
DDSDDE(1,3)=(ENU(3,1)+ENU(2,1)*ENU(3,2))/(EMOD(2)*EMOD(3)*DELTA)
DDSDDE(2,3)=(ENU(3,2)+ENU(3,1)*ENU(1,2))/(EMOD(3)*EMOD(1)*DELTA)
DDSDDE(2,1)=DDSDDE(1,2)

DDSDDE(3,1)=DDSDDE(1,3)

DDSDDE(3,2)=DDSDDE(2,3)

DDSDDE(4,4)= EMOD(4)

DDSDDE(5,5)= EMOD(5)

DDSDDE(6,6)= EMOD(6)

CALCULATE THERMAL EXPANSION

DO K1=1, NDI
ETHERM(K1)=PROPS(NPROPS-4+K1)*(TEMP-PROPS(NPROPS))
DTHERM(K1)=PROPS(NPROPS-4+K1)*DTEMP

END DO

DO K1=NDI+1, NTENS
DTHERM(K1)=ZERO

END DO

CALCULAE STRESS, ELASTIC(MECHANICAL) AND THERMAL STRAINS

DO K1=1, NTENS
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DO K2=1, NTENS
STRESS(K2)=STRESS(K2)+DDSDDE(K2, K1)
1 *(DSTRAN(K1)-DTHERM(K1))
END DO
ETHERM(K1)=ETHERM(K1)+DTHERM(K1)
EELAS(K1)=STRAN(K1)+DSTRAN(K1)-ETHERM(K1)

END DO

STORE ELASTIC AND THERMAL STRAINS IN STATE VARIABLE ARRAY

SDV13=E22

O O O O

DO K1=1, NTENS
STATEV(K1)=EELAS(K1)
STATEV(K1+NTENS)=ETHERM(K1)
END DO
STATEV(2*NTENS+1)=EMOD(2)

RETURN

END SUBROUTINE
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