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1. HEMH(FRP)

BEMENT 2 SLL LD BN G 2 2R L B S, BRREZETEOMY 0£<
DRI EBEEGME L BT LN TE L. HEMBOZ I3 THOWIRIM 2R L0 5
NLIEPRRLT WM OFIZHDIAENTEY, TRENOFREELTENT LD LR> TS
[1]. ANLHZRTEEMEE L COBEAMEITIE, =Rx UiiE2 & O LG 2 ki
Tk U 72 R TR A8 &4 FHCarbon fiber reinforced plastics: CFRP) 3281 541 %. CFRP

VTR, SR - BRI TH Y, WEOEWMEIELE L TAMZE - FHAREZ D
DIEIRS A S TW5D. a8k %o Boeing £ B787 3 X O% Airbus £ A350 Tld & &
b C 50%LL_EDFERFFIZ CFRP 23 STV A (Fig. 1.1). & HITHTHE Tl CFRP O H @ Hi~

DEAPES L, CFRP OFFEILLIANC &3 L TE < 22> TW 5 (Fig. 1.2.) [2].

CFRP 73k % 7257 BRIZJH ] S AL DT E VY, LA 1E D B3R 2 52 1T > — A
MELTOEABIENY, XOEMARBRIRDLND L9128 o TS, HHERAIR CFRP
DOl & LTI Fig. 1.3 IR T /K FERI DR M A — RIEE D ERMTNBRIT b D, Filfr
Fa—F—H%26325 LEHDZWNIUROEM THY, MATHESMMEZZE LEF M
SRERTGIRDBZEALT D, LL, 20 &5 B IRE A T AU Ee R 23 R i C &
D, PR LU DB OMNL - BRI A RABAERAELD 2 EnmbiTnD

Other
Steel 5%

109
M Carbon laminate %

I Carbon sandwich Titanium 00"5‘%3/5“95
Il Other composites 15% &

B Aluminum

M Titanium Aluminum

20%

Fig. 1.1: Materials used in recent aircraft [3].
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Fig. 1.2: Global demand for CFRP in tones 2008-2020 (*: estimated; [2]).

m

Fig. 1.3: Complex shaped composite strcture (Horizontal tail skin of A340) [4].

CFRP Otk LTI NETIZA— M7 L—T, RIM{E, 747 A NIA T
A TN, Bl EREER EREA RFIERBRE SN TN D[5,6]. ZOH TH @M ER#%E - F
H & CFRP TldA— b7 L—7WERNEEH SN TWD. A — F 7 L— 7 ETIRRFEHE
N—JFANCEE Lz o — MROHFREEM (77U 7L Pre-preg) i OERIZ)E U Tk
MEFMEEZ 2N OIERE L, 4— b7 L—7NIE T CTINET 5 Z & TR 2 ik S,
CFRP HiJEt & E 4 5.

RRIERFICA U D AR EAORER & LT CFRP WEBIZHRAET 5220 (RA K :void) 23%1F



L1 E&MEHFRP) |3

Bivd. RA RiX CFRP NORMIKG L 72 v, EAREOMEICKE LG IR RBE L, #E
DIREE « [{IME7e EOFEZE LUK T E&H5[7-10]. A4 FORAERKE E LTI FLr
FEIERHICIR R L7 220K, R OB CITIENRAET DT AR ENEZIbND. A — K7
L—TVETIIRIERFICINEZ1T 9 2 & C, T b ZEEMELITMEON~BNHL, RA

ROFAEZIET 5. FRIZTBWTHARA FIFRBET 50, #EHERK TIIRFIca—F—
IZBWTHIERIEIEE L <, AA ROMRHED Livagg 4 Lod7 0 [11,12].

RA REWSREEGLE LT, MBI W RAETHERBEENFET Db, CFRP OIE T
VIR 2 L S/ 5 72 DITMEVE T 5 23, ZF DOEEOREZ b KOG O b SO 2 E K
L, WIERICIREETNRET D, REERIC X VIR REHED & 34, RO T
BAE¥E (X227 Shimming) B L DGR H L. —F, YU TREEDOTHLETT
STeE, RERFREEISI[13-15]23 %A L, G&aF & 0 HAKar B TR ITHE O < mIREME
N5, Fig 1412V A TERBIOEEIENICOWTOMEKZRT. OO AT
YWD D VIR AR o ToRET DN L2, HEMBINE T DR E& L\ ) %+
IIENLED ZENTE RV, BEEROAD=ALEZHRL, HETHZ ENnTER
£V B CFRP 2RI HAIRECTH 5.

1.2. CFRP RRFICHET HIRBER

CFRP D RLTERFIZH AT DI ER 2B 2 D12 DITIIRIE 7 v & X THE U 28B4 4 B fig
THIENEETHD. Fig. 1512 CFRP OIE T 1 & A8 LUV AET 5 OT AOMEEX %
AR MEHMEIC L0 BOBSE « BIBR LSS R 573, 2 2 Tl iR IR R R iR (b

Cure process Assembly
( \ / Shim \

Initial

2

OR

J
ks pring-in deformation / k Residual stress/

Fig. 1.4: Spring-in deformation induced during cure process (left). Shimming process is required or

residual stress is generated during assembly due to spring-in deformation (right).
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WREHERTLEHEORIBIZONTERS. ZOHA, MEROBIREZEIC 3 SofkkE
W3 TEZDZ ENTEBH[16,17].

—2 HIIBHR DRSOG40 1T mT O 7 UALRTIRE T, FRIEBRER X O@EIRARF O
ATECRIIE T 5. 2 2 TIIMBMZ VR ERIIR L, MEIC XV BRIz 2 5T
DB~ ) 208 U C B3R FE A3 5 (Tool-part interaction). = 0D 2 CHHIE I A L 3
K<, EIRRETH D7 DIG TR A Liev. —J7, f#EIIE O X 5 2 bRE23 7e <
IR X DY LD NS W2 DS D ERE S LD . Tool-part interaction (2 & 0 F84 L7z
JEFNTRENE OBALRFIZIREE - PrfF S, OB IR IS MBI S D 2 & THREET
% 5| % Z 7. Tool-part interaction (315 BT WV E TREN K EI W0, FREEE TIEXDY
(warpage) 23 %495 [18]. & 7= Tool-part interaction (X AR « MR 22 & OFRICE D 53
W% KT, Tool-part interaction DI D72 D12, R FIEKEE NS MEL & 72 2 56 O
(ZIFBZIRR DR Invar 472 EAMREAELE LT ST 2. BB IREM B 2 16 B
MELE LTI 52 & T, ARG E DR D72 <, Tool-part interaction 3 L Ui
D IR A 2 MH ©& 5. F£7-, PTFE(polytetrafluoroethylene) ™ « /L A7g & DREERL 7 ¢
DR B MM TEICELE S 2 & TREE) 24695 2 & b aliE TH 5 [19].

ZORIEEIRRFIRFCHIIE S S AL LTctk, KO BHERIR S ERT DR TH L. I 2
TIIMHR DIREE 2N A 7 ABALIEFE (glass stransition temperature) X W & E W I AIRETH D
DD, FESIGHERET S L 01075, EIBIEOBLSIGIZHEY, FITHHER A )71

After gelation After vitrification

Before gelation e mical) (Cooling)

Strain
aineladwa |

Time

Fig. 1.5: Cure induced strain in thermoset CFRP.
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VIR ONT 3 AT D Z OIS A L0, 7 v TIEE - B T,
~ 7 0 TIIRMET MO R 72 5 g CENENIRRAIS I DI ET S [20]. RFRFEE AR D56,
TN DISINT K DB EIIHAEL 20D, RGN LY BB %MENME N5,
{LIBFR TITREA ISR OWIPEE DR 2 12286 T D728, RUEMRIT S LR EEC o 5

=0 HIEIMAREOIRRET, WENT 7 AEORELLTOH 7 ZARETH SH. WEIRFIZIX
IREZACIT O BUE O B3 82T 5. BUNHE ONF A 8L IRy D AL ONE A & [l AR
iZI7nm - w7 uDEREISESIERI L, BERTISHEOMN . £72, TLREBIZHS
77 ZRBETITBIIE DML Fm <, BAET DI b REL 2D, —F, MEEOZIX
INSEWTCORTEIITIIA S T 5.

MDY, Jeik D X 5T MBI I AT D L - BAONT BT BN O FRRE IS )
ZHET 200, BREAEE~OEE IR, —F, a—F—#%2H3T 5 B\ TiX
TIACLIBE DR « BAOT AT K a3 —F =M= N 2T 5 2 &3 FH TV 5 (Fig.
1.6)[21]. Z DFREAEIEIL Spring-in 251 & AL, BEAEMEHIET DN - oo R
BRT L. —RICER o2 EAZRGTHREE, BLOEUETEEICEWTE, W
OPOAEITBMENEL M SN D 72, EARTAICIRAET LMl - VO 2T T 2 8
RS, BRITNSV. —TF, TS TTRANTRHEO R R AR <, mlifk - BV O 2
WZEVEANGMED b RERBENFEAT L. ZO/RE, RO MR T 572012,
o —F— D 4 FE AL (Spring-in Z81) 23 % 4 5 (Fig. 1.6).

Spring-in B OFEICL Y 7T 2 VTR E R EE N AL, MALREOREE ISR
L. Bl LT, 79 YK & 100 mm @ L% CFRP #1123\ T Spring-in ZEJE28 0.2°%
ELTBA, 79 VIEOEEIL 035 mm &7 h. HUZETH R &R A
MBL L 72D CFRP OFFAZAIT 025 mm & bbb TR VW [22], Z OfFlHs5 1 Spring-in 227
DRIFTHEORE INDLNS. £z, LVEWTZ 7V HT 5 CTIEE L Spring-in
AEZITY, MAEENREL D20, KEEEICBW TCIFFICHEENLERER T
b 5. M OHERE %2 LS+, CFRP % L Y 2h3iiZ i H 3% 72 121X Spring-in £ %
FEREICTHIL, IGEBIRCHIE Tt ZAOWBICHEOMITA Z ENEETHA.
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Out-of-plane strain

&

Initial
£ Deformed
0p+ AO
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Fig. 1.6: Schematic of spring-in deformation.

1.3. EMBROZRBLERICET SBREDHR

ZAVE TIZ Spring-in 222 B L CERR, Bl - PRERENT 208 U T, E/A W T oI
T&E7. 22 TRENDDEITHFFEICON TR, TOBIVROBEIZOVWTELTD.
1.3.1. RERICEI HETHE

Spring-in (ZB89 % HEhR Clikk & 7l &M TR 2B L, TNENDORIE/ T A —
% 7% CFRP D FIBHIGIRIC G 2 5 BN E 2 X C & 72[21,23-29]. Albert 5[24)1ZZh 50
FMEAIERSOM B2 & TE M (Intrinsic) ] S HEME 7 vz 27 Lo SN &pE
(Extrinsic)) (28] 37z, FEopl L L TlER KO O ENBLZINTE

¥ [21,23-30], HRIEDNE R Spring-in 2380 S UMM H L. LarL, —EOMFETIIK
JEDFER VIR N LW D S HD[21]. BEMKO I T, —J7mp (UD)IZ I ~E
(CP)35 L UMEEELSEAF(QI)FE /@ C Spring-in 238195, Z4uid CP - QI AffE Tl D Hsic
£ 0N F R OBHREOT HAH S, BT Y @RI X 0 RSO OT AT 5
72O THD. WER XOHEBE#EROZEIZOWTIE Spring-in BELWOT7 7 PIizBiT 5
warpage 75 IFHIPE Dy \CRRBId 2 Z & AURIR STV 5 [27,28]. NERSHEO RO & L
C Fernlund ©[24,25]<° Kappel[28]iZ L il & U T ORI L D&V E2 %% L=, Fernlund &
DIFFETIIIR DO F BTN Z N [24], HDHWVITRWIED KX 5 Al Uiz & & DA%
DREV[25] & WV D FERNE S 7203, Kappel[28]i2 X B HF4E TIEEMEIE D/ & 7216 B0
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ATHLME UBTENETTEBY, M—INZHRIFELI TV,

IR D T A= L U TIIREORENET 5N 5[24-28]. TAI=TLDEHI
EEOBEEN K E WA, B CFRP 2TV Invar {2 Ee~ Tool-part interaction (2 &
WEHRREL 25, 12121, FHR[19] & RARICHER R 7' L —CRE R 7 ¢« L A 2RI 5 2
ETHEDRBLEZMHET D Z L b AlRETH H[24,25]. £7-, Darrow[26] 5 DAFZE TIIHE )
2mm LA EDOGEIET VI =0 MG EOLATH Spring-in B 5 2 5 BN/ NSV L
IRENTWD. Z O, MEHE[21,25], = —F—1%[21,23,27,29,31], == —F—#4 [#[24,29,32],
A 2 43 98[21,26,33], FRIFZIRFE « 1 7 /L[24,25,31,34] 72 ERix e S SRR E RIS H 2D
AN I N TN D, MR OB AETICRE T 2 BRI 38ME(LYE CFRP O 2272 &3,
BN AT & F O 7292 [31,35], 7 — 7R >/ 5 = — 7 (Carbon nanotube: CNT) ¥R D 52282
B9~ 2AFJE[36], A 7 R[37,38]°H > A v FHERE[39,40] 7 & KA % ik L 72098 &
ITONTWND. ZOX I ITHEX REMEPBRFES LTV D, FRD L UBIRD L 512 <
DMDFRIFIZONTUIHE— LI ARHE LN TWRWERAH 5. eBRIRFHIO Tk L
L CEBRERIC T 7 v b 25107 FIEB6] D, 77 VMRV T2 7 —Ic X
% BAA[23], v — —Z7FH[21,35], AEERT[24], 7 A T L B EHII[26]7 EAM TN TE T,
LinL, ZHHDOFEIFIALNREEELZT L2 ECRIMIZRFHII LA TE 2 & A3
BTHDH., £ THETIEEROGEHITFIEEZRA Lz, LB b RE ST
%[27,28,38].

1.3.2. I S EITHE

FEMT IS DWW TUII B ARAT & A RRELFRE 2 W T BB 3R AT T . FI o
AfEHT TIXAETE 2 BB KL W OE L, #MERR & 2512 Spring-in 2T & MiRE D WFZE03MTHiL
7Z[4]. INDIIHERMBTHLINEHTHY, A=A L2 H3IHEETE 2 6 D TR
VY. Fig. 1.6 12789 Spring-in ® A 1 = X LZFEES< D & LT, Hamamoto[23]X°> O’Neill &
[42IXHNETE DN E AN ETA AR CTE 5 EE L, 2fn]“#A91Z Spring-in £ & %

A8 =0, (0 — ag) - AT, (1.3.1)

EEFE L2, 2 ZTAOIE Spring-in A, 00i% 7 T v VIR, IBVEAER, AT IZIRFE,
WrEo 1, TiIxEnEEA & msmErRT. X(L3.1)1% Spring-in A 7 =X AZHS<IE
WIZ TN THL OO0, RERFOER LaFHEd 2 Z &3 TE 7 Spring-in £
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Ze B/ N9 D ATREME S B B . FEERIC Hamamoto D AFZE[23] CTIEaE% (S ISR IIRE £ C©
HE LB, AENTICKE LT, WA Spring-in 23R AET 5 AIREMESRIE S 7.
Radford[21]i% & Y B I 2 2 b 25 2 7= B C, {EIGED 2 5 7=

B L. 2 2 TATOT AL L&, O LIGEOT A2 3. #(1.3.2)1% Spring-in ®
FREREMEAE LR VB, & 512 Fernlund[39]IC & » TH > RA v FHEE~DILE L
iz, L2 L, Radford #(1.3.2)1% Fig. 1.6 (o=~ X 912, Wri 23 PAZ AN 6 L £ BE 2%
STFEEEETHHAITIZEMTH 508, FAWRIMEIMEWEE AL Spring-in 278 & K X
SHREbLZLIER%. OFY, BIERTLREIZH Y, W AWRIPEDMER AL O 28T
WRFMHLCLED. FXNQ32)THERTRONTE LI BRNEORELBETH &
MTERW., ZORMBEEMRT 57251 Wisnom ©[43]i3 Shear-lag FEHTIZ 25 < Friz e fidhT
ETFNVERE L. Wisnom D OFEHT TIEEELRED K 5 128 AWIIMEDME WIS AT,
Timoshenko % & [RIERICE AW AR A TS & L, Spring-in £JF % 522 L7=(Fig. 1.7). ZD%E
7 LTI T RIS A BRI B~ 25 < 72 22 AT Spring-in 23/h &<, EBRT
RONTWREDOKEBEIEZ D Z ENA[REE oo T2, £7= Arafath 5 [44]1315 5 & OBl A5
B L0 EEH L. Z0ET /LT Wisnom H OFENT & [FERICIRIE D8 % £

Initial
Sym
N
Part Tool
Low shear stiffness High

Timoshenko _

Fig. 1.7: Schematic of shear-lag analysis [43].
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TIACKHAALTS. 72120, TRUOHDOETATIET T VEF IR C B x5 s LT
BY, 77 VOB BREICANTEGREIT IIME STV e, ERERE Ok
TONTWDLD, BIEEOIRFHEIOZTH VD, NEOIREFAMRIIATHh TV ZRw.

A IREEFRIE 2 IO T BB Tl bl B2 b D & L TR EIRE D B DR 24T > 72 b D73
& %[42,45]. Joilk D X O ICRBEOLTAIIHLOFBELZEND Z LIRBRENTND.
Akkerman ©[46,47], Zhu ©[48,49)I 3L D& & AT 572D, BMRE, BELAE &5
PEARAT[50,51] A7~ & ot 7o BA— AL A ORGSR ARAT 24T > 7o REEPERRAT 21T 9 2 & T
LR DBR 2R L, ®EEICREEEO TR RICZZRS. Lanl, —J7 TR
TEHRS LU = 2 R vE <, ERMEE B AT LTI LR OB AR Z oo, {5
B U7 AT A3 R 6D B30T 5. Svanberg ©[52-55]1 X F2BRfE L [34] % 21T, KEHIEIZ IS 1T 25 IF
W AFTE 2 8 Bk L 7= R KK 7 7 /L (Path dependent model) 2 L7=. ZDOEF /L TIEA
T AR (T LA D T 2ARFEND Ty LN DA T ZRRBIZENT 255 XIS I 3RAFE S
, WOLEITIIH T ARBETIHA LTS I0ME R S b . Path dependent model Tl =%t
IR EELG & P 2 00, A HIAUTTIRIFT D82 KL T 7 /W~ 1/50 DUFIZETE 5.
Path dependent model (X5 B2 IR O fiiéi{L[56]<° Tool-part interaction D ARFE[57]72 12 AW
LI TW5D. ZoftitofEfbi L OMLRTOBG 4 7 M b L7l & LT Ersoy b DAL
[58-61113 % Hivs. Ersoy b OWFETIEEE LT, E{LKRE, MEREZ E - OREDIEE
ERG, ATy 7L LTHEAELRE LADLE. HE{LREOREDHEMEIT S T8 E~A 2
DAN=7 AZEVEONTEEHEH LTV DH[62]. FHER R 2 SRICHRAIT[43] TH L
TR AWERCa—F—#O Lb OO0/ E 2B L. fEv 1= — a3 L ofFE
Y7~ =7 & LTI University of British Columbia ™ & &°> 47 {23 T % Convergent £
([ZX % COMPRO 73517 b %. COMPRO (ZBVAME, MHGME), Mk, ST &2
AT I =V THVAEA— N7 L—T[63] 2 EH TE 5. His:< Path dependent
ET/VIZHN %, Svanberg <> Erosy DE 7 /L & [AERICREHPEZENI B E LW b 0D, BED
L EE[64]d KL ONREARAF T DM EEZ I L, R AT » 7T LI AET DN E R LE
’>H % Cure hardening incrementally linear elastic (CHILE)E 7 /L2 X 2 I It & fTRECTH 5.
COMPRO % RN figfr 13 BEB ) B 22 L B D> b 070> B FEAEE T & O F CIRJA < A7
TV 5[63,65-70]. BHMEZIR ORRHTIZ Z DM b Shell BSRIZ X 5 5 MT[71]°, FEED
fEpT[72], BARTEEOFENT[73] 70 Ehk 2 R b D3 5.
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UED IS, LBMEIT T D &3 MR CFRP 1T L C ZAVE TITEARRWFZEN T
NTWDHR, WESIIR, IREOFER L, RIEZICHE—ZRA NG LN TWRNEST S
D72 720, Fig. 1.8 13T K918, N E TOERBEFOFFEICB W TITHER « f#T i m
P BIRS B THOR TN DD, EICREAZIBREIICE S FIiOATH D . EBED
AT = X DEBRT 572 020%, GO RERRREZ o 3531 (In-situ measurement) 2 & ¢ e,
FOERNEENLOT 7o —FBHETHDLEZZLND.

1.4. BRE=2U VY

IR DR A E=H2 Y 7T 2 FEE L TRENRLOIZEGHT ST s, Yy
BRI ITRR 2 22 FE R & 0, /RZEAEA 2 G (Differential Scanning Calorimeter: DSC) C 1A { LI
(ZFAT DBGREHAN D, BV, (LA LU T RERALIREE /2 & A E T 5 [50,74]. K
BRPEZEE) DF =& U o ZITIXBY ARSI E (Dynamic Mechanical Analyzer: DMA) X L 7 2
— 2 —=MEM SN 5[74-76]. 2 ORE TIEHRBR A ICIRE LR LI & OEEIN 2 E 2 5
IR OEMAZFHNT 5 2 & T, ApEirERs L OHRRHEREDOF AR THD. ik
TR DRI RBA IR AT G- 2 D BN REL, ERBRE=2) 7 -7V 7%
BRERTNCEBWTEHETHD. REER~ORENREND ) —DDOHERE L THE

Cure process After curin
Input Exp,
4 ) - »

Intrinsic N\ il

- Material \ : D

- Thickness G

etc. @

Extrinsic . In—s@u . - = [T

- Tool material monitoring

- Cure process

etc. Theory/Simulation T

,
.
e

%4

/
7

Fig. 1.8: Summery of previous works on complex shaped composites [27,71]. Mechanisms are still

unclear due to lack of in-situ internal monitoring techniques.
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b« BN OT BN ZRT B 5. B{LINMEOE =2 U o 7232 R FE[T1 08 H Y, %
D DMA BEL LA A —F —DENL % D J7IE[75, 78] 010 2 L BR 55 C B 1 o i
L7=7 v —7 OBENL % FHAIT 2 BWEAR 5> HT (Thermomechanical analysis: TMA) % FV % ik
72 ED D H[T76].

BT LS DORRIBR O T AT =2 U o 7 FiEkL LTEF v 7 U ROZEFHT X 2 &
REENEER EREE A EHEIE L, S(EIGEOT A2 513 2 FERH L[77]. =
O OFETEE THEHME LT VOO, Fv BT VELOEMOEREORIERELD b
REILRD ZERENPRATHD. £, 7INT UV BROT v ota M LI-giED
WAL dS JLOEPERGIHAI[79-82]° 1 A T & Al ] L 7= AL ULAE O A5 1 F-14[16,83] 72 £ 7%
AR ENTE7Z. LoL, BNHa a2 b OFEITHRICEE CE 2B o A
RIZHIKIN DD Z L0, RRETTORBRTH D Z L7 EEEOMRIE L IZR 2 DRBLTD
EFE=Z VT ERD. Fie, IGERH A TIZ L DFHAITIIM R R ORRE A FHEI 5 7
0, EBEDEGA~DFERRKENEZZ LN LNERREDIIRIZI AR TH D, CFRP DL
TR 2 BIFT 572 DIIT EIR D=2 U 0 7V FIEITINA T, EERE FIZRIT 5 NERIR DN
DOFHANKLETH 5.

FEEBRE T2 OYEHNOREN 2 TFiE L U THEE 2 (Dielectric analysis: DEA)2YZES 5 i1
%[84-87]. DEA TIXEBIGZMEHIHML, A4 4 BRZFHT L. ZAF TR EDORY
~ = TIEBCEOS I EW A B ER~ L 2T 21T, A A OrEMHENMET T 5720
A A ERAZFNT S Z L TEIEOM LEAZHEE T2 Z N TE 5. DEA Ot idHEMm
EHTLT74NVLROLDTH Y, MEWNERIZHDIAZ, WEE(LEE 02 O5FHA2 AT 6E
Thbd. EENHOTHOZOLFHITIELE L TRENRLDIZH T 7 AN RH S,
W7 7 AN T OFHITEREL TH D0, O3 AL LTIE Fiber Bragg grating
(FBG) L W bIA i ST 5[88-96]. 7o, ¥4 CTIE& FEGELE ZFIH Lo
OF BT O TV 5[97,98]. —fXANIZIET 7 A 23 I3 B O N T T O IA £
W, HHNOTHOFHANTONS. LaL, EEDZ < ORE TIXHE NG R O OT I3k

WXV R EN D720, RO OT RITEICHEI T HA~FEET SH. £ 2 T4 Tl FBG
T K D HSN T RO B EHAITFRE[95,96] 3B S AL TR Y, AUIERE OO Zads LY
RHEETGA T = AL G BT DD DRI — 7o TnD.
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1.5. RwXDHE

LLED X 51T, BHEIR CFRP DR TAIAANL - AR O RE G 25 &l 2 HE R [
BUZ S BT, AD=ZX LT L TEIARHERE D D220, Zo—KE LT,
AT CIX RSB IZIR O A ZBEEL TR Y, BIEROWNEHRIZ OV TOE=4Y
VIMAFTHLZ ENFET NS, £, BEERMENTET A BN C BMAMICETS L
DDORHLNIRL, 77 VMO EZHRNICERTERVWI ELMETHL. £ZTE
IR TITHRRE T VDL, BRONT 7 A N2 HWENEOT AFHIC LY, 7%
HMERICEAT 2 A=A L% L VMRS 2 2 2B ET 5. Fig. 1.9 &FE, LIF
[ HEOME 2 RT

FF, 42 2T CAMICKIT S Wisnom 5[4 DGR 2 7 T o P DB AR Y AfL L
RIBNZYER L, A MREZEMATIC X 0 BRI O U MERGEZ1T O . £72, B, PER,
BLOT7 7 VEIDNEIRE, BLORBEERICEZ DEEBLERTH.

5 3 FCIRmEAME O S ENICHRDIA AT FBG B IC X D, #iT- 7 CFRP RS TR -
FAWTOT HEFHHTIEEZIRET D, £72 FBG & UV O EAEND F B ~OHDIAHIZ DT
BT 5.

B4 CIXE 3 ETIRE L FIEICL Y, LA CFRP ORERICR AT 5 EAMEE - & A
WrOT 2l L, 562 EOMPTHER L k%2179 . £ D%, 3WITBIIREHI 21TV, [
FERFIC R AT DNEROT A LR AR OBMRIZONWTE LR L, HREERORAERA =R A
IZOWTHERATRD 5. S BITHER - AT S & FRITHT 72 72 Spring-in THIFEEZRET 5.

BEETIIV =T L2507 7 VinbiERRSN, LALY MR UBBIZ OV T
HOTHOFZIT S . Biim - AMRERMBHTS LN D S DITHEL, REEAEOI/AEA
=R KZDOWT OB ZED D .

FHEETIIEMOL D ICRFH M THHERNET L2 ENnDH 5. 56 B TITREN
24t % Ply drop-off #&E 2 %F L, BAJE L7 FIEIC KV NETOT A& 3HI L, KA E~D
FIEOGESATRENE, B X OKRAMEEIZB T DA AN = AL EERZT 5.

RBEICHTETHS 21E~5.
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L-shaped
Chapter 2: Analysis Chapter 3/4: Experiment
/Theoretical dw, \ /I\/Ieasurement method \
Y=—"_
= dx Internal condition
ﬁt ------- / & ! Optical fiber

shape
Numerical (FEA) 1 In-situ monitoring

Optical fibers
Spring-in -
Mechanism

More complex strucN

Chapter 5 Chapter 6
/ U-shaped \ / Large structure \
Experiment Theory and FEA Experiment FEA

J \’ ‘/

Fig. 1.9: Overview of this thesis.
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2R L EHOER - BEETFEORRE

2.1. Incrementally linear elastic (ILE) model

FPE Tl _ 7o X 9 IHEEM B O UGN Cldtk 2 e BT ABHEET 5. Kbl eET
SRR IE L% OIRENBRE O A & B L T\ 5 [42,45]. Z O, RITICLE Pk iEid
<, FHE A X PSS, BTE TR AR OALEIZ RS 2RI - FRE A
BIEEBETE 2w, — MR DL L TIIBIEORFMEZ ZBE LIET VBT 6N D
[46-51,99]. Z D7 /L TIIMAROREHMZEE) 2 FEMICREE T &, Mk RT3 TRE T H
D05, MBI ANYEENZ <, ORI E TOFMRNMLE L 22 ) FHE 2 X B
WRIZe 2. HHEa X NEMzoo, BIEEILORELZET HET /1L LT Incrementally
linear elastic (ILE) model[64,66]23 236 F 5 5. Z OF T /L CIIREBMEAT T4 U % BERKTE
R E G LN TH DL EE X, ThENORHTRET IR NEZRLEGDELZ LT
ARG 2Rk 5. NTRT &

(0} = > (a0} = ) [Cli (e}, 211)

L. 2Tl S, elxdOTH, CliEiE~ Y v 7 A, FHERTFIIIAT v 7%

A Temperature
0 .
A Shrinkage Ag;
b \ :
E | § w/o const. K:
8 : 5 tress
o Lol w/ const. t
: | : Ecure T Ethermal
Ly
£ : I : Cglassy demold
) o |
' ' |
3 Assessing uncertainty  _Vitrification ith I
e N XA'Q Caassy
é Ci | ".'1 R4 1st | i
h [ —— i | / uncertaint
? —— > I =
s bthjjeathl - e Time ' Agi ! Strain ¢
(a) (b)

Fig. 2.1: Schematic of numerical analysis;

(a) Strain and stiffness as a function of time, (b) Incrementally linear elastic model
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A9, Fig. 21@ICHIET 7 2RO OT HEAL, 3 L O CHEHE D BMER En ITIRAE)D
7224k, Fig. 2.1(b)IZ ILE &7 /L ORE&IX & 759, BALEE OB R EEEI XA e T <,
K(2.1.1)D CIIFERZ ORINE & Alpd 2 LR TE D, —J7, WEIREOREFR X AIE R 2
HARTEWZD CIEMBTONM:TH 5. Fig. 2.1@)21 & 912, #LEFOmIMEIZ8IE D
LI PR 2 IS L, F72m AR 7 A b (vitrification) (2 L 0, K& < LT 5.
LI OREIPEDFHANZ 1Z DMA RV A A — 2 —EOBGHT FER TV BN DAY, (LE - IR
FEFITIRAE L, RREFMEDR R EW(Fig. 2.1(a)RAR). F 7220 HT FIE TIXERRO BIERE &
JE o+ A REOFMENR R D ELMETHD. 207D, AR TOMIME C &RAET
LO0FTHECAeZ AE O 2 Z L IF M REETH 5.

Z 2T, AR TIINEIRBORF MBI A FHH T 5D T, HoORATOMMERE C
WCBWT—EREOOTHNHEAET L EREL, MHEEINERELS LORREERIZEZ D
WBEELRT D, W OPOYMMHETENENGRZITH 2 L T, HIIiCBIT L850 E
LERGET D, ZOBMOR® ILE €7V EFERRIS, WHERFFT S 2 AT v TET V%
fH L72(Fig. 2.2). 1 A7 v 7" B Tl Fig. 2.2(@) D 7R AUZH S T 5RO & 5 W 281 59
MEZEA L, WHEICEDLL T —EDOTHAE L2 5. ZO, 5250 THIKFEL
RVYBEEZERTHI LT, LATy THOYMHEORIEHT L. 1 AT v S HICRA
T 50077« OFTARITIRQLDICHEVRTE SN, 2 A7 v 7RIS &/ D. 2 A7 v 7 H
T AR O MEZ VY, 1 27y 7B TRAE LTSN EMRR L, BREEN 2t T 5.
B 2AT v T HTIHHTZOTAILE X2\, 2 AT v T fRITIX Fig. 2.1(b)IZ7~ T ILE €7
MZBWTI"AT v 7 ORZEHREHL, G20 FHE —EIEZTZLOLEMTHS.

Pk K OHRERMAT CIEX(2.1.1)D CITHY T 2EEMEI OWMHEN LT L 72 5. FF
(A IRELEEAT CTHEAEM B ORI 21T 0 BRIITE AR A BE LT 9 DOWIMEE(E,, E,,
Es, G12, Gi3, Gos, iz, Via, Vo)) WLETH 5. EHAEMEO R BRI LT O 2 & OMElE %z
FERAIZ KO D FiEE L TIRSEED X 5 (IZEG T, FRICEIRIEEM BT (DMA) & iV 5 Fik
MEETF HHD, DMA TIERBR A YA X0V NS <, E£7B2E - NERE FThRWed, 32
BRORRIZRM & 72 5. T2, DMA RIS LSUS D EITT 2 REEMER H H Z L, &
TOELRGTHEYHEEZBG TE RN LR EDRENHDH. £ 2 TAMFE TIT RS
Tod 5 Chamis 7 /L[100]3 L ORI CToH % Self consistent field model (SCFM)
[101,102]% FAVNT 9 SOl A P E LT-.
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A Temperature
¢ tored
c-¢: store
- A constant strain
= I T L
J 2nd step
» (Glassy)
t4 +¢&
cure thermal o 1St step
= A (Rubbery)
< glassy g
% Assessing uncertainty 0
ﬁ =Vitrification Crubbery Cotsssy
c
"5: residual deformation
' > —~ >
Time Straine
(a) (b)

Fig. 2.2: Schematic of 2-step analysis for constant strain:

(a) Strain and stiffness as a function of time, (b) Stress-Strain relationship in 1st and 2nd step.

ER DTV TIE IR AHE & RARTIE DM 2 D TEAMEL OB 2 5HHE T 2.
ARWFZE TIEFREA HME & L THOWIZ RBMHEO MPEITZALE T, B R O W a2 ik
(PPN T 2 EARUE L IHEIEZ SR DTz, REBFBHIE IS SR Ch 0, SR E) 4 50l
T DYWL Y v VR (Ey) E RREMMERK)D 2 O TH D, 22T, B LRFO KRN SRIX
WHEIRE DRI TlEIE—E Th 5 O T[103], R BIEMIEEIL Y > VR E, DAIEKFT 5
EMETED. LLEXY, EEMEID 9 D OWVEE 2 RA SR M Ey ORI E LTET
Z &N TE S, Chamis, SCFM O&K-E7 /L8 LY, MMHEOFEMIL Appendix A [ZRT. 72
B, AR THOIAEIOBHER B D BHHRFHMER By (ZELO =X TISHK) 200MPa %
T EFT 5 2 L THIE[96]35 L OV T ekl THI D 2272 - TV 5 (Appendix C). AWF5E
TIEBHERENER En 2 /3T A —Z T, b3 J OB EIKF OBIE HMER AL SN ER O 22
BROBRBERICHE A DB OWTERT 5.

2.2. HRERMN

Wisnom & @ Shear-lag fi##T[43]Clx C A B3 2035 Dtz Z OfEHT Cld Radford
SDOAA T —BHARE LT fRIT TIEZBE TERWIREDRE LT Anvbinl-. Linl, L
RIS CIET 7 v VORI LY a—F—ETOR MBI IH S5 FEER S 5 2 &
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DR STV D [27]. AMFZETIk Wisnom O Ofilfi 2 7 7 0 VO BEERTE H L 4k
R 5. 72k, AL - BAUNHEIC K 5 EBOHREEBET L1012, I1hE L OBEBIIERT 5.
EA TN O Fre, WAL D LB (75 0 PRIARE : 0,) %25 % 5 (Fig. 2.3). 1HEN
WE, SN U7 Radford & [RIER, A A T —F 0 &5 (2 Wik A3 W 7 | S HE L &
725 X9 BT % (Fig. 2.3(b)). FEEERDORIE TIRIE BB KONIESFIET 5729, Fig.
2.3(D)DETRZIHIT D L D ICHEN SN AET D, OB, EHMEEICHY Ko
B % ERET 5 (Fig. 2.3(C). T 4 FY = IRORED T, 2 —F—EBRIFRE ) S D

(a) Initial shape

2
82=0 .
U o
. ' b >
0 X |
Sym. :
S\ 0021
R

Fig. 2.3: Schematic of deformation in L-shaped composite during cure process:

(a) Initial shape, (b) Deformation without tool, (¢) Deformation with tool.



18| F2E LEMOESR - HMEMBHITFIEORR

Deformation w/ tool dx v dx =Y

Deformation w/o tool

Fig. 2.4: Shcematic of Timoshenko beam (Enlarged view of red squre in Fig. 2.3 (b) and (c)).

Bt x 1231 % Fig. 2.3(b)725 Fig. 2.3(c)~DHES M OEREEZ W & T2 &, wiTihiFER
Wp & EAMIET ws & OFIZ2 Y, Z ORI

dw dw,  dws

- _b 2.2.1
dx dx + dx’ ( )
L7 5 (Fig. 2.4). 2T, HAMEROMI 38 AW O 74
dwg
= 2.2.2
Y= (2.2.2)

Th s, (2.21)DLEIINE x (2B Din B 72045 (Fig. 2.3(b)) DETEHITE O FE 224k
ThHY,

d
Egzm, (2.2.3)

LR
A LA DFIR O T2, Fig. 2.5 (RT3 —F —HMOMU/NEE dOgi A2 & 2 5. EERID
WA TOIMR b, L ZHIBITR TONER, 2 T,
R -dB, =1,
(R; +t)-db,y =1,
ThoD. HNTRNIRFBHEOH AN LV BB EC 2N ERET DL, IR L, LiXmE
ATFIANCOT ey D3 AE U 7o DA E d(00+05), 3 L UNER, & N T,
R, -d(08, +65) =1,
{R,+t(1+¢&)}-d(0,+8,) =1,

(2.2.4)

(2.2.5)
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initial

Fig. 2.5: Spring-in deformation without tool at corner area.

L. A(2.24), 25)06HE L, LEFRE, XLEBT L L,
(1+eg,) d8, = —¢, - dB,, (2.2.6)
PENPND . OFT B LICHARBHRTE b0 ERET D &, A(22.6)i

do, = —&, - dO, = —¢, % (2.2.7)
EEETESD. 22T, RIIVHIIRICEIT 2HEF R E TOHEE, dx [THRIEFRTOIN
ETHD. 77 VEIZBWTI X FR~OAEZEITR Wz, A(2.2.7) & PR T, Fig. 2.3

(@B DR & Fig. 2.3(b) DA 750, 135 D T

€2
—22 (0 <x<R8,/2
ﬂ:{ g (0=x=FR8/2) , (2.2.8)
0 (R6y/2 < x < RO,/2 + 1)
ERbEIND., ZZTHIT7 TV VESERT.
HENODRINT IV IAET HHEMMEH =0 OfITE— A2 b
d*w
M = —Eyl dxzb' (2.2.9)
2, (221)-223)2RATHZ LT,
M= —Eyl- d(®; —v) (2.2.10)

dx '
DNRENND. 2T Egl XN T OF RIS, IZHEAESH 720 OWim 2 RE— AV b
R —J, BAEH =0 oF AR S I
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tG
s = Yther (2.2.11)
kshear

b, ZIZTHTHMOER, Gl AR, Konear 1THRE T W A~OH AKBOT
BT DAETEAREL (E AVBTERER I O W) TH D . IEROBLITERN TH DL E B2, A
MR TIEZ RN =0 OROOINDEE LT Kepear =1.2 &3 5[43,104]. 7235, A hmMESR
Eoks L OVE 28 A WriitE R Go DFHHIL Appendix B 123 5. X(2.2.10), (22.1)%HA
Wi 71 & #iifE— A > b OBIR

s M (2.2.12)

dx’
IRAL, 12012 Z iV TEET 5. K(2.2.8)725H0, D 2 BEsiriia—F— - 75 o ot
W20 THHDOT, T XTOMMEXT

E 3 2
Bot” dy _ ¥tGor (2.2.13)

- )

12 dx? Kgnear
&%, WHTEA(2213) %< 2T, MENDHLHE(Fig. 2.3(c)D L RMICKIT LN
MEAMOT RN EFHETE S, FEL, a—F— - 770 VHEREICEVTEY
ERERNZNED DB R D L. R (2.2.13)1T Kehear =1.2 ZRA L THEEHF 5 &

2

% _ ey, (2.2.14)
Lhh. ZZTR¥alx
10Gg,

— 2.2.15
@ Egt?’ ( )

Thd. RQR2U)DO—fiRITa—F— - 7T VEHENENT

_ Yl(x) =A16ax + Ble_ax (0 S X S RQO/Z)

Vo) = {Yz (x) =A,e™ + Bye=% (RO,/2 < x < ROy/2 + 1) (2.2.16)

LEERIND. ZITA, Ay By, BldENEHTHD.
7T UNE COMBRDOEE A BET H1-0IZ, Tl AH) & EHRER © 2 >O5
REto T TRQR216)D Y EE KD DH. X (2.2.16) DD EROREITIX 4 DD
HRULETH LN, TDH>HLIDFHEELTEY,
¥1(0) =0
v1(R8o/2) = v2(R8,/2) , (2.2.17)
M, (RO,/2) = My(R8,/2)
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Ths. NR217)iTEnEN, a—F—HREm TCONHEME, a—F— - 7T PHTO
OTHBLOE— AL FOHERRMEEZRT. £D 1 DOFERFMITBE HORE,

M,(R8,/2 +1) = 0, (2.2.18)
Thd. X217, (2.218)% X (2.216)IA LS EEAERD D &,

A - e +e £,
17 0q - (ea(R8o/2+D) 4 g-a(RBo/2+D)) R
e + e €,
Bl = _Al = e
2a - (ea(RBo/2+]) 4 g=a(ROe/2+D) R
1— e—aReo eaRGO/Z _ e—aReo/Z € (2'2'19)
A, =— A = _e—a(R90/2+l) . .02
2 14 e2al 1 Za(ea(Reo/z+1) + e—a(RGO/2+l)) R
RO,/2 _ ,—aR0,/2
B = A.e2a(R8/24) — _,a(R8o/2+0) . e T"ol" — e B2
2 2 2a(e®(R8/2+1) 4 g-a(RBo/2+D) R’
L. K(2.2.16) & HX(22.19) X v, SEESH B TOMI
( & cosh(al) ]
- — 4. . h 0<x<RO,/2
|y1(x) aR cosh{a(R6,/2 + 1)} sinh(ax) (0= x < R8o/2)
y(x) = 4 & sinh(a RBy/2) , (2.2.20)
= —_— — . h Re 2 l -
|YZ ) aR cosh{a(R6,/2 + 1)} cosh{a(R8y/2 + 1 - x)}
\ (R8,/2 < x < R8y/2 + 1)

L%, 22T, WAEAMOT R LENEEDT HOFF T EGDLEDLDIT, y=y&FE

&, HAEEDT e EDOLEZRD &

(x) 1 cosh(al)

& ~ aR Cosh{a(RG /2+ D}
y2(x) 1 sinh(a ROy/2)

& ~ aR cosh{a(RGO/Z + D}
\ (RO,/2 < x < RO,/2 + 1)

L0, 5T LHENOT B KO RVIBENGOND. LUF TIEZ OEZE AN - &
EOT AL &S, AW - BE O B S 7 AN AL R O O B 235824 L 72 B
OEABOTHEETT. ZOMITHIRS LONLE x 236 U5E, 9PEHE a OARITKTE L,
FAUMERO LT E2RTIHETHD. TAN - BMEOTHELEAKREVE, SAUBER
LT WZ EAERT. KRIZ, Fig. 22D L9722 AT v 7 ET /N TORMBIREORE AT
WTCIRRS. 1 A7 v 7HTRATAERITNQR2Y)TEST I ENTEDHD, BAKRHIIZZ
DN, FIZHITIC X DER(dw/dX) DA AR S D . Z AU B O BHEAS AWt o
WA T ZAREETH 572, B AWIAIE DR ELRFIZHE A L 7o AW S 3 A S 4T
b, BIRICHEZDRENNSWDTHS, —J, MMM FITBE S W O E 2 =)
L7, W bR L OWRRE T2/ & <, B BIRF IS I A U 7o fi Z8 T L I R IR A Ji

-sinh(ax) (0 <x < RO,/2)

(2.2.21)

&

(-
y(x) {
- | - cosh{a(RO,/2 + 1 —x)}
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IND. E X ICBIT 2P ERIC L a6 13R(2.2.1)-(2.2.3) L Y

de

2 _ — 2.2.22

T = 000 —v(), ( )
THD. OIMMEIIK S 2WMETH DD T, H(2.2.22)0 5, FIEROWAMOT Ay kK
TWVER, BRRICRAET AIERE-E LTINS 2D Z Enbhd. K(2222) %575

LTI ITUVRICRIT DRI ERD D &

8= ——dx = {85(x) —v(x)}dx
R,z 04X RO, /2

B fReO/ZH £,00 & sinh(a RB,/2)
= x0, /2 2  aR cosh{a(R8,/2 + 1)}
8l 1 sinh(a R6y/2)

TR [7 T &R’ cosh{a(RB,/2 + 1)} sinh(ab)|,

R60/2+ldwb jReo/2+l

-cosh{a(R0,/2 + 1 —x)}| dx (2.2.23)

L%, ZITEREa—T = 7T VERE T T VIO N EZ R L, Spring-in
ERTIHECTHD.
RITIHER CHAMETERN TERWE D ITHIRDA S D56 O 2RO 5. IR & %
By, BEREMF@R21000R 00 I
Y2(R8o/2+1) =0, (2.2.24)

LR HDOT, BT AL A, B, BylIR(22.16), (22.17), (22.24)L Y,

( eal _ e—al £,
Ap=— 2a - (e*R8o/2HD — g-a(R8e/2+D)) R
eal _ e—al g,
By = —A1 = o Ree /24D — o—aROg2 DY ]
2a (e (RBo/2+1) _ p—a(RBy/ )) R
1 — e—aRBo/2 @@RB0/2 _ 5—aR6,/2 £ (2.2.25)
A = = —a(RO/2+1) . L2
2 1 — e2al 1 Za(ea(R90/2+l) _ e—a(R90/2+l)) R
80/2 _ p—aR8y/
B. = /. e2a(R80/2+D) — _a(ROe/2+0) . efho/2 — g7/ )
2 2 2a(ea®80/2+D) — g-a(Re/2+D) R’
LEpND. {(2.2.25)% X (2.2.16)I2fC AT D &
& sinh(al) ]
=—-—" * sinh 0 <x <R6,/2
i) = =R Snhta(Re, 2 + D Snh@x) (0= x < R8o/2)
y(x) = g  sinh(aR6,/2) ) (2.2.26)

-sinh{a(RO,/2 + 1 — x)}

(0 = = R htaRe, /2 + D)
(ROy/2 <x <RO,/2+1)

L%, ImEbE B EREIRRIC, EAM - MEOT L, BIOESZKRD D L
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v1(x) 1 _ sinh(al) .
w | & R Sinh{a(R6,/26,+ D) sinh(ax) (0 < x < R6,/2)
PR v00 1 sinh(aR8,/2) . @227

- sinh{a(RBy/2 + 1 — x)}

2 g aR sinh{a(R8,/2 + D)}

(R8,/2 < x < RO6y/2+1)

—dx= —g,|—

Reo/2+ldw eol 1 sinh(a Reo/Z)
°" Leo/z dx 2 @R sinh{a(Ro,/2 1 Dy Lcosmal — 13, (2.2.28)

L.

2.3. ARERBINFE

PEERMEAT DRGIERS LY, WERIRRED X 0 B R MGE A AT O 720, ULHA RS Y 7
k7 =7 Abaqus 6.14 (Dassault Systems Inc.)Z i L, A FREFEMITA41T>72. Fig. 2.6 IZfiE
WFrETFNERT. BT /WL LM OMPEZ BB L U4 #r DA% ET b L, FREMI
L0 RKREHBE L. S HET T 70 UR 45mm, 18 3smmG Bt 2 B8 Ly D T
TAb), == 6.4mm, 7T VRIAE 90° & Lo, FEEMERKIL[0,/904/04]s (20-ply,
JEZx 1 2.5mm) , [904/04]2s (32-ply, JEZ : 4.4mm) , [90404)ss (64-ply, T~ : 8.8mm) @ 3
FFAER L, WEORELER L. ZZCIIRFAMZ 0L ER L. G EITRIE
MR ET ML, BEERIENT & RARICERHS « 16 B O IT I ~DEEERIT 220 & AR
E LT 21T o 72

TEALIRF D EAEZEAL INER O T 7036 K OMRASTRIRIC 5- 2 2 B e B 53T 572012, And
DEHNCT2 AT v TN ZAT -T2, (2.1 DORERKHIOE AIZ1X Abagus D — W —H 7)1

—F > TdH D UMAT 2 L7=(Appendix D). 31 27 v 7 HTIX, HDHHHEHMERE,

Part
(1/4 model)

2
90° Initial shape
/v Y T—b 1

x: 0°direction g
. Xsymm. 0 -
& i

Strain measurement  Displacement

Tool (rigid)

(a) (b)
Fig. 2.6: FEA model for L-shaped CFRP:

(a) part with boundary conditions, (b) displacement and strain measurement.
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DOBEOYMHEEZHERA L, MEZEEE L72 0.3MPa [T, A H LI O 7 & FEfE L
72 1000peDJERFOT A EIREZIC LV 52 7. 72720, 1 A7 v 7 H CHIE &8 L7z
0.3MPa DJENZMZ 1255, EAAFROMIMENMES, Ay a2DEnBnAE Tz, 0 A
Ty 7 & LRI Ey 23 1000MPa O CIE 2N 72, ZHUC XD AT DG
T OFRIIEFITN SN, 1 AT v 7HTEATINHOTABL N2 27 v 7HD
TR BTG 2 D883/, 2 27 v 7 B TIIBHEHMER En &2 0 7 2 KHED 3000MPa
CELEWT2t%, JENEME L. 728, 2 A7 v 7 HTIXOTHIEE 2 T,
AIRERMATTIZ L AT v 7 HOBEHMER Ey & LTS5, 25, 50, 100MPa [Z DWW TZ 4
T 24TV, 1 AT v TR TROMRIETRIZE T 58 AW - MEOTALBITN2 2
Ty T AKTRIO a—F— « 7T U URRE T T ORI O N 75 % FHAI L 72 (Fig. 2.6(b)).
Fio, BHREOBUIGEIC L 2B EELET 572012 1 A7 v 7 HOBAEHIEZREA 3000MPa
DIFEIZDWTHINT 21T o7z, 7 7 v VB OBEFR S DV I BRGRAEAT & [FIER I,
F—A Mol (UREHMH), BLOmEEN A L GREHHH) 02 &2 Lz, £z,
RIRDH T T VR IITKT DT ATV, T OB T L 7.

2.4. BRITHER

Fig. 2.7 (ZBEEREAT (3N(2.2.20)) b L VA BREEFRMMT TR S L7zl B S ToH A
Wi - ELOT AL A~ Bl = — T — R O ORRRE x 2R, FERR TR BRER AT
&R TR T A IR R OFRER LT 5 &, T XTOREHMERT, OF Rk a—
T—ETHEINL, 77 VI m Do TR T MR —%T 5. FZHRIED 2.5mm &
F OV 8.8mm TILPER - AIRERMHIT N EENNCS X< —FEL TV, HIE 4.4mm Tt
JEA A~ HG & A TRERMNT OZER R E WELEH & LTI, BT ICRBT 2 IE T
HAMNS D M OPENZET D, BERENT TIIEARIS D BRE R TRRE R D 2
B A E T 525, A REFEMT ) SHUE 4.4mm OFEEREK TI% 2.5, 8.8 mm Tk, 2
WA B BN T= WIS S A A B Te. 2O Z &I L0 BliEs & AIRERMATIC =N
EUTZEEBEZOND. AW TIONWIETT A 5504 2 AHIET HI121ER(2.2.11) D Kehear %188 24 72
BICEZDMENDS. LirL, RTOREICBWT, BlEmidARESRZAENT O R 2 i
BEL TR, BERMITIC L0 NEREBEE + 0B TR TH D 2 L VRS LTz,

Fig. 2.8Q@)IZIi RN e WG D a—TF— « 77 U UERD G 25mm B - AiE 2B 1T
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Fig. 2.7: Theoretical and numerical analysis results without edge constraint: (a) just after gelation
(Em: 5 MPa), (b)-(d) during cure chemical reaction (En: 25-100 MPa), (e) during cooling (En: 3000

MPa)
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-

0.04 T T

HH w Radford

‘o 03 ---Cure---:---/-

B 08 8 003 |° /

c

£ E] <@

# 06 £ TN

& = 0.02 B

g 04 ) :

5 £ 6.8 >

€ 02 § 0.01 r oc.omm Theory

o a o FEA

£ — N N

nw 0 (a] 0
1 10 100 1000 10000 1 10 100 1000 10000
Modulus of matrix resin (1st step), Em [MPa] Modulus of matrix resin (1st step), Em [MPa]

(@) (b)
Fig. 2.8: Theoretical and numerical analysis results as a function of resin Young’s modulus (Ep,):
(a) Shear/Normal strain ratio at 25mm from corner, (b) displacement at edge for 1000 e

through-thickness strain

D AW TEOT LA BRI RO E LR, Fig. 2.7 & Fig. 2.8(a) & Jiz, HE
ICEBENICONTEZD L, BIENEVE, AR BEOTRENKRE L, ZOMHEM
VLB L D H% (Em: 50MPa) 7> 5 £ H(Em: 100MPa) (22> CORER TR EWZ ERbnd. *
ToHMER O A T 5 L, RTOREICE LT, BRI T 5 & s T
AW - MELOT AV NE L, lHTERISH L, TAMEESHSIT NS W &2
L. ZHUTE b ER L, BIEFER En2S BRI DR, EEM B A WA HE N
L, AMER LIS K 22 ENRRTHH EEXOND. 22HITERELIZLIIC, &
A 72 BB ST VT T BT RIS E 2 RIE T 720, M{bOMERIZAEVR AT &3
M+ 5EEz b5, EERICARERMEN B L 0R(2.2.23) L 0 3HE & 5 iml 28 B & (Fig.
2.8(D)ITFMERNFE VR R E <, H&HEMAIC Radford (1320 HHEE S AHEICIESL . %
7 [F CHEROE, MROFNEBREIIRE V. TIVIHRESEOER, TR ME<,
HITEE LT R0 THD.

WIZ, 77 Vi OBERFIFICOWNWTELET S, Fig. 2.9 137 7 & Vimiblo B\ W T
BT AANETE L WA Gaiidd) o AW mME O A0 TH 5. Blin(2.2.27)
& A BREF AT DR R MR — B L T 5. BHIREFHMESR En 728 5SMPa TR & FEA TZENK
VO, FAWRIPEIME S, HAMZER L L 5 &3 283 i il X 0 278 2 Hiil
S, WHITTORHBNRRELRDLHTDTHDLEEZDLND. Fig. 2.7 127wl B B ORE R
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Fig. 2.9: Theoretical and numerical analysis results with edge constraint: (a) just after gelation (En: 5

MPa), (b)-(d) during cure chemical reaction (En,: 25-100 MPa), (e) during cooling (Er,: 3000 MPa).
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IR, 77 U VHTOT AR BIBISEWETELL L TWD Z Enbnd. £, WE
RBNEHIER N OT R G X D EDN NS DD, Sadl a3 85w AW - HEE
OFT BRI E 2 2B A BLET 572012, WE 44mm OEEICBE LT, a—F—Hnb 25
mm B LE T O AW - TEOT AL A BRI En OFF% S L T Fig. 2.10 (27”7
7 Z P O R NE FAPE R RN EETE TR E <, D% 0 b InEERE IS
WA E B - FROFERITIZIER Cic/2 5. 72¥5, Fig. 2.7-Fig. 2.10 ([ZiX = —F—H

ICEAMEET 5 (EABRIMEDMERY) 56 08 AW - EOT Zbbn/d RS TU
%. ARBEPEREIR T, SHESE R O&METIE Fig. 27@ISTRT L 5127 T U PRNEBICB VT HIE
En/d DE L2 DD, SEER O &M TIE, Fig. 9@ & 9 (SHEab iz a2 AW
R S s.

AW - MEOT AT ERLLEEEAWOTAETHY, TAMICHET S L5 %
HZLEWTEDH., 22T, FMRE2HEMAT D701, Fig. 2.7, Fig. 2.9 OE AN « BE O
IR DOFER A TN, SN DEMIZ 0D At A R~ d & Fig. 211 OREEM O X 5 (12
% . Fig. 2.11@)IZEEAL O RTHED K O W HF R IZ e, A8 AR 2RO 5A, Fig.
2.11(0) 1T DD K 5 I AR VWIS @GS DR TH S, F£72, Fig. 2.11(c)l%
WA O X O I ABIIMERIEE ICEWEE 2Rt 2T Ta—F—HTIIBEENS DX
JED EIMERKEZ V. B ABRIEMROEA(Fig. 2.11()), 7 7 > Vil TR & 725 hf
EREL, HSMEETRKRESEAUMERT L. 77 0 VRERTIEEN L DRI INE X
DHREVWHLOD, KIEMEDOEI/NSV., a—F—ERENW EE2BETLHE, A

[N

T
_Chemical reaction /4
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Modulus of matrixresin (1st step), Em [MPa]

Fig. 2.10: Comparison of shear/normal strain ratio between free and constranted edge conditions.
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(a) Low shear stiffness case Autoclave pressure, p
|
/\/\,/ I

: |
1

o Reaction force from tool, f(x)
1
!

concentrated force

(b) Middle shear stiffness case

Vv v v v v

(c) High shear stiffness case | balance
—

%rllllélllllll

fx)=p

Fig. 2.11: Schematic of distributed load from pressure and tool: (a) Low shear stiffness case, (b)

Middle shear stiffness case, and (c) High shear stiffness case.
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Wi E ARG E I o — =B LT 7 o DIREs CHEP N A2 2T 5 3 AT IZiT i E
DA 5 TND Z ERbnD. FAMRIED R = W& (Fig. 2.11(b)), 77 v U2k
THEX Y AP DOO, S TOEFNINS <, WD 2 —F —HIZm
AR E SIS 2RO T & 72 5. IREFIROGEX, 7T o ViR TR AMETE
FAE LW, I Co® AN, B X OG0 £ P EITRAET, Fig. 2.11(b)
& RRRZR RT3 AR & 72 D . W HIBFIC 1T Fig. 2110V K D18, HDHAE X 0 LB 7= 5T
TIIMEE KR 20 GV, AW B IO — A v MIRAE LRV, Z 2T, Fig. 2.11(a),
OYDEHIIZT T U VDIRNHFIZBWTRAET DE—A L MyfilE, 77 VICBWTK
v (warpage) S FEAET HZ L EZREL TWD. JATIFFECIL 7 7 & 2 D warpage 13RS 7 v
LRTOBIRITER T2 Z EAEM SN TS, L L2an s, KREFIE L & CFRP 1280
T MEAZITH warpage 23%AET DL WO HERMAZRLTEBY, REZFOMEIZI
warpage & & b 7 LD Spring-in & Pl 2 MR B 5 .

W, BT D7 T v VRERTA—FIIRY, 7T UNERBERICE 2 D EBIC
DWTEZEZED D, T T TIENE 6.4 mm, FEERERK[904/04]25(32 f&), HAEHME=E E, 50MPa
EL, 77U VRN 0CAEF), 20, 50, 100, 200 mm OEFEIZOWTREEIT- 7.
Fig. 2.12 (a)i2:(2.2.21) & FEIZ RO 7 b H RIS I 1T D E AW - |EOT AL 2o~ T
ENENDT T VRS Ta—F—HICRET HEAMOT HILZIERRE TH L —F,
TIUVHTIRT T UUNRWIEERABOTARRELSBATL I LR ND. T
TIUVNREWRE, BREOREL T OMTE— A FAREIFEEL, TAMIZED
EROEIGW NS RDTDThHhLEFZEx b5, FEEICK(2.2.10)I12 L 0 FHHE L7 dhif £
— A ¥ b OS5I (Fig. 2.12 (b)) L ORFrm IZ351F 5F— A > M(Fig. 212 (C) DAE RN D, 7
TUVNEL RDIEEMITE— A IRRKREVWZ ERNDMNS. 77V L(E0mmE 7T
y20mm ikt oL, 77 20mm CRERE—ALMRBEELTEY, ZOE—
AV MTEY EREZRRRBRIZRIC O RERBODELD. 2O Z &b Kappel [27]15345
WTo5Lo12, 770V CRE LBITIEBRNRRY, W7 I7 0V ThosTHI
ER R KO ATIZ B X DR RENWZ L RDND.

—Ji, 77 100mm & 200 mm &S &, AT L EAM - BMEOT AL, BX
E— A > MIUFIER Uofi &9 (Fig. 2.12 (a), (b). ZHiZ7 7o IREWVSES, a—7
=6 —ELL RN ALE T AW I AET S &, RO RIC LY, WhiFEeE—2 2 b
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Fig. 2.12: Effect of flange length: (a) shear/normal strain ratio distribution, (b) bending moment

distribution, (c) bending moment at symmetric plane.
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MREL RV FTETCLEY, RBEUEOMITEELREAELTLEI LD THDLEEZDLN
5. 772200 mm O — A TIEZEOAE D) 100 mm ToH Y, 100 ~200 mm OELFH Tl
INE LB BN S DR AIRSD EVY, Fig. 211 R THESEK O L I BAW 230 & 72 5.
2F0, —EUEOT T U VR IOEE, \REFRBROITE—A Y MR ET S0
AL « BEIFIZR AT DN O T B TEE O Spring-in fEIC 5 2 D8 [RIRRE & 72 5.
¥, AW 0 LR DAEITE AWRIMEIIKAE T 2720, BEEgRds X OB #MR
LV RRDETHD.

(CAFLRRARNT THEOTISHPE, BLOHEERIC O VW TRIEICER TS, %k o

, BIETT R OX AV I 3 M OPUENIEENLETH D, ZORIZOWTIIARE
T2 L2 ML, K(2.2.11)D Koneo Z Y Z2MEICE T+ 5 2 L THE 2 L35 2 L
ARECHDHEEZDLND. 2 8H & LTa—F—fHIiciB W THMBEEN GRS Z &8
FIFHN5. Fig. 2.7 BEXOFig. 29 I2BWT, 770 P TldHEm & ARERMTN L < —%
LTW5A, ZRICH_Ra—— (I TiEEN K E V. BEERARAT CIXEM I FIca R & #
fih L, HERSMMEIMZOND EAE LTS, LoLaen b, MEe /A5 E AN
JEREBZ D&, M - IBEMICSEEANNE L 720, FEEIITEM BB E» OB T L
FH. ZORER, 7T TVEHOI B, a—F —ITEWES TIE—EDOMED R AR S,
HAMEESHENT 5. EERIS, ARERBEN Clda—F—HIEn 7 7 VHThEA
Wr« MEOTABPEIML TWD(Fig. 2.7). £72RXQ210) KD, ME A EIZER - &
PESIIC IV TRE W, JEA - mBPEREECC Z O AIIEHE Th 5 (Fig. 2.7(e)). AMFZE
TxG L Lz L BEHM O L 912, a—F—EIctTT7 7 o VR RV A3 IRE L8
AT CH IR B B K OV AT 25l lE CTH L L BERA BN DD, 77 VN
WG E, a—F—EfhEORE L L FERICKREET 256 103 LR OBR 25 0 - fif
IR R AN

F2EDFELD
ARFETIIH R LA RERAITICE D, IR, MBS, ROk

WEBONT Z0RRE, B RO ARIC G A DB a B4 LT,

F9, ILE BT /T HOW TR, fFE{LEFOMERDBZNEHOT A, BLOEREEIZE 2D
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WBLEERTH-OD 2 AT v TETMMIOWTHH LI, 20 2 A7 v 7ET IS
X, JeATHIE[43] D Shear-lag fATIC 7 7 > P& Nz 7= L A CFRP O IEMRHTE T /L % i 4E
L7z, BERRARAT ORE RIS L OE RERMHT & DG, LUTOMA AT,

o HERMNTC, G AHOmAEMEOTAREIKLRVETHS THAW - BEOT AL
ZhEs LTz,

o HiEm & AIRERMHTIC W CEER RIZFEROMER TH D, FERAEITIC L NEREE
DRFENFIHETH 5. WIEMEE L OTBIRO Ll 5%, BHEHIERMEL , BWEDE
W, BRERED T E— A v R, B X OEIUTHE D BB AETE N SN2 &R
RENTZ.

o BHEHIERIMRVEIRICE N T, 7TV UEITIASE—A Y MR EET LT L
B, TbZIZE warpage BRETDHEZZXLND. TD®, HREEROFMICIX
warpage & & TeJAFED Spring-in & X D VLERH D,

o HERATOT T PR % 0~200 mm O TR SE, YT VORBEER L. 7
Z VR OmmC ) L 20 mm DN S, FWEATH-TH 7 7V UBNHEET DS Z
LlTEY, CHICHRE— A FREL, ZOME, REMRB-EER VR T S, —
¥, 77 PR 100mm & 200 mm OLEN S, HDH—EU LD T T VR TIEIFAET
DE— AL AR KL ORMEIRIRREETE N ZER =25 2 E R LN o T2,

o FRERARHT CIIMIE ST M O AR S 53 Fi % 2 RBEICIE LT\ 5720, ZORED
BRELSTND L5 @R CIL, ARERMT/RELSRL, TAWTRIRGRE U
Kshear ZEIES 20BN 5. F I AR TIXETONME CURERSMMELZZT,
R LT 2 LEUE LTV 270, FIRERMNTCRONDEM AN S BT
LBIR AR TE V. KRR O DIIX Z OBIG &2 B8 L72E 7 /L DOREE
DETHD.
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31 KITF7A Nt
311 KIFANEUHOME

W7 7 Ao OFEL ORPEGREE, (AR, R, EERE)OEMIERL, Zh
SDEAENT 7 A " @ L CRHAIT 2 & CH 5[105,106]. &7 7 A /N1 Fig. 3.1 127
FTEoicar, 77y R, a—=FT 4 v (WB)DIBEENSRD. AT - 7Ty FIZEA
WHTAEINIT T AF v 7 BMERA SR DN, BAMEBONBOTAE=4 U »ZICi3/h
BOAEHTTAT 7 ANBILHEHEN TS, a7, 77y ROJEITEI/NZ N
e, K77 ANRNICHERAFTTDE, a7 - 77y FRRTERKFENEL, K774
NWNZETe, 2= 4 L TIEINT 7 A NGB ENORET D HP, BIOOET 7 A
FHV TCOISNEREERT S B CTHENEI5[107,108]. =2—T7 1 > ZkEE LTIARY
A I FREIREALIBHE - @B R ENHMIL U TEIREND. 7 74 B Ok
#%& LU 1297 [105-109]

® EN/NEL, MBEIRNEA~DOMDIALNES TH D, (RHFETHEM LTy v 7 rE—
R(SM) 7 7 A NI ZEFE R (9=150um : = —7 4 V7 EL)THHH, LVnT 74
NTE7V 7L 7 1R ED BV ¢=52um O H O 1 BA% TV 5[107]. )

® EHKHICEFLETHY, WESUA YL RAMuEe EORBLZIT 720,

® GHAI CEN 2 MLELET, PR H 5.

® MENRHTTIATHDID, WELICIL, @WMEEEE AT 5.

W7 7 A HEEHFBEIC S &, WL OO T D 2 & 3T & 5[105,106].
UTIZ, ZRENOFHIERBL KO 2 fHICE L 5. RbEER S OXEELH DV
SR D DFEDOREZFHT 5FETH L. ZOFETIHREDKTLONLT 71
INOREE-CHT 2l 5 2 & A TE H[110,111]. £, HDHERE FIZBIT H2{bFEED
WHELWRETHD. L, NRENE TR B KROLEEH L /RS, ax7 20
PR Ze IC K O FNC KR ERIZTODERNELHAEEMERHDH. RIZ L SOHJRE 2 S
DOWIE Z= R T 5 FHE(nterferometry) 2617 Hiv s . REMRFIE LTI~y N Yz
v 4 —(Mach-Zehnder) 5+ Th 5. ~ v/ V2 X —FWURHTIE 2 2DOK 7 7 A N\ %4l
VY, RIEREEICHE O AT CEIAICER L, &0 —HIXEHRRETSERM L
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Coating Cladding li: Incident I+: Transmitted
A _________1___
A Wavelength
e Grating cpre e /=
3 N -
8 ----- G mﬂ[m ----- -| S~ @ ((((((((()
g > TTeel .
1~few 10 mm 2l 12 erating
5 it (=204 )
b e — Wavelength

n: Refractive index in core
Ir: Reflected  A: Grating period

Fig. 3.1: Schematic and principle of optical fiber and FBG sensor.

T 5. WEICHEN G SEE, SRRSO 7 7 A N THEENPAEL, BEG L
TR R AL A 6D, ZONDEAN L OTHORRNTREL 2D, THEHD
ZOMOFE LTI, Mrngd 2 KO 77 A48 F2—72FMT 5 extrinsic
Fabry-Perot T #3H(EFPI) [112]X° A A A EPFL T3 Z 4172 SOFO ¥ A7 A[113)78 E &S
b, SEROFHANESHFLRE T 7 A N EFIHF 2 DITxt L, Fiber Bragg grating (FBG)
T IET 7 A ASHEICABIR R EST R OB A G 2 D T & TRIPTHE A & ARk z
52 %. FBG & HIZHOWTIIANIE THM LIZTIETH D720, WIEHTHNT D, &K
2T 7 A NEEROOT - 5345 O FHH & LT, Optical time domain reflectometer (OTDR)
5 & OY Optical frequency domain reflectometer (OFDR)23%1F 5415, OTDR Tlid/ VA%
OFDR Tl A B A R 2 FVy, St~ 7 A ~WNTA L D HELE(T ~ > (Raman), 7' U /L
7 > (Brillouin), LA U —(Rayleigh)8t#L)Z 119" % . OFDR "Ci3J&E il T A S & il
HOFWAEFHRT 52 & T, OTDR (T, @mWZERSREEEE mm)Z LB T 5. FEfH/
ZE[RIREI C DR « AR B 7 — ) 2B 5 Z L TROD. 2L,
OFDR L3R DAL D 22 W IERE(<100m) TOFHANZEWTE Y, OTDR & O3 iF 8
VETHD.

3.1.2. Fiber Bragg grating & > MO#Ei& - 518IRE
AT C L Fiber Bragg grating (FBG) V&4 L, EAMENEOKIEROT H 24k
ZEHA L7=. Fig. 3.11ZRT X912, FBG VIR T 7 A "D a7 O—FRIcBNT, &
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IR BT R E B2 T2 T A A Th 5. EITEOZEbIL—MAIIZ holographic 1£[114] & 7=
1% phase-mask J&[115]i1C L W fF5- &N 5. FBG b P ICInd#g e £ 7213 n A L —y—J &2 A
$WIoL, ZLv—7 4 U THBAIS CTOEBRST 5. RADEORLNERIZT 7 v 7 E
EREEI, LFORTRDEND.
A = 2nA. (3.1.1)

LT nFaroFEHERTHD. 7T v TERIIT V=T 4 U TEOOT A LN
L, NEBLD LD ITHIBRERERT 5 Z &M b ATV 5[105,106]

AL = C,-Ae+ Cp - AT, (3.1.2)
ZZT, C, CriTOT HI JONREITHT T D EBIERL, Ae, ATIZOT Ads K ONREE DZAL
BThHD. XB12LV, BEMEELZIT) ZE TOTHOFHUNAIETH DL Z ENDND.
ARFZETIFEAERC & 0 FH L 72 E 2 O TIREMIEZITY, OTHROREZT-7-.

3.1.3. J}7 7 A /\imEBD Shear-lag I|RE

FBG oY TEHAI SN A2 O T ATV 7L —T ¢ » ZEOBERE(Tail length; Fig.
BAITHAFT B, ZHUTIET 7 A Ui T D Shear-lag B15:[95,96,116]12 &k 5 1, D TH 5. Fig.

T REDINARIC K D EEMBIOZ LB L, 7 7 A4 SN OOT Btz =7 .
HO72, 7 7 A 7NE—H M OMEERZ T AICHOIAENTEY, K7 74 308780

ZITEEMEHIE) =TT 2 & DIRET D, FUERTNIBIE N RIKD T2, 7 7

A NUTEEMEOOT HIMBE LRV, —F, BIRED 7 Ab#%IL CFRP &7 7 A /[ D
FEEDNWIRED, K77 A NCOTHPMBETDEIERD. KT 7ARNDT V=T 1~
TEICAE T 0T A6 1%

& =e(C, 1) £, (3.1.3)

ERDEND. TIT, 13087 7 A 3 b3 TEWALE TOBE MBI OMHEE A 718 O

F*Z, e |% Shear-lag DFLE & 9125k (Shear-lag #%%%), CITEAMEIORIPE~ FU v 7 X,

| /% Tail length TdH % . RIFED Fig. 2.1(a) T3 & 2 ITEAMEHIM B ORELIZ VY, RIPE

~h Vw7 ACHEHL, Shearlag #f¥ie 2T 5. £ 2T, Fig. 2.1(b)D X 52 ILE I
KOS EHIZOTHNET D EE %, A (313X

des = e(C(t), 1) - d, (3.1.4)

EPTEATRELSNS., 22T, tIXFZE. Shear-lag f7%% e (3R ORELIZ VN O
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Deformation near embedded optical fiber

Before curinIg

‘ ‘ Fiber direction t

\ After curing
1

Cure shrinkage )/)) } ‘ Optical fiber
yA
(i ! \’
Tail length _H Gratings Composite strain

train in optical fiber

: - Long-tailed sensor
i< Short-tailed sensor

Glassy (Stiffness: high)
Rubbery (Stiffness: low)

Compressive strain

length
Fig. 3.2: Schematic of shear lag effect near optical fiber embedded in CFRP.

22D 1 ETHFAEML, K7 7 A NELDL0T B TR T OOT A de"1cii-5< . KEi

T T 2 X912, AWHFETIIONT 7 A N ZmstH45° 7 I H D IAT e 726D, FBG & #dD
TV—T 4 VITRETHT 7 A &Yk L=, £ D7=%, Shear-lag DR A EE L7~ LT
OFTHOFEZ T 20BN D D.

3.2. EE - HAMUV T HiHRIRE

TERDWIFETIIN T 7 A N IR D BEDT HOFHIES LS TS, —F T,
MR 2 FF oM DR LA E L 52 5 LB 2 55 AMOT ZOFHlEI LML S
TWw, HAMOTHZEFH - 5T 2 2 & T, WEOT 2 - FREEICT 8772
HRMRFOND EEBEZADND. KL TIEmA LA T IZEDIAAL TN T 7 A St oY%
FIH L, CFRPIZH1T Hmshd A, 5 OmATEEOT A2 700 L7=(Fig. 3.3). 7, i
S 4505 1) DIE GBI EREL O T P16, €55 IZOT B DA E 5 2

€has = (61 —Via +€5)/2 = (—vi, +£3)/2

45 = (5 + V5, + £5)/2 = (¥, +£5)/2 (321
245 1tYi2 + & = (vf, +€3)/2,

LD, ZZT, L Y SHITEAMBIOEANEEOT S, @AEAMOT R, HEIEE
OTREERT. KR TIE—FHFRaM L0 & — MR ERREEZ A5 720, mNEEOT
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-45° sensor

\+45° sensor

b

Fig. 3.3 Schematic of £=45° diagonally embedded sensors.

Frel [LIRINE AT OT Iyrp, ESMRE O Arety IZH~VNE L, BEHTE L ERE L.
AR 207133210 2 Xa 2 Z & T, +45°D VT 747 b mAMEE R LU
AMTOTHEFHAT 2L THD.

L2vL, A Cil~<7= % 912, tail length 2345 FBG & > Tl Shear-lag %3 % 55
HULENRH L. LA, Shear-lag B4 & 07 OF AORHEEZ ~ . wo T~ 7 7
AN HOIATEIZIE EIR o tail TNz, AR mEMRAS b Shear-lag DEE %217,
e=e (C(t), ly, ) & 72 %. Z Z Tl i tail length, I, 13 FBG 7> b i £ TOE X %27 (Fig. 3.3).
XB1ABLVE21)EY, FBG L v SN D ORI

des 45 = e(C(0) - (=dyS, + des)/2

3.2.2
465 4 = e(C(D) - (dyS, + deS)/2, (3.22)

b, 2T, HEUVotaillength B L OGHLDIAAES ITHELWLO L L, {HEOZD

T(C), Iy ) =e (C) & FTL LTV 5.
H(B2YDEROFBLOEL 0 DRt E THEOT 2 &, F28 L FEEICYy=vE LT,

f [d£+45(T) des 45(T)] drt ~f e(C( )) _def— (t)

f [d€+45(T) des 45(T)] :_f e(C)- Y12d _f e(C(D)- Y12 @ YD),

(3.2.3)

L%, I CUIBNAEHTHD. REB2)DERL, EAMEOT AT Shear-lag %%k %
I 76 TH 5728, Shear-lag £#3 e (C(t)) & FFRABI 27 7 A T L 2 EHANE & & 2
HZLEHLTED., AR TIZZN S DOfE% Shear-lag (2 X VIR SN IZOFH L EZ, K
O 7 (reduced strain) & FE5S. (EIOT74E,, y'1,13 Shear-lag RO ELZ T 5 H DD,
MR EL O Frep 36 K OVESME VBT OT Zryp, ZMSIICFHET 5 Z LR TE 5.

wiz, X@BA{FROMEEDLEFHET D L,
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€345() — £2,45(8) -~ _ dyi(t)  dy'5,(¢)
£5,5(0 + 85,50~ deS(®)  des(®)’

(3.2.4)

L% EFXOT ORI 2R, X(3.2.4)13H DR t TRAET HEAAEEOTHOHE
4y dey ETEAMNEAMOT HOE Sy dy’, DEEERLTED, TNETICRELZR2VT AR
DLTIERL, & 2HFHE t TOYMBOKFET 5. Z OEIEAIHI CER Lo AW - &
EOPFHHEQ2.2.21) E Fl—Th 5. K (3.2.4)I21% Shear-lag 2¥arr & N TEHF, FBG
U VEHI SN OTHAE AW THEAEMEO O T 2 EEMET 5 Z LR TE 5 2
LD, B OMENT & BN ATRETH 5. AW TIXMA =45 AT DA A T2 7
7 AN TR S ND O Fresys, €845 D, X(B.2.3) TH X LN HEHOT 7, BIW
A(3.24)TH 2 ONDEAMN « BMEOTHLEFFEL, LA CFRP OKERFICREAT 20T
H A% .

3.3. X#R CT 2 &k BIBHAAIKEEDIREE

DT EA~DIT 7 A 3k P HDIATIREEZRGES 272 DICHBIERAETH D X #
CT(computed tomography) % VN2 FREIE & 1T - 72 (Fig. 3.4). X # CTIZ X B & T ¢ 7 27 & )
ODRER S VDT, MIRET 4 7 7 2SIV ERLE L, JRT 5 X a4 5
L TH T NONEEEERET S, T T VITRERRE O E TR A 72 D DR
360° (F 7213 180°) HMH D DIRFZIT 3 WTTHE~ & B SN D, FERE TEAMEID
WEBEIE, TR ENTNT 7 A N ET D720, TFETIE X # CT O AR
Ao TV 5[117-120].

AMFFE TIXSATIIE[120] & [FIERIS, BB A 7 L OFF TR ZITY, R mit” 7
AN Y ZHDIALNTESGEIELL5NHBBEO L b 2B Lz, BBRAMEHZIZ
T700SC/#2592 7'V 7' L 77 (P3252-15, W LRE)Z LM L, 15 mmX15 mm (ZOIWr L7 ~7" Y 7
U 7 % R 1 [904/04]4s(64 JE) & 72 5 X 5 I Mgy, T)E 16 J8 & g 48 @lo /s,

TIXBH(ERE 500 pm) ZfEH L, #Hed 45° KR EZ BT 2. 2Dk, TR L2 HEx
i, NOFIZHT 7 A &4 A LT=(Fig. 3.5). Fig. 3.6 (5B O 2~ 3. TiEi%
B < BB A IR IR % B < T OICBER 7 ¢ L A (PTFE 77 ¢ b A, JE2% 1 0.05 mm) T/
VY, BRER R DI IS T 2 B 5 729012 PTFE & — M2 : 1 mm)&ZBLE L7z, CT #HHll
KF D STHIE D128, IEH 7D CFRP 2 7 /L RO RICE &, =0 EIZiAERH CFRP 7 U
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(b) ()
Fig. 3.4: Photograph of X-ray CT scan:

(a) Scanning machine (SkyScan 1272), (b) Enlarged view of scanning chamber, (c) Sample.

Perforation using needle

Needle
Top laminate

Bottom laminate

—
N

Optical fiber

Z,

Fig. 3.5: Diagonal embeddment method using needle.
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Side view

Optical fiber

PTFE film
glass cloth

PTFE

(Dam) Vacuum bag

Sealant

Al plate

Top view
(w/o glass cloth/vacuum bag)

15 mm

Fig. 3.6 Schematic of cure specimen for X-ray CT scanning.

ww G|

TV T EREE L. SHICEIICEESEDIZODH T AT n A l@ER, SR Ny 7
TANLTE ST, B, Ny 7T 4 VAT TRERT, 77 A 2RO L, —
F7 L—TWNTHZESZRZICV—T > F T =TI LD RESXE, 0.3MPa OINEZIT- 7.
FEfE %, FREF 60°C, 90°C 35 L UWHNED 7143 % 90°C T 2.5 e fRFFE D 4 D # A
V7T XM CT 3HIAAT o 72 (Fig. 3.7(a)). FHAIRHZIZRIE Al L, @mth Ny 7RG
AR 2D H L, CTBIESEZITY, FHIRBE Ay 72 L THIEZ D 72, EERIZEHI S
T FBIREE & Fig. 3.7(0b)IZ R T . ZNZ N OFHAIZ B W TR —DORBA 2 35 Z & T,
WA IE DAL 2 EE N IS MGET 5 2 E 3 T&E 5. X ## CT #HHIIZIX SkyScan 1272 (Brukers
Corp., ~LvXF—8hZfEH L 7.



42| HIE TWH - TAWOT HEHAIEAN OB

Cure1 Cure2

100 100 . . .
o 80 o 8 |
g 60 | g 60 |
® ®
g 40 | g 40
£ £
2 o N cT2cT3 CT4 S a0

cT1 CT scan(~5h)

0 : : : : 0 :
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 100 200 300
Time [min] Time [min]
(a) (b)

Fig. 3.7 Cure process for X-ray CT scanning:

(a) temperature program, (b) actual cure temperature in interapted cure process.

Fig. 3.8 (a) ~ (d) |(CHEf@IE#%, H-1RFF 60 °C, 90 °C % T X #t CT sHllfE RA2 /R4, FHE
ELf%(Fig. 3.8 (@) TIXRZBHIT 22 LI XY, RBEWHEDET 7 A /NJE O THJE OMHME S 17
IXFLIBH LTS £ 7 7 A /3L CRRP MICRATRIND RERZERMPH D Z &3
% . 60°CE THIRT D &, 7 7438 CFRP D ZEf /M k& < Jdid L CTu 5 (Fig. 3.8).
CHUTEZE - MEIZ X ZZEE O KB EIAIICRN - Z &, B L OFRIERITR B 2K
T U72BIE D2 E I IRAVAATE Z EI2 LD L, 7 7 A 3FE DD O—FITITKR
2o ORA KRR OND. ZOH%, BBIRETH S 90°C £ THIRT D L 60°C KRR b
77 7 A NE Y DR A RIEEICHE/N L(Fig. 3.8 (€), 7 /W btk TIEARA RARELEIC/2<L 72
STNDHZERDLND. MOIALEZ | IFEERFO LE@8 fg) L E L, L TRICHE LIEE
THHECIVDIARES Zay bo—/LT& 5. HOIALMAE I L TIIEED
MAUC KD, OB E 03 H 50, R THWZRAER A2 X i CT Ofilfy b/h&72 b 0T
HY, WESORENRD LD EZBRD. FEBEIC Fig. 3.9 (2R, #@AY 70mm ¢ CFRP
(ZHEDIANTES T 7 A 7NF 45 T AA~EREICHEDIAE TR Y, /NI 7L TR B LT
T 7 ANRND X IUTE L TR, F£72, Fig. 3.8@IC/RTHREF ROGIKHE IZH T, fEE
ELF T L BT IR FEME D L (Cat eye ; Fig. 3.10)1% 90°C FiE#121% 1.3 mm O F & £ T
HYLTWD. ZUT—HmMomshds L OEN T FICHEDIAA TG T 7 A X2 TR S
NDREMHED LN E1RIER U K& &TH H[95]. Fe1THFFE[120] DA R EZEf#HT Tl Cat eye
MIT 7 A3 O IREICE 2 D BITIFEE TN SN EARENTND
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Omin 15min (60°C)

30min (90°C) 180min (90°C 2.5h: gel)

Fig. 3.8: X-ray CT pictures during cure (side view): (a) Omin (before cure), (b) 15min up to 60°C,

(c) 30 min up to 90°C, (d) 180 min (after gelation).

Fig. 3.9: X-ray CT picture of optical fiber embedded in normal size specimen. Scan sample was cut

after cure process. Optical fiber was successfully embedded into 45° direction.
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Omin 15min (60°C)

Fiber direction

optical fiber

30min (90°C) 180min (90°C 2.5h: gel)

Fig. 3.10: X-ray CT pictures during cure (top view): (a) Omin (before cure), (b) 15min up to 60°C,

(c) 30 min up to 90°C, (d) 180 min (after gelation).

E3IEDFELD

KETIIH T 7 AN FO—FETH D FBG & Zmsitd T s iATe Z & Tl
SAEE - EAMTOT B a2 T M7 2 FEARE L. £, ROAROEDIAZIZ OV THE
i 247 > 7=.

F9, FBG B V2 &G0 T 7 A N\ VO A R ~7-%, Shear-lag 51 % & L7
KT 7 AN OOTHER L. RDFAHEOAT Y DISENBLLTFD 2 D0
WHEZER L.

o KEAERE - HARTOT A @A 245 T OB ISR E B L TH S,
Shear-lag LG DEALZIT 5 b OO, HIMEES JUEABOTHhORELZNEN
ML L CRHEi ATRE 2R E T H 5.

o AW BEOT R BIEOHTCER Lz, HORHtICHITHEEOT HIESI
KT HHEAMOT A E2RIMETHD. ZOMEIZTENETITRELZOTAEDK
TIE <, ® DK t OWMHAED IRIAKAFT 5. FHRII7RETdH 573, Shear-lag Bi5 D
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R ERTIRNTD, T 7 A N U FIRE DN S EEM B O b O OfEZ G ATHE T
bV, BIEOMNTRIR & OB ATRETH 5.

WIZ, FEBTIT 7 A 3% CFRP WECHLDIAZ, X} CT 12 L 0 HLOIAZIRE 2 34l L
7o, ZZTIEREYA 2 V0P TaniziT> 28T, HA 7 AVNOERENORMIZE
JHNIIREEDOZELEBE L, LT OMANELNT.

o ORI ERITIZESL TN T 7 A4 vV OE 0 TkHENR K, ZEBR(RA )
WFEAET D, Lo, BEZEGIE - I, 60°C £ THIRFZICIE, HEZE - MEIZL YK
EROPMEAMBICH L SRz 2 L, BROBIEHEORTICL Y A4 RIIZER O
<8BSI, YA 7 NVEEED D LT MEETICRA FIEERIIR< 5.

o T 7 A NRDIFEIC K DHED K u(cat eye)iTHLDIAE R T 3.6mm OE X THDH A,
RIE% T 1.3mm OE S £ TH/NT 5. ZORESFRNFENZHEDIAALTN T 7 A 3
THAET D cat eye LRIFRETH Y, FTATHIRN OB O VIREICE X DI/ W T
EPREINTND.

o ETFRBICHBULEBT A HEICLY, HORARESE XOHHAHIBET S 2 &2 afE
Thod.
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4.1. RE&AFE
WIER 2% 3 >0 L AR ZFR L, WEPSBIZRONEOT A2 b X OFRREE
(052 D5 8% B8 LT BT OFEIEERLILER 2 T OMEMT & [FIERIZ, [0/904/04]s (20-ply,
LIT DERERER ), OBRIEZ 0 25mm) , [904/04]s (32-ply, LAR TPyt , pk
TEAZIE % © 4.4mm) , [904/04)ss (64-ply, LLF TEREHERF) , ARIBZEA : 88mm) & L
7o, TNETNOREBRA O 7 F 2 DR XX 45mm, 18X 70mm ERE— L2 MEHIILE Y 7
L7 T700SC/#2592 (P3252-15, 3R L(REL) ZAEMH L7-. MM CIIaifl - BUE D580 7
BERTLHOICIRE L OBEBRA B LIc7o, B CTHIEE & OEMMR 2K 5 72
Z Polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) 7 ¢ /L & (JEA : 100um) % 2 Kk S if 727 1 I #lis A
(Z—F—$8% 6.4mm) (27 Y 7L 7 %RE Lc. 2 2Tk L BUMICATE CRGEE L 72 #9
AATIEIZE DT 7 A BT 28 biATe. L L, LB Tlda—F —OFEEIZLD
AIEO L DI b TREMNAIC T ToOEErRNETHL. 22T, UTDOX S RFELM
WT k- TS ET 807y 7Ly (LT [FE) ) 288 L%, £ 50um
DWENPTFE 7 4 N e ZO7 ) 77 BICRE L. Zhud ks TEZS0, 67 743
DDA RS Z EFEIZIRO D7D ThH D, T 7 A NDT L—T 4 » TEDRIEH R
B EDIEEEZ L, TRITEARERR 2 28, PRHEEBER 2 458, ERHERR S 16 & &
L7z, o7V 7vs7 (LLF TEE) ) 1250umE PTFE O BICFEE L7z, &2 Co7 )~
L7 EREE%, TR, EEER X 0N50um PTFE 20 ke, 1@ EESIC 100um PTFE %4
B, #F (EF 500um) & L, PTFE #&te BB D £45° 5N 2 Bl S H .
RONLE T —F =805 25mm, S 6 20mm B2 fiE Ch v, ThEhot o HH
1% 30mm Efii T % (Fig. 4.1). RZEBIT 7214, S50umPTFE 72 LIC L@ % F/EicEl, RBRA
PIRAEFEE L. HEROMEICBIERAZ T 57200 PTFE #inH (LK, #4) %
LiE L, FEER BT 7 A7 m A&, RERENX LT T A NVATEST-. TOHK,
R OROMEIZEDOENAX T 7 4V ACHREBT, FBG ¥ &2HlDIAL, 10
AT AT —F > b7 — 7 (#) 10mm X 10mm)iZ & D XA BN TE.
FBG & > IR OREIZISE UCtail length i KONV L—T 4 V7 RSOERDZ L 0%
i U7, ERERER A2l tail length 728 1.5mm, 7' L —F ¢ > 7 &A% 0.4mm @ FBG &,
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Side view Top view
A
+45° sensor -45° sensor
-45° sensor
v 2 y

30 mm
ww Q/

Schematic of
embedment

Material: T700S/2592
Layup: cross-ply

+45° sensor
v

d—>» & »
TN Lt

Corner Flange (45mm)

20 mm

Fig. 4.1: Photograph of cured specimen (left) and specimen size and sensor position (right).

HRER RIS tail length 2% 2mm, 7' L—F ¢ U 7 KA Imm @ FBG & v, ERFHER A IC
IZ tail length 23 3mm, 'L —7 4 V7 EN 1 mm D FBG o V& L7-. AisE Tt L
918, ZNHOEWHEROTAHEEG2INCITEEL 52 508, SAN - BEOT 4
H(RE2A))ICITEEL 5.2 ¢, ERREMITOEBLRNRETHS. £, K BVER 2R
JEH T EDIA T, FRER A DIREEFHAIRS K O — ~ 7 L— T OIREERIE AN L7,

Sensor
(Stereo camera)

Fig. 4.2: 3D shape scanning using optical measurement system (ATOS).
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RETITE S X%, A— N7 L —7 N 0.3MPa Afaf FCHIE L7z, BRIEY A 7 nid
2°C/min 5, 90°C 7 W§fElfR4%r, 2°Cimin (hEIE L7z, 1GE L O Z IR 272012,
BEFOEZEE Y 0.00IMPa & L, 4 — hZ L—7MEXITHT, BET v 7T ARMIEIEE
(90°C)IZEIE L /=B 5T/ 7N A E22(0.1MPa) 2 L, JIE(0.3MPa) & 1T~ 7-. HiZ, 1k
WHEOT OB L RRET 2720, MERROME 5 EANIEIER X OHNEEZTT 72,
FBG I L OBVEX DOJSEFHANL 2 ot & Uiz, B ERIZIRIT 3 kT TARFHAIE
ATOS (GOM mbH, F5FE (FEHE(FZE) :6um LT, KA &) & LaHAl L7 (Fig. 4.2)

4.2. HABRR

Fig. 4.3 9 WEER 7 (32-ply) D+45°|ZHEDIA A TE FBG & W OFHARE R 2R3, 72k,
K(3.1.2 DI EM E TR NICHLDIA A TS K BVE ST OIRE 2 U=, Aflit 4 — 7
L — 7 AR AR © OIE[], fithlEL FBG & 2 D U A ds KL OB EBIZHLDIA A7
B CEMAI L 72iREE A 7R 97, 0~200 43 THAET 2 OF A IHIRE ERIC X D BIIEo#(bick
KT 2bDEEZLN, BENRERICT) - BERICHEZDBIINEVWEEZHND. 200
53 LA Clda5° 5 T FEME O A2 31 L7, ZAUE R IR OB LA ISV, SR o
WD B U, 7 7 A AN B O TR ET D K IR 2 DR TH 5.
KWFFETIE, 7 7 A SHECIGHEO T 25 Lig 5 KA 7 bR L EFRT SH. FBG
T U DEHAT D BT O A 3-45° 7 TN b+ A5 M D N RENWZ En3bond. F
7=, FOZEIMLOFTH(200~350 73 FE) TIAR Y, fH{bE Tl e/ hsuv, #(3.2.1)
MD, +45°F Y DT EAMTOT HITER T 5720, BALORTPETIRREIHS, BED
TR T 2 AWOTHAORENKRENEZZ 6N, HHRIERNZIEH - MEIZX D0
FTHDOEAR RS, BVIGHEIC X D81 DFEAEDREE ST 4. 500 43 LARE OO iy Kl F2
IZR W CTHEBGHE ISR 92 O T B FHI STz, +45° 5 A0 K & 78 k% 7oA 5 03,
+A5°10 ] CRBRDEL N A 6, TAMERIT N SWEZ 265,

L BB NI R AT D im s AU - |E O A4 X0 BRI EEHm T 5729, X(3.2.3)% H
W T #4551 o O R BARIOTE,, v & dtH L7z, Fig. 4.4 (29 ARER i D18
OF R AR Z ST, LRI RE O T HE DR L D LTV —F, HABOT e,
VLR % 45(350~500 43) TOZALINNEWZ LD, ZDZ Lk, LRISIZHEN,
L BB IR COETE A 1 = XA L0, HAMSEL HHNT S B~ B L TWD Z &R bnb.
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M ANEFE TIXBUNHEIC X D2 BMEOTHOLEN RO D, BMEOT HIIKT 2 EABOT
HDEAT/NS W2, D% ERKICHIT AN BN TH L LE2bND. Mk
XV, 70U EATL L ARBRA OLE TOELIEEE, R8I OBLEE MRV (LT
FIZBNT, AR RET 5 2 L NFERNITRS L.

R & AR - JEERER 7 D445 U0 BRI O A 2 3H 5 L 72 #5 R % Fig.
45107, A THELORTE TEAMOT AN ET L2600, TREERA LY

Chemical Cooling

1000 100
- 0 80 4
=N @
€ 1000 60 3
© - o
£ 3
g g
3 2000 40 3
o o
(@]
“ 3000 20 =
-4000 ' ' ' ' ' 0

0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Time [min]

Fig. 4.3: Measured diagonal (x45°) strains in middle thickness specimen (32-ply).

Chemical Cooling
I(A L) (A L)
—. 1000 T —— T T — — 100
E >
g 0 T 80
£ 1000 @
@ Shear 3
S 2000 | 60 3
- 3000 Normal 2..
g - 40 3
-4000 P
O
e I 20 =
§ -5000 Spring-in: 0.47°
§ _6000 1 1 1 1 1 O
'd 0 100 200 300 400 500 600

Time [min]

Fig. 4.4: Reduced normal and shear strain in middle thickness specimen (32-ply).
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BN 270 fHEP D EAMOTHICER A LR D, —F, EREERA Tl
WREAEIZBWTEAMOTHRRLICHEEL TNWD Z e, MHEHME TR TO
BEICBNT, BEOTAICK L TEABMOTHINNEL, REICEBERM NSV, 2
O DOFHFER S, WEPWNEHOT I 2 2 BT LRFICRE <, mARTHI WD
NG, FI2E 2 BEOMPTRER & FERICERIZE, TAMEE AL U0 WM E w23

Chemical Cooling
< f—=—
— 1000 T T T T = 100
2
0 __________
.g 80 =
® 1000 3
§ Shear 60 3T
& -2000 Normal 8
s 40 3
E -3000 —_
(<) O
-§ 4000 ————— 20
S Spring-in: 0.53
'8 _5000 1 1 1 1 1 0
14 0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Time [min]

(@)

Chemical Cooling
1000 ——=— . I‘ : . 'I‘. 100
g2 >
-E 80 =
E -1000 S
§ -2000 60 3
5 o
g -3000 40 %
5 -4000 S
'g 5000 20~
§ Spring-in: 0.38°
8 _6000 1 1 1 1 1 0
14 0 100 200 300 400 500 600

Time [min]
(b)
Fig. 4.5: Reduced normal and shear strains and spring-in value

in (a) thin (20-ply) and (b) thick (64-ply) specimen.
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RENT. L, XB23)TEDLEND L HIT, KOT4E,, Y ,iE Shear-lag #%%ad
WREZIT D20, Fig 4.4 3 L OVFig. 4.5 OFERZRIEH CEBEE T2 2 LA TE R0,
% 2T, (B.2.4)) 5 Shear-lag 7o DB E Z T I AW - MEOTALLEZFE L, M
{RIRRERS L UOWEIZ L 2 E W 2 L 0 EEAITHRGEE L 7.

K(3.24) % ST R AMT + BIEOTHIL A FHET 5. K(3.2.4) Tlad5°J7H1Z 2 AL O R
TN E L T2 20, EBRTIXZ DA EHEFHITE 20z, X(B24)%& 20t LfE

Ay,iz (©) _Aeg (1) — Aed 45(0)

AeS() ~ AeS,o(t) + AeS (b)) (4.2.1)

ZEHET 5. Fig. 4.6 (I (4.2.)OFEICET HEEM 2R3, X(4.2.)0FEIZHE N TES)
FEOARIRTEE O I (Ae ()= A 445’ () + Ae 45°(1)) 723 100peZEfb 95 Z LIl A FHr L. &2
BEOMHTTER LT 2 DDT7 T v Vbt 2 et d 5 72012, FPRRER R O FEEE R %
EAT A% F(Fig. 2.10) & ff8 T Fig. 4.7 I3 AR OT B DOFER(Fig. 4.4)5 b m AR X1 AW
OTHOEALD/NE N2, Fig. 4.7(a) DSBS R TIXBLF ORER DB A mT . EERORA
HhIRER, MRATIZEELE CH Y, el XL AW - EEOT A E RS, B R IERER
RIBIZPEN ERAT 52 L 2B E R, TROORREHET DL, TR EABOT A
W4 I B L, BEERFICHK) 0.2 F TR T 5 FEBRRE R 2 BBl 2 243 B BT
bDZENDND. EBRTIIBIERNZBIET 2720127 7 0 Phaihic PTFE foia B4 44

— 0 T T T T T 100
2

= _

g 500 r \ 0
» ! 3
g ’ — J60 B
£ 1000 | Shear Y1, S
= 40 3
CE) 1500 o g
c - Normal €, 1 20 -
©

@

S

B -2000 ' 0

14 200 250 300 350 400

Time [min]

Fig. 4.6: Calculation method for shear/normal strain ratio.
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— 1 T T T T — 1 L - T T
'é' [® n/4 'é' “Chemlcalreactlon N /4
'ﬁo.e-% ---------- L 5 08 s 4 PP d -
£ 06 _-> % 1 £ 06 Theory|
ﬁ : § : © FEA
© . ©
£ 04 4 € Er 100MPa . E 04 w/ const. T
2 - g
= 02 | E,:25MPa =02
S m © Cure proceeds
] . . )
5 o . . t:4.4mm Experiment & o :> .
0 50 100 150 200 250 1 10 100 1000 10000
Time from gelation [min)] Modulus of matrix resin (1st step), Em [MPa]
(a) (b)
Fig. 4.7: Shear/normal strain ratio of 4.4 mm thickness specimen;
(a) experiment, (b) analysis (Fig. 2.10)

— 1 - T T T T

= -y

o

08 e - - -

S k) % )

S 06 | ~.t‘ Thick (t: 8.8mm) /4

17} “»

® * =

E 04 e -

‘23 - -

© 0. B A

§ 0.2 /-w%

7 0 Thin (t: 2.5mm) Middle (t: 4.4mm)

0 50 100 150 200 250
Time from gelation [min]
Fig. 4.8: Shear/normal strain ration development during chemical cure reaction.

MULZD, ZORRERND, D & bARRBROFIHNICIH N TIZ OBEOZEN/N S W

ZEWRENT. ZOXIITHNEOT HEHZIT O 2 & T, AR S O TIEH KA
IR 3 72 BRI FE D SAEMRFENS AT RE & 725 . YRIC Fig. 4.8 12 3 D DIRE TOE AW « TE O
Ktz N, BERREBAICBWN TS L%, SAWTOT B n/4 fHE B LT
BY, PRRERT & RIS E BORENERGERZHHRT 50 THH Z ENHL D

(2l o le. =05, B O W - EOT AL OZAGITHRIZIZ L0 R0, fEdTHR R (Fig.
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2.7) L RERICAHRENE VRS, KEREL 7%, JIUIAEZRER R I LR o AW 2T
MRENWZLERLTND. ZORFREND, ERBERA TIEEIGHE O I L5 £
— A2 bOEREN DI, Bf&H7e Spring-in A B ITHEA E L OV ARRBR A IC R T s <
mHETHISND.

BRI 72 Al - B4 D Spring-in 4 £ % 3 IRSTTIRFHAIBEZR(ATOS)IZ L D |IE L, B
O At il 5 & bbli U 7=, Spring-in £8 B 1378 P - Hr A - RO EER Jr C 2 241 0.49°, 0.44°,
0.34°Th -7z, WWEIZ/ DHE Spring-in 23/ SV, ZAUTERRER - CHEALEE OB AW -

EOTHENRE L, FR - ERRBA AT E— A FREEL TV &k
—HT 5. FREHEROBRLEIRTH S, Fiz, MERFIEENT 7 ZRETHY, &
TOWETRH T Spring-in Z2{EAAEL TS EEX BND. WHEIFFO S 70 O (K]
-3000pe) 7> & Tl 45 Z @ Spring-in £4 11X Radford 7(1.3.2) X ¥ 0.27° L 720, &2 TORE
WCRBWTERIEL D /S, 20 &0 bIRHERZR Spring-in (1B LILHE O A D 5228
LEETHULENDD Z EDRF LN/ oT2.

4.3. EER - SRITHERIZE D < Spring-in ¥
4.3.1. Spring-in FBIFix

5 2 EOMATAE RS L OKREDOER S Spring-in & Tl 2872 e FIEERETSH. 2
Z T B OBGERR 2 21T, SnEl H HEERASRIFICOWTHEET 5. B2 bR E S
SR AENL((2.2.23)) 2 FEBR T 7 7 A N Y DA A TENLEIZ BT D AW BE O
HH(R(2.2.20) D% & LTHET L Fig. 49 D X 9512725, Fig. 4.9 1IH/E 2.5, 4.4, 8.8mm
ETORRTHY, FH2ETHE LEARERMBHI OB R IFETRLTWD. Fig. 49 X
0, FAMr - BEOT A ESBEMITRIBIEVERR S5 Z L bns. EAN - #
EOTAEA 0 OFFIZ, Radford 2((1.3.2) TR SN OB AENIZ 2, —J7, TAW - &
BEOT A /4 ORFZHGTAENS 0 & 725, ZAUTE LR AW RS IHl S A9
LEFE— A FORBFC RSN D 2 8, D V(2222 kb Ko, WA
B OMEE( L AWOTHRHHIT S 2 L EEENIC BT 5. 2L, HAN - EE
O bbds KOV 2 LI X BERE x OBE%E LCELT 2 DT, Fig. 4.9 OFEREBEET 572
BHIz(2.2.21) & (2.2.23) 1 B M AW - BELOT bl &SR EN OBRZ R D.
X(2.221) L K(2.2.23) L 0, K7 7 A NHDIABNLE x=ROg+l, TOH AW - TE O Akt
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Y 1ole, & RIS D BFRIE

0ol 1 sinh(aRB,/2) ]
—_ —cC |\ . .
8= —& [ 2 a?R cosh{a(R8,/2 + 1)} sinh(al)

Cec. 0 sinh(al)_ 1 1 sinh(aR6,/2) - coshiall — 1
R P cosh{a(l— 1)} aR cosh{a(RB,/2 + )} cosh{a(l - L)} (4.3.1)
__C_l%_sinh(al)_ 1 Vi
TR al cosh{a(l = 1)} & | _reg,, |’
x=—5"41
&% (43.)DN, Al - |EOTHLLSNT a 23RS 2 HIT
fa) = sinh(al) 1 (43.2)

al cosh{a(l — 1)}
ThoD. ERTHNZRBRA LFEEEO 145mm, 125mm O T, a Z B ZEH L LR (4.3.2)
ENT 7 A NHDIABNLE RO+ TOHAMT « TE T BLb(y 1o/e) DB E LT m > b
THE, Figdl0 DX 527D, ZOMENOEAMBEEOT AN 02 X0 & EWiERIC
BWTIE (@23 L3LAT &0, FAW « BEOT Atk &SI ER OBMRNIZITME TH S
ZERbNG. FEEREE R (Fig. 4.8) L W BELIFICI VTR AMT - EEOTALITIE & AL DFE
T 02 ETH DT, HLRFOHENL &AW « MEOT ALLIXFITHEEZ D 2
EINTED.

— 004 T T T T
8 e e e m e e e e ===
3
© 0.03 Spring-in (Radford’s eq.) .
£ High _
= 002 | Qn modulus
()
§
$ 0.01 32ply -
a 20ply
2
] 0 | | « n/4
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Shear/Normal strain ratio [-]

Fig. 4.9: Relationship between shear/normal strain ratio and displacement at edge.
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f(a)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Shear/Normal strain ratio [-]
Fig. 4.10: Coefficient f(a) (Eq. 4.5.3) as a function of shear/normal strain ratio.

IR DAL & AW BEOT RO LLBIBIR D, AN TN ONT 7 deb 3R AET
L BRD Spring-in D457 dOgpring-in 2 A (4.3.1) M TFHEE KT &

(lelz/dSZNt
T 8,/2 |

8

despring—in =2--=-0yde3- {1 (4.3.3)

l
EIRD. QX T T URIOAE, (dy wo/de)| 135 HEE t TOR AW MEOT ALEEEL,
FEERIC L 0 FHATREARME CTHD. M7 TV ORBEED DL OICEME T TV IRED
o2 f5L7coTnS. 7ok, R@33)TIIWMHEMENELT 2856252 5720 (4.3.1) &
X722, OTHBLIUOEAN « BMEOTALEMY TEERL TS, X(4.3.3) % FEE
55 8T, KRR KO EI 7 Spring-in AAE A HEE TS 2 LN TE L. R(4.3.3) D
SITITERRIC L 0 3R 51D BRI CTOW ABIERE O 2L (dy'lde)| (SN2 T, BT
DOEINTFOT F dey ML E L 72 5. LL, mAGTMOT 4 de 3/ OOTHATH Y,
# 2 ETHHLIEL DI, EABBNLORE)LEI T AITHOIANTZNT 74 3 Y
IR EREICEHT S Z ST TH SH. £ 2T, AUFIETII—J7 MR O P RE E
ZIFTE DO A FHRIE R 2 HAZ B AR AR D s 71 O A 2 HETE L 72
i NARAEE A M OO T A %E FBG B HIC KV ERI L7z, L B & [FERD M B
(T700SC/#2592) % i FHl L, F @A 1% [0]s0 D — F 1, 3R ¥ X1 70mm x 70mm & L7=.
FEERFICHRIE T e 25-26 JERIC 7 L—T ¢ & 7 T L T 720y FBG & > (intact
FBG) Z ik HMEIEAT T MU I DIA L, B O O HA L ARl L 72, Intact FBG &> ¥ TO
T HEFHE L 7HETHR(BLI)ICFE D SN D K 51T Shear-lag D2%8E%A 521 5 73, tail length
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WL, ZPUbET SICEAEMELE FBG B FOOT AN -T2 X912k b. BT,
Shear-lag £2%% e 73/N S WAL B T AN « BEOTHEAKRE <, K(4.3.3) L 0 @I HEE
OV AN Spring-in (252 5 88 13/ S0,
A O A & LT Spring-in T2
Wz &0, wEfk -
#%:(Envelope bagging)[95,116,121]iZ

% Z CTARBFFE Tld intact FBG £ VO UT 2%
AL, 7k, MBIREEZBHRA LS4, BEOHK
BUNGRE DS FHAI T E Aoz sd, AR CIIEIBIE B A L Wil /S > 27
KV To7z. B - Ny TRICHZES & 21T,
F— 27 L—7HN03MPa IE T T LM FEREDIRE 7' v 7 7 A L2 Lz

FBG > ¥ ofHlfE R a3, Bt 7 7 A SHME O3 2 2 3 L
b % 5 (7 AL R) & Omin & L7229, 207 M bmiz LRI EHIICo 7 b &

Fig. 4.11 1T

HoET. ZO—FHEROBHEEAZ F M OOT B0 6, mNFRRKEDOIRIZ L 2R T
VUMK EHEE L, EAAREEROmANEEOT AAHEE Lz, S ERIIBIEA 2 2RRET

BV, FEEMEIEIDVIRRETH D & B X, CFRP OFMEEAZ T ORT Y Ulbvp e 1 & L

.0, EWRIEIIRES T T AR TH LT, I Fa TEE IR T Y by & 04
L. ENENDOFEBTORT Vo REZE LTz, ERFBEERO mAEEOT HHEE
FERA Fig 411 18T, ZOOTAHRERE, LAM TS AN - mEOT A2 A
W, :(4.3.3)7°5 Spring-in Z# Tl L7z, 7238, WMAEIRFIBHEDS T ZRETH Y, T AN

BIPEAS ENTZsD, AW - BEOT A0 & LTERZITo 72,

Chemical Cooling
1000 |- . . - 100
-1000 | Measured UD strain 1 80
[¢]
g 3
2 -3000 F ﬂv"2 {60 3
£ o
S 5000 | 1 4 E
n )
7] UD CFRP (FBG) Estimated ?g
7000 | CP strain Y144 20 =
-9000 ' ' L 0
0 100 200 300 400

Time from gelation [min]

Fig. 4.11: Strain measured by FBG sensor embedded in in-plane transverse direction in

unidirectional CFRP and estimated through-thickness strain in cross ply laminate.
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4.3.2. Spring-in TAIKER

Fig. 4.12 (a)~(C)IZ =N E N DIJE TP Spring-in T lfE 5 %7197, Spring-in £ 137 AL,
RTOE L, ZFAbED b ORIZEb A £ T Fig. 4.12 NIZIE 3 Rkl o 5
Bt B35 & OY Radford #0(1.3.2) 2> 5 Fifll &35 Spring-in £ £ & - CORT. £ TOWEIZ
W, AR TOTRMEIEERE & B < —89 57, Radford CoOPRIFIZERME LY &
KREL, ELICREDOHELEE TE TV, AIFFED T & Radford o5 XL

53 CTé Y, Radford 2 CIIEELIHE T A DB Z AT L T2 Z L3 d. — 4T,
WBHEIES D B TIEFFICER OAIZ Spring-in Z b2 8/NHMEL CLE 9720, BRBER
Spring-in PRI ITHAMER A2 EE L7z LT, M{bOREEEOLNENG D, LI
O B DN B b K& WA A (20ply) TIXEIROK) 43% 3 LFOFETHDH. K
(ZREARIAEONT 2228 Spring-in (Z5- % 5 8288 % eI BE L CHRES 5 &, 50~150min {3t
BN RKE NI L35, 0~50min (2B Tl Fig. 4.11 L 0 BLIHE O AR RE AT
2H00, AW - BMEOTAHLERKE N, TAMEENEA L, K& Spring-in
A~SOFFEE/NE VN, 50~150min Tl 0~50min (2 Fe S84 B B LIHE O T A3 975 b
DD, EAW e BMEOTHRLEMET L, WAEEOT I TE—A S F2RFEAEL,
A% o Spring-in fFE~DFEN KX < 722, 150min LA TIdE AW « |BEOT AN X
VKT 2600, ELOHERICEIY, BETHOTHAEN/ NS L 725728, Spring-in £
EHHE DB LI, AWFIETIIIER O ERFIE TG DRV EIERE D Spring-in £ &
ZAZNE O Hatill 2 ZRC PRI L, LIRS K OB O B2 SEIc B R L. &
FIETHROILDMERIL, Spring-in BIROBREDO L7057, BIEMHTICI T 250l - 7 4 —
RSy 7 ~OIEHBRATREE B2 DD,
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Chemical Cooling
0.8 . — 1 100
0.69°
[ 80 o
— 06 | Experiment (0.49°) ‘gb
= -1 o
= - - — — 60 o
P o4 ¢ w0 g
Y 02 | Radford & - - 2.0
Ext. Wisnom ?425/) 120 8
. (s}
0 . (This research) | 0
0 100 200 300 400
Time from gelation [min]
(a)
Chemical | Cooling
0.8 | . — 1 100
0.69°
I 80 g
= 0.6 3
s | 60 o
> 04 [ o
= Radford 40 £
& n~a 3
(7)) 02 L Ext. Wisnom —
' (This research) 20 9O
0 . . 0.11° (28%) 0
0 100 200 300 400
Time from gelation [min]
(b)
Chemical | Cooling
0.8 - ; ; Ch =100
0.69°
I 80 g
» 0.6 -g
= ; ° 1 60 ¢
é’ 0.4 _Elxperlment (0.35°) 0.34° 3
— c
a Radford 40 @
) . —
0.2 Ext. Wisnom S
o 2 Q
(This research) 0.05 0 &
0 = 1 _|(15%) 0
0 100 200 300 400

Time from gelation [min]
()

Fig. 4.12: Internal strain monitoring based spring-in prediction along with conventional Radford’s

prediction: (a) thin (20-ply), (b) middle (32-ply), (c) thick (64-ply).
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BAEDFEEYD

ARETIIH 3 BTRELILT 7 A B2 AW oM EE - EAKOT B3 il Tk

AL, EFRC LA CFRP O OT AIRIEZFHI L 7=, BE% OBk A RT3 kot
FERFHHNC X v JIE L, WEEHIE O 21T 72. £z, EBREFE 2 HOMIT 2 K,
Hri=72 Spring-in FHEAZRZE L=,

9, WEDOHERS 35D LA CFRP Z/ERL L, FBG t ¥ & HWTRlIERFONERIRAE

PIERBEE «- HAMOT A, BIOHAWN - BMEOTAHALICX OEHMELZ. FHEFERERNS
LR O RN S Sz,

ALERHIC BT AW - MEOT AN ENENORIEIZE N T, HRAIET LE.

IO LMD, BLRISIZHEY, LEMNE COER A I = X 50%, HAMKE O Hh
TR~ EZE LTV D.

- B IREEFMENT & FERO 6, Sl Bl U7 BHiRIRAVRS (EH & 228 NERIR
EBIZH-Z BT/ NS W EDRHL NI ol ZO XD ITHNEREBL T 5 2 &
T, IRAEHIZRTER D BIT I N EE T o 5 BER SR OREN W HETH 5.

BURIZ X 0 RIS 1 2 AW - TEL OT B A R 2. BRI IIARE DS RO FE,

BN - MEOTHENPKRELS 2D, TAMEBREOEIGNREL D, ZHITE 2 =
DFFATHRE R & OB TH 5.

HHFTIZETOREICB N T, TAMOTHRIHE_RBEOTHANKREL, FAM-
EOTHRENZE 0 LleoTe. ZORRNG, bR &I3IRAVIC, MEAKRFZIB
TIIHRIZ LD RNERRIL D ZER D/ NS W Lo Tz,

AT OFBRAIZR L, 3IRTIPAIREH 24T~ 7o, TRAREHA & O ARG R X

v, UTOMAZENI TN,

3 WITTERFHANT & 0 JIE 47z Spring-in £ FEISARE DN EVER/N SV, Z AU O
FTHFHITHE LN, WENENEEABMETOEIGRRKRENE W IHR & —ET 2.
ETORBIZBNT, BHO K% B U HmA S E N A K Y K& 7 Spring-in
BEAELTRBY, LG Spring-in IS 2% 525 2 & D3R S,
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WIS, FEBR L 2 TEOMMTRE R4 FIC Spring-in BT & TS 5 H - A Tk AR Lz,
o RMTKERDD, FREER LE AW - BMEOT REIZIIHIE OGN &5 Z &3 )
\Z7polo. ZORRZIIL, ENENORFEIZIEIT 2D Spring-in D XA RRE LT,
o —HIAM RO EANOT HEHANE R 2 RIS, BEREBRICE T AEAOTHAEHETE L
7o, ZOOTHEERE LA O AW - BMEOT HOFHFER O, BIEEREO Spring-in
Zlba TR L. TRFERIZIECROFRIAL Y  ROWEET, ThZhoiEIcs T
DFEPMEE —B L. WEZERFOERICHEL, &bREEORZWERREA
(20ply) DASTE T 40%LL EBSTAL O AT 2 LB TH 5.
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5.1. LBE UBEM D ELER

T2 ETITRGE LTE L L AWM LRI, U BEIREZ AT 556 b T2 s 0
THEETHD. Fig. 5.11% UK CFRP i L 7= Airbus A350 DEMHEIETH 5. U B
b L R & RIS AT AL L 505, RN EVEMETH Y, FREEAROER L LT
a2 bD0RF 2 Hivs . Kappel [28]i% U A I8 AT 5 RH AR OER & LT Fig. 5.2 12
AT 3DEZFET TS LD HITMIEIR BOIRIZ X 0 547 k25 k(Geometric scaling),
2 D H X Spring-in, 3 D HIEX Y = 7E#IZI1T AV (Warpage) Td 5. Kappel DAFZEIZI50 T
TR EMEIN 2N D OERITH 2 DB OV THIE M TbI . T ORE, 1HEOEY
RRDPREVGBICENTNOER B REL 2D ENWALNITR -T2, FERORL
e E LT L AR U BT R 72 Spring-in ZEENSFHEISNTZ. £l

Fig. 5.1: Image of U-shaped structure (A350 wing spar) [122].

Geometric scaling Spring-in Web warpage
Nominal shape —— Distortion characteristics

Fig. 5.2: Deformation modes observed in U-shaped structure [28].
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DV LTIE, 15 E & O FEE(Tool-part interaction) 23 72 7K & & 2 S L7228, BEIEN
/NS e Invar BUG B A L7EBRIC O RAETHZ ERBH LN o7,
ZDOXEIBRBATHERS DB OO, LB~ U BB 20503070, A=A
O LI R+ Ths. £72 URNIHT 2078 L BIOSATHIZE & [RIERIS, Bk
FERPOBERZEML LD ET2b0DHTHY, BIBEREONEIRIEIZEES < BREETITH
TV, 22T, KETHE L BM CHEIELIZNHOT HEHITFECL =41 7
Nz, L BM oG - BEfETZ2 U BAICIEET 5 2 & C, U BMIZBIT2EFA I =
ALDORERD D Z LB ET H. Fiz, AW TIX Kappel 23215 5 3 DO KD 9
B, RRCHIIE OREALES LABRIZ A U 2 Spring-in B8 X OV = 7 D D AZ DWW TRGEEZ AT 9

5.2. RNERV T H&HRIEKER
5.2.1. HERAE

WIEDRTR 2 2 D U BERBA 21ER L, BESEEREONEOT 22 b KL OREE
BT h 2 D BEBEE L. B ORBEMRIL L BB O PR ZOVERHER T &
EROD[90404]ps (32-ply, LATF THREERF |, WMIBERES - 4.4mm) , [904/04ss (64-ply, LA
T NERRBRF ), RE%ER 8.8mm) & L7-. Fig. 5.3@)IZEE%DERRR A DB EA
L R ERRBRS DT TV VE - v e 7 BB L ORI Fig. 5.3(0) IR X 912 50mm,
130mm, 70mm & L, #EHIRAZ Y 7' L7 T700SCH#2592 (P3252-15, L (RHL) Zffif L
7. 1B E L O R AR S 572D PTFE 7 4 b (JEZ : 100pum) % 2 #clh 0 it 7=
TV EREH (a—F =P 64mm) (7Y TV EFEE LTZ. PTFE 74 VA %HT 52
ETCHEBOMENRT Y 7L 7 LIZ K 2570, nE & Ol X % %R (Tool-part
interaction) 23l X, 1HEEOFEEERS CFRP =D H 0D L (L « 2UfE) ([CERT 2
BIEDORERFET D LN TE D, £7V L7 afEE%, 7V 7L 7 B PTFE (B4
100um) BELUOH T A7 v ZAeft, &EKE AT T 4 )V A TE- T2, RBHEER, WED
I CIREERIIE F 0 K VX A HLDIA AT

HT7 7 A NEFiQ. 5.3 [ RT KOy =7 o, U =T, 7T PEO 3 T OiisME
A5 ST FNHRDIA AT, LD 2 RITHAR UBITIE 6 RO T 7 A A ZHDATe iz, L1
RO L VDAL TFERLETHDH. T2 T, LEDOLIICPTFE THEE FEEmMT5F
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130mm

A 4

<
<«

Tool (Al)

()

Fig. 5.3: U-shaped specimen: (a)Photograph and (b)size and sensor embedment points.

ETIERLS, &7V TV 7288 - Ny THRITHDIAB DR E BT 5 13y T HMDIALF
B B LTc. ZOFETIIEZEG I SROBERIIT L, A LIRS ZfEd 2B LT
R AR — & W TR ZBT D (Fig. 5.4). /Ny ZHRHMLOIABTIETIIZ RO T 7 A e ¥
DINWTHRDIATe Z LN TE D3, B4 FED LA O L 512 PTFE Z W2 FHEICHA, RSO
HERHEETH D . AMFETITFAN U LNy BRI IABTFIETIHT 7 A N2 DIAT,
A% D X 4 CT BlEC £ 0 il 2aip Bk A e L, ARBRCHEA Liz. ROWEEIE7 L—
T o ¥ TR R DRIE DO FULNIALET D K O IR (64-ply) THI 10 mm, T AKF(32-ply) T
6mm & L7z, REBTZ%, X774 B ez LiARL, YIViIALE AN —F 2 N T
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1. Perforation I

Bagging film

Ultrasonic horn
Needle

Angle adjustment tool

N
4

2. Em men

Optical fiber

Fig. 5.4: FBG embedment method after bagging.
—7(F 10mmX 10mm)iZ L W REFENWTE. 7 7 A oD tail length 8L OV L—F ¢
7R ST LA, EFEERC, FRRBRAICI @il length 2 2 mm, 7 L—F (7 E% 1mm, JE
PRRER A1 tail length 2 3mm, Z'L—F 4 7 KZ 1mm & L7z
T 7 A DRI OB IFEZE - A — F 7 L—7 N 0.3MPa &fif TR Liz. B
YA 7 /UiF 2°Clmin 5, 90°C 7 BEfHIfREF, 2°Cimin mElE Lz, 7eds, LM ORBRTIT-
TN « BZEEIAUIIATO R T2, IBREO FBG 36 K UBNEXF OIS E R HINE 1 34T -
7o, F£77, 3 o kEH Ry ATOS (GOM mbH, R Y #)ZH L, @R A5 L 7.

52.2. HEER
Fig. 5.5 ([ZH A - ERFBRF O 7 7 o P CORIBEERE « ©ABOT 72 (:X(3.2.3)) 2/~ 7.
LR DR EE O T A2 PR - ERNTHRET 2L, BROT BRIV EBDNL. Z
UL FBG & U OELDIALTIR S BRI A D S 23R <, Shear-lag f7%1 e SR E W2 T
b5, EAMOT HIZBET D R R T PR A I NIRRT T 2 52 EoK
EREABOTHDBFRH SN TND Z ENZET B 5. Shear-lag £75 e OFEERHDHH D
JEARER A CIREE O T AL B KR E 2 ABOT ARG SN, 2FD, ERIZ
T5ZLT, ROREREAMOTAHNBRET DLV L BLEFEBEOEAAFONAT. &
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AWTONT HIZ BT 2 BB 7253 AW - ELOT HHLOMRGES CTHRIE T 5. mEhERE
TIEFAN - BRI EICEBEOTABEAELTEBY, TORE IIIHI300puTHD. HH
REIZITBIAE DS T 7 24E L, CFRP O ONT BRI T 7 A S~+- 4712 5 S 4L, Shear-lag £%% e
N1 LD, ZORRIREICED S FRIEOEAIEEOTHANEELTNDL I LA
ALTWD., £, BABOTHRIZE L TIImARIZIZIEZ L L TE o3, LA & FRERIC
TEALIRFLZ FEAIB AT IR K D BN NS W E3brb.

Chemical Cooling
$ i——

2000 . ! . . . 100
2 P —— —1% 3
£ 3
g 160 3
o 2000 - Shear / gr
o Normal 40 3
3 —
© r []

- - 0O
& -4000 m 20 2

-6000 ' ' ' ' ' 0

0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Time [min]
(@)
Chemical Cooling
< )|

1000 T ! T T T 100
S -1000 0
£ 3
[ 60 3
% -3000 g,
3] 40 3
= —~

- O
2 5000 20 2

_7000 | 1 1 1 1 o

0 100 200 300 400 500 600

Time [min]
(b)
Fig. 5.5: Reduced normal and shear strains in flange: (a) 32-ply, (b) 64-ply.
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RIZ Fig. 5.6 127 = 7N 31T DARMTEE. - £ AKOT HOREREA 7T, BMEOT AT
L CIEY 7o U ERBROZE NG S iz, ZOREND, HEIMEE O A L5 T
NTIRIEBRICRAET D Z LR ENT. —F, TAMOTAICELTIZ7 I Vike
O IEFMA~ERBY, 77 VLTS HRASOEAUMEERAETTND Z ERb
5. Fiz, LRI AET 2 AMOT HOMIHEN 7 7 I, FR - BRI
NSV, AU T T D TCIIRRATE A AR, Ve T IR L 22D U =T

Chemical Cooling
<: ==
2000 . . . . . 100
2 o 0 g
£ 3
[ 60 3
% -2000 g_
o Normal 40 3
=) —
© o
2 -4000 20 O
-6000 ' ' ' ' ' 0
0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Time [min]
(@)
Chemical Cooling
< )|
1000 100
2 -1000 80 o
£ 3
g 60 3
% -3000 g,
3] 40 3
= o
2 -5000 20 O
_7000 1 1 1 1 1 0

0 100 200 300 400 500 600

Time [min]
(b)
Fig. 5.6: Reduced normal and shear strains in web: (a) 32-ply, (b) 64-ply.



5.2 WHRONT A atilllakBr |67

Chemical Cooling
<: ==
2000 . . . . . 100
2 o Eph——fe=———= g
£ 3
[ 60 3
% -2000 %
o Normal 40 3
o s
- (@)
2 4000 o0 &
_6000 1 1 1 1 1 | O
0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Time [min]
(@)
Chemical Cooling
< )|
1000 100
2 -1000 80 4
£ 3
g Normal 60 3
% -3000 2,_
o 40 3
3 o
- O
= 5000 20 2
_7000 1 1 1 1 1 o

0 100 200 300 400 500 600

Time [min]
(b)
Fig. 5.7: Reduced normal and shear strains at center in web; (a) 32-ply, (b) 64-ply.

HFRET, SAMEEA 0 & d XY ICEE/IGISNLTOTHD. FEERIZ, v=THh
REBIZHDIAATES T 7 A N o0 DEHE LT IREE - £ AWOT B O R (Fig. 5.7)
Ph, A ERECY 2 SRR TR ABMOTABEEL TN ENDMD. &
HEFRIZE L TR TETFOZERN AN b DD, TEOT A A_ZEEITNE <,
FICHITEEN X CTH D Z EBbnd. ZRbiERNG, 770087 =27 Tk
REONHTOT AN RE S ER D Z LRSI, DFE D, URMOERIL L B OER %
HAMIZ 2 DPERAEDETZbOTIERL, BRBRDAD=ALPHET D LEZOND.
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WEHOT HOZE % L 0 EEINCFHET 5 72 DI Z N ENOWRE, HOIALLEDE
FICEEFIH L, EAW » BEOTHH(N(B.24) %5 E L. Fig.58lc7 7y U=
UHES T O RAZRT. U2 TR TITEAMOTHAOLE /NS, EAW - |EOT 2
ENFIFE 0 & b720, fiRE2ENET 5. Fig. 5.8@)II T 77 YV TlEhR - BRI S
MALEZ DT AW - BEOTH3002 THY, ZORRLITHDLTNDZ Lnbnd
w2 1ZRQRLYNOROEND T T U TORKEAM « BEODT AL THY, LI Or/4
IZHYS 5. ZOMEND, H{LERIZT 7 VBTRESEABMER L TWD A, B
ORI N R 2 I ABEE DD L, EFERICBITL TN A Z EBbh b, WED
WRELZWARD L, FRICUEXERNOFDEAN - MEOTAERRE . 202 &L,
TEALRFIC R ITER L ST BN BRNC R 5720, BRGED 7 7 0 DERRRKE W
EFEZOHND. —J7 Fig. 5.8 RT T = 7 OFERTITEAM - TEOT AN T LIS
0B~ A FTZAANELL TS, ZHUTEABIPEDIRN T ALER, 22— —HOilE
EERFT DT DO AMERIIKRE D7 7 VHTRETLHILOTHLEBZ LS.
WRIEDF B A LT 2 &, LI K E < FAET DHLOFTPHCRNT, BRI H
ACH AR« BEOTHOMHENKEL, LVFAMERL TNDEZEnbns. 22
T, V=7 ONHOTRERETILE—AL MZOWTEZD. BEOMENRVGEA,
U = T CIXH A O T R LD AL I8, 7 = T TO0((2.2.8))IX0 TH 5.
Lo T, X(2210)5, U= TEHTITEAMOTHAREWE, dhifE—2 2 F2FAT
L2 ENRDND. TR R THDH T TV EITM OB TH DL, O EnbEA
Wr - MEOTHHEOMEMEDRRKE VPR T, 7=T7HICBWTHER LY K& dhif£—
AVBIPHAEL, fRE L TRMEOLENRRELSRDLLEEZOND.

LR DEROS B RN AR IRIGIRIC G- 2 5 5 e B89 D201, iM% 3
WIRTEIRFH 21T o7, =7 & 7T D20, ENETNOREE Fig. 5.9 1Z/R7. U=
T TCIEREO MO T DFHARRENZ > 1270, 2 KIEPOFRER LI TRT. =7 -
7T o VIRITERERER I, TREREBA TRERLDENRAONT.. AR TR E L
AR ORIC PTFE 7 4 v A% 2 KELE L, U = 7B ORIK & 72 5165 & O#Hil(Tool-part
interaction) ZfIB L 7212 b 00vb 59, 72 7 TOEENFAEL TWD Z LITEELRMET
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Chemical | Cooling
2 .I 100
)
® 1.5 80
€ 3
g2 1 60
2 2
g 0.5 40 £
5 ° 2
Z A
s O 20 =
o
c
n
-0.5 0
0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Time [min]
Chemical Cooling
< <

2 . L . — - 100
) - |
_ . i o
£ 1 & : 3
5 I : 60 g
% 05 E' * : §..

I = 1 c
= ! 40 3
S 0 o i —_
< 3 A 64 ply S
805;f-i%\‘ f 20
= 32 ply .
) |

_1 1 1 1 M | 1 0

0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Time [min]

Fig. 5.8: Shear/Normal strain ratio in (a) flange and (b) web.

H 5. Kappel[28] DHFFEIZ BT HIKEMFZIESR O Invar 15 2.2 FIH L7258k C1h B & ok
AR L TV DD, ZOHEICHL Y =T EBRFEEL TS, KBFFEONIOY ZEHT
XL, U= 7 ERORKEE 2 LD EABOTHNFHIS L, FREOREIC
B L COT HEHARE R & FRFHBIFE R — B L T D 2 e b, URIM O 7 = 7EFIZIXIA
H L OB DR 57, HEIHEREEEL 52 THD &V D B 25 A ERIIZSE b
7o, DFEY, URD Y = 7B 2 B 5T 258 X BT R e E OSBRI Z, FEH O
LU &V O N ER A BET D2 H0ERH L I ENRINTZ. VT EBEOLOELH E
DRERMETIEARVD, VeI WERTLZEICL 7T VHOM[E LT D720
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RO U CEHEERREL MIFT. RIE(25°C) TO U BEFd Spring-in £ £ X H A28
0.58°, JEMIZY 0.43°& LA DN 0.47°, JER 0.38°IZtb~R&E V. LA E URIDZEITER
IV HHATRENDNDR, I EROT = 7EERTEE L TWLTEDThHhLEEXLND.
LI B, NERONT 208 X OIREHIIA B, U BUR CIERBELIUHE IR 5 ¥ = 7 ETENRAE L,
TV OERIC G 2D T ENERE L, U R L L B TIIEE A = X L0
BB I EIRENT.

T T
0.04 b
T 0.02
E
>
0 4 ; et | AR H
. Measurement
—  2nd gpproximation
-0.02 . .
-60 -10 40
X [mm]
(@)
50 T T | T T
:‘: :’:
40 | Ref: Tolerance |
(0.25 mm)
T 30 i
E
> 20 |
10 m
0 1
-0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0
X [mm]

(b)

Fig. 5.9: Shape measurement after cure: (a) web, (b) flange.
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5.3. fi##r
5.3.1. HERMENTDILE
L BB OBERRAFITIC U = 7 &N %, U BRI O~ L IEIET 5. 2 2T L AMFEERIC
HHE L OEEBRIC K DR BT 5. Fig. 5.10 IR T L9 I UM o~HEEZ Y = TR 1y, =
— YRR, 7TV - v=TMAEN, TTUVELETD. EHNFTENTOT Frey B3
A LD, AN RWGAEOAEEO XY =7 « a—F— - 7T U TUHENRETNT
I{O o0<x<l)
do
|

= —%(thSh+R%) , (5.3.1)
\0 (1, + ROy < x < I, + L, + RO)

LD LAMREE, #hiifT— 22 bE(2.2.10), B I O@EAME K H(E(2.2.11)) & HFEE

ARER2IDICKRATEE, U= T s a—F— - 75U VEHEREFNTRQ221)MHL &

AT s, XQR21)DRIX, T E Ok TR D0 EEE W,

Yl(x) = Aleax + Ble_ax (0 <x< ll)
Y(x) = Yz(x) = Azeax + Bze_ax (ll <x< ll + Reo) ) (532)
Y3(x) = A3€ax + B3€_ax (ll + RBO <x< ll + l2 + Reo)
Lleh. ZZTAL Ay As, By, By Bl EHTHS. 7z a (2215 TEEI L

LEBTHS.
U BRIV TH L A L RIS RO B2 BT 5. 77 Vil Toh

= GBS

Web: I BC@) @)

BC (1) ii;;\ BC (4), (5)

Corner: angle 6,

A
v

¢| :abue|4

v
---1==--BC(6)

&
<

Fig. 5.10: Theoretical anlaysis model for U-shaped composite.
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y1(0) =0
Y1l = v2(1y)
M (1) = My(1y) (5.3.3)

Y2(ly + R6,) = y3(l; + R6,)
Mz(ll + Reo) = M3(l1 + Reo),

Thd. R(.33YDFE 1 XLy = 7HRE TONHSEME, F2-3RLv =7 « a—F—fH
TOOTHBILOE— A bO#FiSM, FH4-5Fa—F— - 77V TOOT A
BILOE—A L Fodfs e £, Wil H BSR4 TR

M;(l, + 1, + R6,) =0, (5.3.4)
ThoHDT, X(53.2)-(534) LV EKEZRkDD &,

(A & cosh{a(l, + ROy)} — cosh(al,)
17 2aR cosh{a(l; + I, + ROy)}
g, cosh{a(l, + RO,)} — cosh(al,)

By=—A4, =—
! L 2aR cosh{a(l; + I, + RO,y)}
4, = 4, - &2 oy _ g, [cosh{a(l, + ROy)} — cosh(al,) Y
2aR 2aR cosh{a(l; +1, + R6,)}
B, =+ &2 & cosh{a(l, + R8o)} — cosh(al,) Jals
) 2aR 2aR cosh{a(l; + I, + R6y)} (5.3.5)
A=A, + 8_2 . e~ @(11+R6)

2aR
_ &, [cosh{a(l, + R6,)} — cosh(al,)
" 2aR cosh{a(l; +1, + R6,)}

€
B;=B, — ﬁ . (11 +R6)
€, [cosh{a(lz + RO,)} — cosh(al,)

~ T 2aR cosh{a(l; +1, + R6,)}

e—ali +e —-a(ly +R90)]

eall + ea(ll+R90)] ,

L%, K(5.3.2)L(5.35) LY, WHH MM TOMIL

@) = &, cosh{a(l, + R6,)} — cosh(al,)
Vi = 0R cosh{a(ly, + 1, + R6,)}
& [cosh{a(lz + R6,)} — cosh(aly)

-sinh(ax) (0<x <1,)

¥2(%) = aR cosh{a(ly + 1, + R6,)}
y(x)=<{ (4 <x<1 +R6,) (5.3.6)
. [cosh{a(lz + ROy)} — cosh(al,)
ys(x) = ﬁ- cosh{a(l, +1, + R6,)}
+sinh{a(x — 1, — R6,)}]
(, + RO, <x <1, + I, + ROy,

- sinh(ax) — sinh{a(x — 11)}]

- sinh(ax) — sinh{a(x — [,)}

LD,
wIz(2.2.22) L RIBRIZ, ¥ = 7Y L UREROD AN ZES, B LT T o PRRLA S L IRER T O
EI7e8 %R D &
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Lo dw h 3
8 = | " Gde= [ 0.0~y dx = O coshlaly ~ 1)

L1+ +RO0 ) 11 +1,+R0O,
5y= j W e = j (0, — v5 (O)}dbx
l l

4R, X 4RO, (5.3.7)
— [9012 + - (Cleosh{all, + 1, + R,)} — cosh{a(l + RE))]
—cosh{a(l, + ROy)} + cosh(aRb,) + cosh(al,) — 1}],
&b, ZZT
hia(l, + ROy)} — h(al
_ cosh{a(l, + R6,)} — cosh(a 2), (5.38)
cosh{a(l; + 1, + R6,)}
Thd.
SRR TR D BE RS
93([1 + l2 + Reo) = 0, (539)
Tbh, X(53.2), (6533), 3L VESEEERDD &,
(1 _ & sinh{a(l, + R6y)} — sinh(al,)
17 2aR sinh{a(ly + 1, + R6,)}
3 Lo E sinh{a(l, + RO,)} — sinh(al,)
7M1 2aR sinh{a(l; + 1, + R6,)}
A, = A, — &2, _ 2 sinh{a(l; + RO,)} — sinh(aly) J-als
2aR 2aR sinh{a(ly + 1, + R6O,)}
B, = A, +s_2 pals — — €, [sinh{.a(lz + RO,)} — sinh(al,) B edh]
) 2aR 2aR sinh{a(l; + [, + RO,)} (5.3.10)
_ &2 _a(,+RO,)
Az= A, + 2aR e~ 41T
_ & sinh{a(l, + R6,)} — sinh(al,) L paly 4 pmally+RO))
2aR sinh{a(l; + 1, + R6,)}
£
By= B, — ﬁ . a1 +R8p)
__ & sinh{a(l; + R6,)} — sinh(al;) pals 4 palls+REy)
2aR sinh{a(l; + 1, + R6,)} ’

L. K(5.32) & (531008 0, dEESHIH S T ORI

( _ & sinh{a(l; + ROy)} — sinh(al,) .
) = R ke, + 1, T Reg} Sh(@) 0sx <l
_ & [sinh{a(l; + ROy)} — sinh(al,) | ]
Y. (x) = R [ sinh{a(l, + 1, + ROy} - sinh(ax) — sinh{a(x — ll)}]

yx) =<5 (; <x <l +R6,) , (5.3.11)
. [sinh{a(lz + ROy)} — sinh(al,)
Ya(x) = ﬁ- sinh{a(l; + I, + R6,)}
+sinh{a(x — I, — R6y)}]
\ (L +RO,<x<1l+1,+R8)

- sinh(ax) — sinh{a(x — 1)}
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s, F72, K((5.3.6), BIINITBWTCy=-y& L, HIFHOT e THRTDHZET, L
BEERRIC, 52 20T ARIIKDRWYEETHHE AW - MEOTAHLEZRDOND.

53.2. HREREBNFX

FEBR - PEERAAT ORRGERS KO, WNERIRRED L 0 FEM R RRGE 2 AT O 72 O UL A BREER AT
Y7 k7 =7 Abaqus 6.14 (Dassault Systems Inc.)Z i/ L, AIREZEMHT 21T 7=, T
ISR ORIFNED S U4y DR EET ML, IIFERSGEE 5252 & TREOBIRE
L L7 (Fig. 5.11(a)). MEIOFEIZERIZCAEDYE, 77 UEB0mm, ¥ =7 & 130 mm,
g 70 mm, =—F—NE64 mm, 77V - U TRHIMAEEL Liz. RBMBSMGES
BT 5720, ETATOY =7 R ERIIBREDESDE S Th S (Fig. 5.11(a)). FEER & [k
(2 32 J&([904/04]25) & 64 J&([904/04]4s) P 2 DD IEFAZDNTET /L ZAER L7z, 15 BIZmiAk
=M E BT AL, FEE - 16 BT OBEHRIT I~ DB I L ARE LIRT A 1T - 72

BV D PEEZAL DS N O 2 d6 K ONRAIBIRIC 5- 2 D B A BT 572018, LB
EFERIZ 2 AT v T 24T o7z, RIE TR~ L 91T, 2 AT v 7T TIIMIHIZ 0 AT
v 7B & L ORISR En 2t 1000MPa IR HE CIIE 2 454 L 7= 0.3MPa DEIZ M2 5.
D% 1 AT v 7 HIZHIIEHMER En 2 & 2RI IS T DA L, B LIHE O
e AFHEE U 7= 4 7 TAGHE OF 7-(-1000pe) 2 REZA IZ L0 52 5. H&f&lZ, 2 A7 v 7' H
& UTHIIEWMESE By & T AEZ DA Td % 3000MPa (22 L, 0.3MPa D) % g fix
L. ENENDORAT vy T TRAT LG - OFTHREIZT2—F—H T L —F D
UMAT(Appendix D)IZ L U /774, IROAT v TF~Lfftksis.

AIRFERMHT TIEL AT > 7 H OBIEHMRE, & U CBHIERE LR O 2 55 L7 5, 25,
50, 100MPa DIGEIZOWTENTNMENT L, 1 A7 v 7 HE TROE M « EOT Ak
B2 27 v 7HKTREOEM ZFHRI LTz, £z, WEREOOT 2 b X ORI RA~
DEEEELRTHDICL AT v 7 HO Endd 3000MPa DA IOV T BN 21T - 72, O
FTHHFHNIY =7 « 77 0 PENENDERTONT 7 A NEDIALES, EAEHIIEL Y
=7 (U)B LT T P(U) TIT - 72(Fig. 5.11(b).). = ZTT7 T v VDR Uy 1T FFRFEAT O
83 CIRIC 7T v VBt E IR OENZETH Y, Spring-in DIFIE L 72 bETHD. 7T
VB DR FMEZONTIE, E—A Ml G EH) BROEEZEMZR L (ki

W) D2 RJMFTFHEZTY, WERIFORBEEZEBE L.
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Part
(1/4 model)

X symm.

X.symm. Initial

520 mm

Strain (Web)

T wwoz

Strain (Flange)

Tool (rigid)

Disp.: Uz »

(@) (b)
Fig. 5.11: FEA model for U-shaped composite:

(2) 1/4 model with boundary conditions, (b) displacement and strain measurement points.

53.3. iR - BE

Fig. 5.12 |2 32 Jgk L1\ 64 Jg D AW RRE OT L O Blas - A IRERMATHER 27~
BElE 1 27 v 7 HOBREIESR E, TH Y, MBI, SN EIRERMATOME TH
L. 70V =T EBIOT T VRO BRI D & T BT & A IR
PFrin k< —% L, HEmMTRBSE A2 6N TN EBX LS. FEBRTILI2E, 648t
(ZEE L DHEIR TN AN« MEOTHEN T T IHWITB T2 26D L, 7 =75
IZBWTIE 0 2 B #00 LRI DA 2ME X D7z (Fig. 5.8). Z OFEBERZHIT S

—_— 2 T T T —_— 2 T T T

o n/2 —— Edge free = /2 —— Edge free

L 15" """~ ——*< 4 2 15 =3 - """ s
e ° FEA -==Edge const. ® FEA| ===Edgeconst.

£ 1 F . £ 1 F T

o Theory & o Theory  o— =

© &_ e @ og A T 5 05— — ~ u

g 0 = 0

-0. --r—- 6 -__’:—ﬂ-ﬁ- gl q

— o

e -1 < -1 1 1 1

n n

1 10 100 1000 10000 1 10 100 1000 10000

Modulus of matrix resin (1st step), Em [MPa]

(@)

Modulus of matrix resin (1st step), Em [MPa]
(b)

Fig. 5.12: Shear/Normal strain ratio calculated by theoretical and numerical analyses:

(a) 32-ply, (b) 64-ply.
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7T VOB KT, FIROBRWEEHRRETH L Z bbb, 2oL HI,
WERIRBEZFHAI 2 2 & T L B & Ak, fRHTICIs T DU 22 etk DIBEN FIRE L 72 5.
WRIZLAZEEERLL L, 77 0 VHIZBWT 32 @ THAW « MEOT AL/,
Re LTHMBZEDOAEENMPREL 2D EBEZDND. —FH U= 7HTldR/MEX 32 /8,
64 JE TITIZR U TH LA, 32 EOTTBMROBIEFMER TR MEIZ7Z2 0, R 0 (225K
A CERE LI L DIy = 7 TR AW - BEOT Lo ER K E W, dift—
AL SDFRET HOT, BRHEIERIMROE T LIGEO T 20N RESFBEET L L&
WEZDHE, TTEHIZBWTEH R2F T4 LY LEREERRENEEZLND.
Fig. 5.13 (12X (5.3.7) L W ROk IEHE DU = 7B L OV T 7 > DI I T B Sl AL OfiE
Mk Rz rmd . RBRENE L A7 v 7 HOBIRHMER E, Th 5. 7 = 7 ORE K13 warpage 23
FETLHZEARLTEY, H2ED LBEFEKT, 7 %2 warpage 235475 &
WO BN, U TEE T T IO & LT D &, KBRS B (Fig.
5.9) L RIERIZ, 77V UMTTRERBEENKREWZ ER3bd. RIZv=T, 7700 R%E
MUCBIT DEDFBIZHONWTELET S, U= 7 TIHE(LRF(ER < 200 MPa) D K432 80
T3RETOEEEY LEENAKRE V. Ziuk 32 EOEAM « BEOTHLLOMXHED 64
IR TREL, ZHUEOKRE T E— A " RAETHIZOTHDLEEZLND.
7 T 2 P TIERE L ) © 4 BIEE (En: 3000MPa) £ T4 T ORISR T 32 JF 1231 4 TE
2364 8LV HRE L, ERORAKEHAN R (Fig. 5.9(0) & —# T 235 5 7.
ZZTCUBIMO 7T o IEICBIT 2ERE 2 DORRIZS T TE XS, 1 DHIL LA
@ Spring-in IZHYSTHHEENTHY, 7T PEHOB AW« TELOT RN S WO,
RERERED. 2OV =T OERIZED R T7 7 0 PHOAEEITHY, Zh
X URMBEOLOTHS. 77 BB 28 AW - BEOT AL 64 8T~ 32
J&CT/hE W= (Fig. 5.12), 1D H® Spring-in £IL 32 @ TREV. £ 2 5HO Y = 7%
JEd Fig. 5.13(@) LV, BERFOKREH D TRBEOHN 64 LD HREWTZD, BE{LFFE 32
JBTT7 7 VAN RESRDEZEZOND. M), BAEARFIZBNTIZTZ 7Y, U
= 7AW - EOT 2 012 20, HRIEIZED 57 Radford :(1.3.2) TTHI &
o7 7 VO Spring-in BIEOABFHAT L. fERE LT, WLRFOZEICER L, K
JE TR DIREBETCH AT D.
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0.1 T T T
=
3
© 008 Mo e e et e e e e = e = = == — -
S s
S t © FEA
£ L _
E 0.06 — Theory
c
S 0.04 r .
£
= 32pl
[0]
Q }ﬁ

0 1 1

1 10 100

1000 10000

Modulus of matrix resin (1st step), Em [MPa]

0.1 !
iy
3
S 008 Feeuedil oo -
=
E 0.06 ::;E:::=‘:
E i
c
S 0.04
£ & FEA |
O 0.02 — Theory
[
o

0 1

1 10 100 1000 10000

Modulus of matrix resin (1st step), Em [MPa]
(b)
Fig. 5.13: Displacement as a function of resin modulus En,, when 1000pe is induced in

throuth-thickness direction: (a) web, (b) flange.
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BB LML URIOFRERAZ R L, IROBWNREERICE 2 DB oW TELET
5. UMROERGE(.3.7) & LM Z T 5720, L AR TORBIEIRO M4 EZEIC
DOWNWTEZD. Wk, —FHO7 T Vi COMEN 0 L7eb L TDHE, TDTF

> DN B O FEEE X TOITTD IR B O FEE el
& sinh(aR0,) _
aR cosh{a(RO, + 1)}
& | sinh(aR®,) + cosh (al) - sinh{a(x — (RO, + 1))}
aRr | cosh{a(R6, + 1)}

®() =1 (1 <x < 2R0, +1) ’
&5 | sinh(aR0,)
aRr | aRBo + cosh{a(R6, + 1)}
(2RO, + | < x < 2R0, + 21)
L7 ZORXEIIT x=2R0pH 75 2RO+2l DT T VIR HERSERD D &,

{1-cosh(ax)}(0<x<))

“la(l—x) +
(5.3.12)

{1 + cosh[a{RO, + 21 — x}]}]

(p-dy=—2- —2aR0,l +

5= f2R90+21 € sinh(aR0,)
B ) aR cosh{a(R6, + 1)}

: {l + %sinhh(al)}], (5.3.13)

RO+
L 725, Fig. 5.14 \ZERERMRHNT 2> B L7z L3S OV U LoD Spring-in £ i % f I HME =R
BA%g & LCET. 22T, Spring-in 13X (B.3.13)BLVGINDFE 2 THRbEINDL T T Y

DIREENSE 7T PRSI 16

é é
Hspring—in = tan™" (7) = T (5.3.14)

ELTCRMAE L. RG3WNILAMIZB N TH IO 7 7 U UuicBIT2AE%E 0 L Lz
BDOHLI—HDT7 T UoVIIBITLEEETHY, TYEIZBITLAEN 0 THD U R L
DEBEHAATRE TH L. LI L URIDHE DT, 77 VB XY = 7 0K 13 50mm,
FEJERERIZ[904/04)2s D 32 JEIZHE— LT, BRSNS T 7 ZARAEIZ 72 > T i AR B (Em: 3000MPa)
T Spring-in £ 1% LAY, U RS ICE 47 O A 1000ped 72 0.09° & Radford & 7
MINDMEE 720, ZIAv. —J, BERFICIEAT 5 Spring-in 1% L AT L~ U RS C
RENWZ LD D.HIEI CIRA~72@ Y, FERRCRH S 7z 32 )8 LAk & U AE4 @ Spring-in
REITZNLI 047°L 058°TH 5. FTOREND, T OEITHLIHEICESIC D TH
LEEZOND.

L 7AF & U BIM DR AT OEZFFMICE LT 572012, LA & UM OALE x 123
JoAE (X(5.3.12), X(5.36) ZIELT 5. Fig. 5.15(a) MR Ey AY 50MPa D4
DOfEFRZ T, UBRTIE LA, o 7K CRESAELILL TEY, KR x=0 fF
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ETENPRE V. ZhE U TIEE B O E AW x=0(TPZm)IC s THIR &
N7, RO L AR L0  RERMTE—A L FPFAEL, TOMHRELT
BILRE D FEIME N R E L e DT THDH LEZ HbND. EBRICK(Q2210 LV EHREND
FRIERE DT & — A > M 3ARlE Fig. 5.15(0) D XL 912720, LA E D § UM TRE /et — A
VIERHELTNDLZ ERDND. —F, 77U VEHTIRLAE URIIZBWTY = 7 DOf
EEZERNTIAEZETIH LI OO, ZBLEIZSOVWTITIZERLTHSH. it Fig
515(b)C, 77UV TIZLAL UBITE— AL FOENNSWEERE T35, Zhb
D NG, Fig. 5.4 (AR BND LA E UMD 7 Z 2 D Spring-in A DEVWIEIZY =
TOERICERT L EREniz. LEXY, UBIMO 7 Z o UIcBIT 2 AEE{LDOT
B, 250 LAMEZBEMIZE LADED T TR, MERICIAET D 7 = 70 warpage
EEETONENDD Z LR LN o T,

01 T T T
'€ 0.08 F -
o
o
2 006 | -
> U-shaped
£
> 0.04 | shaped ﬁii] 1
& 0.02 _

, 50MPa ,

1 10 100 1000 10000

Modulus of matrix resin (1st step), Em [MPa]

Fig. 5.14: Spring-in angle calculated at flange in L- and U-shaped parts.



80| H5FE UREMICKITIAMOTH - BEER

0.1

0.08

0.06

0.04

0.02

Angle after demolding [°/1000u¢]

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

M/EI [/(mm- 1000pe)]

U-shaped

0 50 100

Distance from center [mm]

(@)

Web ‘ Flange
U-shaped
L-shaped
50 100

Distance from center [mm]

Fig. 5.15: Distribution of (a) angle and (b) modment in L- and U- shaped parts (En: 50MPa).

ES5ENDFEED

AETIT LAEM LY GEMERIRTH D U R LT, BiEE TTHE LZHHOT
B atl A, d LU FE L LR L, U CFRP ORIERFIZIE AT DR AT A J1 = X 4

DIRREE T 7.

EFRCIEIRBELO64 g0 URBREFZ2/ER L, vxTfd, T T8, 770
B 3 ISR D S Y S OIA T, B HALEIZ BT AN ONT A L A FHHE L 7.
FIRIBEEIBIRE 3 WRoteHIRSIC X D IE L, NETOT A L il d 5 Z & TLLF OFE R -
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IR

U BIBETIE LR D X O ISRUERRIC BT IC 0T FBG & ¥ 28l iAte Z & MNINEET
b, T T, —BEAIRTIEC X VR LRI FBG & 2 HIA L D % B
T2 TNy ZHEOIARE] B L. ZOFEEZHWD Z L TEEOREEIZBW
THRID T Y E DAL ATREL 72 5.

TxT e 7T VICHDIAATE R CPISE NS, U TEE 7T o T T o
HAMERNGHIS . £7, Uz T7EICERT T U TRE RE UM 35
BT DHIENRINT. ZIUTT T U T OB FEET S 720, Y
IMBIETR LT W e Thd EEZXbND.

1% DFERFHR 2D 7 = TECTOERIT T 7 o DEI~/ NS WD LR bho Tz

LWL E, Vo7 TOERITT 7 VHOMEEICHF ST H-0EBETHD.

FEEIZ, LA L0 b URBICI W T RE 7R Spring-in 2235 Ml S vz, BLEONES
OF 73 LOVBREHAFE RS, U B OB A 1 = XL L B L3 5 2 &0
oY/ Aoyl

WERENE, U707 7 o UEICEES IR Sz, Zhid L B L FE
RO TH S,

fEHT Tl L A OBEGARAT D D EIZ T = T E BN L7 U BLONTE T L 2858 L T-.

£z, AREFMITICEB N THRBROILEZITY, WEOTH, BIOERRERICET S
LUF O/ R 2172

IR DR WA DT T, U7 - 7T U UESCERFIR & — BT 2
B, UMW T O BERSEFOREFIE L L THREOT 2o AR RS hi.
FERAG I & FIRR, BRED T EFREETERA R E .

LR OO AR L, UREF DY =7 Tid warpage 73 E L 5.

LA L U BEERARAT 2 LI 32 &, LR OBEPEREIBIC IV T LRSS L0 & U
BT Spring-in AENAKRE V. ZNENDORRIBRAE DM TIET 7 o PEHOENR/NS
W=, U7 HRRETERBICRE REN AL, ZOZ b, ERTALA
2L 918, UBMIZEBWTIEY = 7 OEEN Spring-in fEEICEREE 52X 52 L5

TR o 7=,
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HeE KEBMHMADVTHEHAFEDER

6.1. KEHEEIZH TS RRE(Ply-drop-off)

EEEOMZEHREE 72 & ORIWEE TIL, T OBREBALO T2 D ESAAIT L 0 RE 2 2L
SED. BEMERE LR, BERTHDH CFRP TldudEiifk & L TIRIEA R4 IZE{L &S
HHZENTERY. £ZT, Fig. 6.1 DX TV TV 7 Zmp CUIlr+ 2% 2 & THRE%
A &/ % Ply-drop-off #3&E 28 iV B4 % . Ply-drop-off 3 i & L Tl Fig. 6.2 I2RT &
D T2 D FRMTZFT B D, Fig. 6.2 13 Airbus A350 O 13O EARE L OSBRI OE:
HThY, RARMMORAMIER 25mm 56 35GMIT AT TRA ISHRIERZL LTS, F
72, ZOEOWEIT U B TH L, 77U PHOEEENRLICELS o TnAHZ L b
M5,

2O XD BREFHMICHImIIR D ZE T D HE, FFIZ Ply-drop-off #i& 2% L Tl 24 E

(ZHR A AT & 5. FATHIZE CIREICRFHMA~OEME, #hif, LY 7L
BHAM T, JBE - REENT, BRI, BT < BECBI T DT80N 28R - fRHT OO W >
BIRATHOIV TV AH[123,124]. T & OWFFETIXFAR Ply-drop-off #3& @ Ply-drop-off 235
B RRIE Y, Ply-drop-off £ « IR/ EDREEEL L T D, —J, I H,
ith 32 & F§-> Ply-drop-off #i& O#F5I13/ 72 <, Akhlague-E-Rasul, Shaikh ©[125,126]iZ kL %
JRIRENT DB T D . FTWRIBRICR AT DA - BB ERICET 205813 kR
Ply-drop-off i1 & %t 5t & U, FBG B L HMIEE =4 U v 7 &AT o 12fl[127]3 8 % 73,
SHANZIEAERD I TIT>THE Y, Ply-drop-off 8H DHRIZER L b O TRV, ko
K olca—F—#% a3 5 Ply-drop-off fih X KIS IE I 1T 2 HEREM TH L2, FElC
BT DN TUIIATHZE D FI A D70 <, AR B TR0,

Extemal Taper Internal Taper Thick Ply-drop-off Thin
A
:I_| : : :
| — : )
I | — [
Staircase arrangement Continuous plies interspersed

Fig. 6.1: Several types of ply-dorp-off structure.
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Root Tip

Fig. 6.2: Different size and shape of aircraft wing spar along longitudinal direction [122,128].

ZHIVE TORETHEHEIIR CFRP O ATRIMEIARAFT 5 Z L AVREN TN D, Z D7
¥ Fig. 6.2 D& 9 a—T =2 AT LM ORFHR THRIENZLT D &, HIBRONERO
FTHE L OHIERIGIRD, REORR LR ETHAEMFHL, fiEE TO LD y—7
BIZIZIB T 20T 5« B RIIR L 1XRR D REMERH S, ZORER, TRIRMEHT 2
HEZ7e D, RO RESICHEOMT 2B 255, Ply-drop-off #i& 1238V TH IEEED
WNERIRIEA R L, BB % ORI & BIE AR5 2 & T, fifir O Y MGk B A
A= AL T 2FREHED Z ENARETHD.

AETILE T Ply-drop-off #iE A2 A9 5 LB I3 L, ARERMHT 2175 . WIZ, i
FTTHELL FBG U L DS EE - & AMOTHEHEN 2 T, AIRIEFHEM
Hr OFERZBGET 5. S BT - FRIC KV B ONWNEOT B0 L OB & IR
7> Ply-drop-off #3& DA A 71 = X AIZBI L CTHET 5.

i

6.2. REMBEEDEN
6.2.1. fRETFE

Ply-drop-off #§iia A9 2% L BAFioxt LINHATRESR MY Y 7 h 7 =7 Abaqus 6.14
(Dassault Systems Inc.) Zffi [l L, AREZEMMT 21T >72. Fig. 6.3@ITRTEEOWN, *IFRS
HEZEL R OHEETMMEL, MRS LY 2% FE L7 (Fig. 6.3(h). J&
PR, TR ORISR I XZ L2 AL[904/0ss (64 J8) , [904/04]s B2)&) &L, = —F—W
BT 6.4mm, T—F—MAEIT0°L Liz. 7T URITRVSMm &L, JER - EREOR
FHAE 13 100mm & L7z, Ply-drop-off & (77— X—#8) Tl 64 J@h 5 32 J&~F) 4.4mm O
JESZAR oD, T—/3—EICHT 57 —/S—ITB U CldkAx fERHER ST D, filz
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IFSEOR[123] Tl M5°LAFC, —RBUCiZ 10:1) & d 0, ZEICER[129] Tik [fFE AT
DT — =3 20:1 Pk, EATGMTIE 101 b EdD. ABIFETIET — =3 101
ERDE DT R EHOEFHAESEZ50mm & Lz, 7— /=0 a—F—TOEER T
VR - JEAES E RO MREER & Lz, JREEREA Y = W X =T UL, B - T
B COHEMIT M ~DEEEIT 72 EARE LT 21T > 72
AL DYV ZEAL D NEOT 7, B X OB ERIZIRIC G 2 DB EBET D201

A—HP—=H TN —F 2 UMAT Z I\ 2 27 v Tt 1T o7z, MEE1TH 0 A7 v 7 HE
FO1 ATy 7RO O L- U L [FERRDT=, T 2 TIE 2RI 5. Bz
T L7 2 27 » 7 CIL Fig. 6.3(b) /R385 = —F— 88 2 o m s T ENL 2 1 AT v 7
HOIRREIZIRFF L= F &, 168 %2 2 EER(Fig. 6.3)0 y J71A1Z 0.2mm, z J7A1Z-0.2mm
B SEEM G EA ST, ok, LBLXO U MORRELIIC, 77 i3z ir
R A2, MEAEHE L7 0.3MPa OJE 1% 5% 7-.

190 MM 50 100 mm

Tool

64ply(t8.8mm) Ply drop-off Symmetric B.C. Remove B.C.

32ply (t4.4mm)
(a) (b)

45 mm Initial shape

4
\ 4

Strain measurement
/

L

Displacement: U,

(Corner) Displacement: U,

(Edge)

()
Fig. 6.3: FEA model for ply-drop-off structure:

(a) Whole model, (b) Half model with boundary conditions, (c) Displacement and strain

measurement points.
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1 AT v 7 HOREHMESR Ey A3 5, 25, 50, 100, 3000MPa D422 TE I EHUIRAT
AT, VAT v TR, a—F—1 5 45mm 2B 528 AW - BEOTALORTF
FnfizitEa Lz, £z, 2 27 v 7R TRO 2 —F—lnilis T O7 7 o Pl s i) 2
A7 Uy, Uq(Fig. 6.3(c)) 725 F=UZ &V Spring-in £ FEA0Z B H L 7=,

Aezz.tanﬂ(@)gz.u,

: (6.2.1)

2T NE7 70 PRSTHD.

6.2.2. fRITHER-BE

Fig. 6.4 [ BHAGHMERIZE T 5, OFT Bt TOXE K- BEOT 2, 38 LOER(6.2.1)

ZX Y RD7= Spring-in AEOETH 0% LB OBZOMEHTRER & O CTORT. WTIho
R RHMERIZISW T Ply-drop-off #1&E D 45 IE A EBIC IR 1T 2 AW « TEOT A EITIZIE—
ETHY, LAEOITFEREIZER U THD Z ERNbMnD. F7z Ply-drop-off FHZHBWTH
AW s TBEOT HEDIFITBICEE L TWD Z ERDND. ZHUIER - R TER
ENEAMERNRLRD DD, T—"—EIZBWTRIEN R 2 IZE6T 5 2 & BFEKT
bHbHEEZLND. WERIRIEZ LV EEICHGEET 272912, En 25MPa T Ply-drop-off £
EDOREHFEFH AP RIZIBIT 5 AW - MEOT O a2 —X%E L BIO B O
B & 7% (Fig. 6.5). Fig. 6.4 [Z/” 2 —F =5 45 mm ONLED 72 5T, FM 2T
ENENDOWE TR —DOT HoMmBHr bz, ZOMEMITRFIT PR OWE,

1 . . . . . 0.1
o Thick (64ply) PDO Thin (32ply)
o
® 0.8 Fo : 1 008 @
£ — A 5
S 06 F 1 006 €
7)) =}
T =
£ o4t o PDO 1 004 2
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1 T T T T T 0.1
= Thick (64ply) | PDO_ | Thin (32ply)
Re) = e B i
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So06 | 1 006 €
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= L-shaped
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(e) Em: 3000 MPa

Fig. 6.4: Shear/Normal strain ratio and spring-in angle for 1000 pe through-thickness strain along
longitudinal direction:

(@) Em: 5 MPa,, (b) Epy: 25 MPa, (c) Er: 50 MPa, (d) Er,: 100 MPa, (e) En,: 3000 MPa

Ply-drop-off

32-ply 64-ply

Fig. 6.5: Shear/Normal strain ratio distribution in ply-drop-off and L-shaped parts (Em: 25MPa):

Similar distributions are found through each thickness.

FOMLOBEHMERTHRETH YV, HLRFIZIBIT 2 NEREBIZZN TN DORIEIZIB W T
G0 3T oins Z LRI,
OFHBBENENOWETRFLEASOGA A/ NSN—TF, IREEBILR TR CorAi
MIET D, WEOT HOFERND, Fig. 6.61277 X 2 ICBAETOE— 2 > MMyfild i
ZNORECBWTIRE—ETH Y, HHUEHIIZOF—A 2 MRS ND. T DRI,

L e

TSI Sy TR DHRER 6 OB A Z T OT VA, BEL ORI T
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Fig. 6.6: Image of bending moment induced in ply-drop-off structure. Uniform moment arises in

each (32- and 64-ply) part.

ILZ DN/ NS L 725720, b CLRL O ZEIZITVOFiG. 6,412 S d K 9 BRI
ol EZ NS, HALI(EL 5~100MPa) D T A2 X 0 F8/E 4 23R A T ITERE L v
LA TR KE V. LRI RERE TR TR~ fiFEitEs S <, A
FBLIZK W ERRRTHL EBx L. —J7, BIIEHMESEE,23000MPad ¢4 HIRFIZ 35
T DERNTT — /A=W THEA - JERFIL D B ETEARE .
ZDOEFIZOWTHEET 5 72 0IZFig. 6.7 d, I—F—EH SRV oD
Ply-drop-offifi k4 DFFAT 24T > 7=, FhfERER I LA Ply-drop-offif it & FlEk & L, Fig. 6.7(b)IZ7R
PeCRdmOERFMOEN, BIOmMBEZEEEET RS E 527, vk, ZZ
TERNMEIC LD T TV ORROHZ2BET HOIE R L OENTIBEET, HELE
Bz X 0 w451 ~-1000pe D OV 2 & 5- 2 72, Fig. 6.7(C) (2R 14 % E, 233000MPaD 5 &
DT — /N —EA8JEALE (H UER) TO SN F AN D =2 & —[X, Fig. 6.81TH AEHLMEHRE L)
25MPa & 3000MPad 55 D 7 —/ N —HBABEMLIE O Tz 31T DA T AN 2 7~7. 22T,
Fig. 6.8 CIIBERSMEA 5 2 1l TOLENMA20E LTW5. B LD X 5 (RIS MR B
(25MPa)55 6, AR & RIARIC AN T M~ DZETED /L B AL DS, SR HAME )35\ (3000MPa)
BAIZmAN TR ~OEER RGNS, MOBEIZE W THREROEER A b, Zh
IEFig. 6.912 " T L DT —/X—EIZ B W TR RFTHNZIERSRIZ /2 > TV D Z & A
FIRTH D, Pt Tk L OBIZRRORGTHEICER L, FROHBETH
B E T ITHERICE T 2 2 B TER V[130,131], 7 —/N—E T H RER DT 2%
ELTEEZEZOND. EEE, En233000MPadH G288\ T, LB (64/8) DA ICZFig. 6.8T
FbENba—F—%BRWIZPly-drop-of D AR 2 LabE b s, a—F—%2HT 5
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Iy-drop-off area (flange)

64ply
32ply

(@) (o)

Large € Small

Deformed Initiil

X ()
Fig. 6.7: Investigation on warpage in ply-drop-off area: (a) whole ply-drop-off L-shaped structure,

(b) analysis model for flat part, (c) displacement distribution

0.002 T T | |

0.000 —
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-0.006 | Em: 3000MPa

-0.008 .

Displacement [mm/1000 ue]

-0.010 : : : :
0 20 40 60 80 100

Distance, x [mm]

Fig. 6.8: Warpage in flat ply-drop-off area for 1000 pe through thickness strain
(Em: 25 and 3000 MPa)
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B (° (fiber in perpendicular direction)
3 90° (fiber in lateral direction) Asymmetric layup

d

32-ply Ply-drop-off area 64-ply

A
\ 4

Fig. 6.9: Asymmetric layup observed in ply-drop-off area.

0 : | | |
— -0.02 | |
£
£ -0.04
5 | 64-ply L-shaped
§ -0.06 S |
a -0.08 Ply-drop-off area (64-ply) |
(2]
QO 01 t 64-ply L-shaped + PDO flange ]

'012 1 L . I

’ 2 40 60 80 100

Flange [mm]
Fig. 6.10: Comparison between L-shaped and ply-drop-off parts(E,,: 3000MPa). Deformation
generated in ply-drop-off structure corresponds to deformation in L-shaped part and warpage in flat

ply-drop-off.

Ply-drop-off #%1& @D 64 & COENR & —E7 5 (Fig. 6.10). = Z T, Fig. 6.10 Da—F—%f
9% Ply-drop-off #1& Tl 32, 64 &Jg@ O EZ T 57201, FROEFHAE I % 1Imm
& LTz, EBEOMNT CIEEFHME S A 100mm Th v, 7——# L OMHENEHT S, Fig.
6.4(e) D X 9 12 Ply-drop-off {5 C Spring-in 23T 2 Ao T- & ZE 2 BN 5.
EBRIBEONDIERIZTENENOMMERTRATLI0TAZZE L LT, BEEZRL
AL OTHD. LLETHE LGSR & Appendix C 2 JE1C, REARAZHEE LR
Z Fig. 6.11 |2/~ 9". 2 Z CIIMINE#MESR En 23 5, 25, 50, 100, 3000MPa D% #1241 Cifist
J71A1Z 1800, 1600, 600, 500, 4170ueDd T AR FAET H & L TitHE E#{T>7-. Fig.6.11 I
IR AIRE OIS PRI R T 2R ETE 2 ZEE T, —RICERT 2 LIUE L7256 OHE
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0.54 T T

0.52 r 32ply (L-shaped) A
— 05 r - .
E 0.48  Ply-drop-off -
E’ 0.46 (w/ asym.) N\ Ply-drop-off
5 (w/ oasym.)
? 044 | -

0.42 I 64ply (L-shaped) 1

0.4 :

0 100 200 300

Position [mm]

Fig. 6.11: Calculated spring-in deformation in ply-drop-off structure along with L-shaped results.

EfR O ORT. MAROIIHEEHIREBE LI-5E, RFIM~OBREITER
FHM~OECELT — =T LBEZETHSH. —J, IEHEE IR Z B L5,
TN BEEREBIZ T, IRERRICEE AEINT 5. W DBET, &L LT
JE IR 2> & TR 23T T Spring-in Z2ERNEINIT 5 L7205, ZHUFEREHCE~KRE <
Spring-in A L L 5 &3 H2HAEZ, tiiFHIPEDO KE WEREAHME L TWH7-HTHS.
Z OFER, A OUREIZ T — 8= AL CER I S D L5127 5. BLEOET
FEREY, WHOTHIEN - R TRIERICENZENE—I12 5 —FH T, RENRE
BIIRFEHMTHMBREL L E THIENS.

6.3. REBEDRBE=2Y Y
6.3.1. EERITE
RFIT M Ply-drop-off Z A4 2% LM ZER L, WHOTAORFHMoAMOFE X
OIE#% DICRFHZ AT > 7. 3B O X % Fig. 6.12 (2~ . A O ~HE 3T & [F
BRIZ7 7 k% 95mm, JEPIHER([904/04]4s (64 JE)) 35 & UNHEAIER([904/04] s (32 ) DI & % 11
Z1 100mm, 7 —/ 8= OlE % 50mm & L=, T— =Dk E LT Fig. 6.1 1Rz
HEEX ToiE[132]23 8 5 8, BB O S S LUV THIZE DBl % &% L, Staircase arrangement
(BB & Uiz, 77— "= Tl B 2 [T 22 &K F )51 bmm (28l L, Ply-drop-off #
WEEVER Uz, MPEHEILA 7Y 7L 2 TT00SCH#2592 (P3252-15, LK) %A L7=. 1k
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H L OFEfkiIz X DEEBHKID 725 2 KD PTFE 7 4 /L A (JEZ @ 100pm) Z3E 0 ) 72713
=y LEE (=)= 64 mm, 2—F—ME0°) (Y TLIEEEL, UL
FEIC PTFE 7 4 b s (JEA 1 50um) BEXOH T A7 v R &g, ®KENX 77 402
THE-oT. RPRER, JEREE LM A EIUCIN T, BRI L 72 2 IR A
1E « FHAIH O K 2V 2 D IA AT

BEFRHMONEHOT Bofi 3 572912, BFI71M 4 i OmEIMR D £45° 757 1A)I2 FBG
T Y EHDIAATS(Fig. 6.12). AT, Fig. 6.12 DN LRSS « 7 — S—H, JERT—/%
—H - B & FRS. B  HERISMET OFHALR L RERIC = — T — « 7 T VB B 45mm fiEn
T L 72D KT L, ENENOREFAEIZI T D +45° 5 M OE - EEHEE 7mm & L7z,
FREETITH 4 FED LM O L DITPTFE 7 4 VA EFRAL, o HES 230 5 FikITFH
FICIEZR. 22T, BIEO U A ~ODIALTHNE Loy ZH%RIDIALTIEZFIH L
7o, BB 24— 7 L—TATEZES &L, Ny ZHEOIALTFEEZ HWCTREZRIT 7214,
TUZ FBG © o H a7 Lidd, BV iALE AT —TF v b7 —7(% 10mm>X 10mm)iZ &L 9 /<
BN, FHLET 74 32T O tail length BEL O L—TF 4 V7RSI LAB IOU
RIDFBR & FIREIZ, HAE(32-ply) Tl tail length 23 2mm, 27 L—F ¢ > 7 &5 Imm, JERIER

A-A section (OF: projection)
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Fig. 6.12: Schematic of ply-drop-off L-shpaed specimen.
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(64-ply) TiZ tail length 73 3mm, 7' L—7 4 > 7 RN 1lmm ThoH. ROESITV—T 4 7
R SRR AL E S 5 X 5 (R AHER(64-ply) TR 10mm, HRER(32-ply) THI6mm & L7-.
W7 7 A NHOIALE ORBRFITEZE - A— b7 L—7N 0.3MPa &fif FCRE LTz, ikIF
YA 7 L% 2°CImin F-, 90°C 7 BEEIRRE, 2°C/min A1 & Uiz, 7233, 55 4 B> LB L [FIEE,
WHINNCEZEORIE « FNEZTT 72, IO FBG & 238 L UBERT OJREFHIIT 1 4

AT o7, £z, 3WITIIREHEESS ATOS 2 L, HOBRIIRZ5HAI L7z

6.3.2. HERER- &%

Ny THIBOIARZ LY FBG & 4 ZHDIA A T2 ER i O i l1% 5B % Fig. 6.13 |Z/”7.
FEFHM A EGHENENOMETHT 7 A4 SP 245 IO IAF I TV DR300 5.
W7 7 AN 1L RKOMDIAARCE LIZRFRIX 3 RETHY, KFEICLLI AT 7 A4 "M
DAL PN KGR E~T ISR TH D Z Enbnsd. £/, HIAHKREL LUOHED
IABFEZRRT D2 & CHUAREDOE 2 M LR RIAEND.

Fig. 6.14, Fig. 6.15 |2 FJ7M 4 ET2 L 2hilis T DARMIEE - B A BO§ 7(2((3.2.3))
BLOHEAM - BEOT AH(A(GB.2.4)0FER %4 RT. Fig. 6.14 X 0 #ERES - ERHILIZ,
FNENOHHE T —/N—EHTIRER COTAEB A S, BFFMICHNEHOT A D5
MPFIEFRAEL TWRNWZ ERDND. TR TELZ LI L oL, 77— =i
BOWTHENRXIZENT D7D EBEZX NS, L EENRFETH LW AN - FED
T AL (Fig. 6.15)I28B VT b [Rl— ORREE TIHIRER & 7 — = ToZET/Nh &<, WERIRE
DIFRED DT DGR STz, WEDRR LR ETHAEENR S 256,
UHRIEFH CHRFHATHEOT HROSMBREET L EEZEX6NDLT20D, ZOMEITHRE
RO OFT I L T, IWEDRZR LA RILEOMAEERAN NI L2R LTS, &
AUTRTERFONET O 7, 38 X ONZIIUTHE S RIS RN ZNENOMRIEE TUI D 43T i
5T EERLTEHY, Kappel DWFFE[TL]D K 5 IS5 00 TR E 7V O RetE 4 7R~
LTW5.
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(@)

Optical fibers

(b)

Fig. 6.13: Photograph of ply-drop-off L-shaped part: (a) whole structure, (b) side view.

Optical fibers were successfully embedded in diagonal directions along its longitudinal direction.

WIZENZENDELE 2 i35 &, [ AE(32-ply) TlEaE{k o i >-(200min-300min) T
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DOEALIEHRD T/ & < 72 5 (Fig. 6.14 (a), (b)) JERIER(64-ply) 28\ Cidfsfbimfs 2 L ¢ &
B B AWTOT HE G RENL, EABOT HR—EILR D 2 L I1X72 0\ (Fig. 6.14 (c), (d)).
Z OEETE AW« BEOTALOFERFIQ. 6.15)0L LN THD. Fiz, BETIHE
ABTOTH B BRI LR E <, BT ORGSR & RIAR, BEARIGHE IR 3 2 7R AT 1T
BRI C/hEWNEFRIEND. BHIFFTIE 4 2FTT T TERBEOT A5 3000usi 4425
—7, HAWOTHRITIZIERE LRV, 202 & LmAIRX Radford XX CTFHIS LD
Spring-in 8 X OENT THLE LTI MfEE ICER T 2 2B 2 &b IR A 1S R
THEEZOND.
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< o] fe >
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£ 3
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-7000 : : : : : 0
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Fig. 6.14: Reduced normal and shear strains at (a) 32-ply edge, (b) 32-ply near ply-drop-off,

(c) 64-ply near ply-drop-off, and (d) 64-ply edge.
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Fig. 6.15: Shear/Normal strain ratio at

(a) 32-ply edge, (b) 32-ply near ply-drop-off, (c) 64-ply near ply-drop-off, and (d) 64-ply edge.
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SRR TR U 72 i I B AR O 4547 % Fig. 6.16 127”9, £ 7= Fig. 6.17 I[ZKF /516 5 mm
fEDOAEIZIS T D Spring-in £ FE & A TRELRZ AT O R (Fig. 6.11) 3 L URIBZ ORI A 42
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ZHTRBR /AR T DBRD T — N—=EIC BT DM D i 2 XLV, IEHEE 0
EBRIFI SN DTHLEEZXOND . BT & ERFEROR R D8 L LTIERTRDOZE
BofmnsTons. B CIERTICB O TREFEFEOMAEEMNE T DR, ERfEER
TIHERABTIRTEE —RER LD, O &0 EBEORKESE TIIERHOET R~
ORIPERE N ERTFRISND. O RIS L TR T — _—5OfHED L aEE L=
WM ZE R T 5 2 &%, a—F—E CHRERE FVD Z & X0 FEMR T 21T 5
Z &, BROARWIE TR LRI DHEDIAL FBG FiEEa 7T —/S—HIZEHA T 562 L 2@ U
T, WRDMHTRBEON ERARETHL EBZZOND.

LA EOfiEMT « EERAER DS, Ply-drop-off #1& TIXENENDRIEIIZIBNT, MIBRED
WEITOT 2, BROFIUTHE S BRRISTVIREBIIRFH M TIREE—I22 50, dFEitED
BDINCE D, BABERIIETHFMCOMBEL D Z EBRHLNIR o7, FREEICH
L CIIARERMATICL Y, REDLRTRNAIRETH 2205, NHBOT 2095 2
& TARERDITREE DM LA RIAENS.

I 5.250|

Fig. 6.16: 3D scanning picture of ply-drop-off specimen. Color represents thickness.
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Fig. 6.17: Spring-in distribution in ply-drop-off specimen along longitudinal direction (Fig. 6.16)

with average spring-in in each area after cutting.
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o T A—HTOHMHEE L BEE LIS E L LW TIHEREATRIOEN BN D
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S RALTERNFETHZ ERHALMNIRoT-. £727 = 7D warpage 78 7 7 o DI b

ZHZ, LRI b REWRBLTENREET D Z RSN,

%5 6 T Tl Ply-drop-off #&& OfEHT « OFT HE =X U 7 E2ATV, ARWFIE THREE L7ZNES
O T HEHANEN KRS E~EHRE TH D Z L AR L. OTHRIIEF IR T—HETHY
S S FRNT O FREMEDS R S T=. — 07, BRIIRFHMTHOMT 5 2 E PRI,
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PLEIZEXY, LU BB T 2 NEIRRE - IR AT A I = X AR LMD,
Ply-drop-off #i& DX 28 - 72 AL b 15 b 7z,

A% OBER L OIS A TREMEIC DWW TLA TR T,

o KBFZETIIEER 7 4 L ADOMEH, METrERICLY, FIALRTOREEZMHEIL, 7
M OE « UKD B A ELZ Lz, L L, FEEORIE T tool-part interaction
EIIUD ETDFNMRIOBENERBERICG 2 8B LS EE2 N5, FiEHE
EBIWGEMEIZZEZ, ERETOI ZLRABROBETHD.

o EHID CFRP TlL/EMAMETRILD 7 DI & I BT Y B MR - % 43 ik S W 7 B g 3 A+
mEansdZ L. ZoEMBIERIIE AWM, LM 72 & ClErisiEiE
DALV FEETLIRHOT S, BIORKHREBER IR SELTHLER
bILD. AWM TRRELIZE=F ) VT FECL D ZOROBEENFRETH D.

o AWFETHHZE LI FEZEZBROBIFICHT 6L LT, & 4 BEOLIIZ, 77 A
N Y OISEEZRM L, WEARESORIERORELZE=2 ) 745 2 L%
FTons., =4V 7RO BEE TR —R/EOMEIC X 515> &
52 LT, SEAHE - RAEDSFIREL 72 D,

o EREEWAN=ALOBMIIINZA, BNl 252 LM EFICEETH L.
PR ETE ORBII TG R OFRESRIE 7 a v ADER R EOFIERBZLNDLN, £
NS OFIIZ BT S AMIETHIE LIZWEE =2 Y 7 FEICL Y, AHRE®RD
BohdLBELLND.

AWFZETHFE LIZNE O B FIEIC LV, TORFHUA A BE T &b - I BB O N ERIR
RERHRIFTRE L 72 0, MR & OFE D 2 & THMERICB T 2BER DA D =X LN &Y
HREIZ 72 o7z, Ak, KO FEBRICEWEISE L, AFEZICHT 52 LT, FEED~T
IEREEE - e m B RIAE L, CFRP O LV 2R ZFPICER L EE 26N 5.
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Appendix A. BT TRV -Y1t(E

CFRP ORI T & 5l & IRFBFHEDO WML S CFRP OMIVEIE 2 554 2 (S IR R
HI| - BHG - AT /e B2 e FIEDMAAET B [133]. AWFZE TIX-#%BRAII> Chamis &7 /L[100]
B X O* Self consistent field model (SCFM)[101,102] AV CHEEMEL O MMl 2 @ Uiz, FEER
OFFEHTCIE, AL OERIZAENVEL T D BIEHME R En 2 X7 A—Z L L, LRET MK
W CFRP 0¥t & 7F 5 L7=. Z Z TiE Chamis &7 /L3 K OV SCFM 7> 5353 %5 CFRP O
WP EEIC DOV Tk 5.

Chamis 7 /L X0, —JFHMEIOWMAR B, Exn, viz, Grd KT Gyl

Ey, = VIE/ 4+ VmE™, (A.1)
Em
E,, = . —F (A.2)
1-V7-(1-E™/EL)
Gm
Gip = , A3
Y —WT - (1-6m/6, (A3)
Gm
Gy = . A4
21— (1-G6m/GL (A4)
vy = VIV, + vmum, (A5)

LD, ZZC, EITHEEMER, G IIRHMR, vidRT v o, EfFERATO fITRE
WRHE, m TG, T EIRAFTO LIk, 2 I3 T m a2 Rd. £z, BERRS
ML 2 L3R UMETH D EREL,

E33 = Ep, (A6)
Gi3 = Gy, (A7)
Viz = V12, (A8)

PNEIND . A FTTER B O BAYERRAT (IS LB 2 M IEI X (AL)-(A8) Evas TH D, v 13
SFCM X ¥

K - mGz3

= A.9
Vas Ty +mG,;’ (A9)
k7gb., ZZT
Vi,
m=1+4K—, (A.10)
Eiq
m(f fym f m m\yf
_K (K +GHy™ + KT (K™ + G™)V (A11)

(K + GHV™ + (K™ + G™)Vf
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Th 5. KITEREBMERTH . 7285, REHED AR R KIZA FORAFIT L7-[134].

B 3/E,E,E;
3(1 - 23,/\}12\}31\}23)'
(A1)-(A12) XY CFRP O ZIRETE 5. L L, ZEHMM TH D EIEOWIEE 2 3

FUTITHEHIESR E™ OMIZ 1 SOYIEER LI TH 5. AHFIETIIE L O RFEH MR KT
INTT T AARBED IRFEFMER K e D 12 T—ETH H[103] EE L T, HEHMESR E" DA
C CFRP OWPHEAE A R E Uiz, BHIRIZSE T CTH 2 O THREEHMESE K™ X

Em
T 31— 2vm)

Kf

(A.12)

K™ (A.13)

LD, HT ARIEDOBIIR SR EMgass 3 LR T Y U v o 1ZBEFI TH 2 DT, (A13)
K& DT T RO BREFNER KT DR ED. Eo EbOEL Y,

1
K,

K™ = = Kllss (A.14)
ThHY, FEHEMOHEERORFR LY
1 E™
v = E - 6K_m (A15)
Em
ey (A16)

LB, BIEHMERET 237 A—& L LT, CFRP O EA EXRT LN TX 5.
TR BRHEHES AR Vel 60% & L, RBEMHEOWIMEMEIL Table A, 112779 &L 512 T700SC OfE
[135] &2 L, #H 7 AIREETOHMINE O #HMEFRIT 3000MPa & L7-.

Table A. 1: Carbon fiber (700SC) properties used in analysis [135]

Elastic moduli (GPa) Ef1 230
Eiz 18.2

G2 36.6

Poisson’s ration Vit 0.27

Vi 0.3
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Appendix B. L 23S E LU U BH OERBHOBREEHE
5 2 2535 L O 5 2 COTRMNT CLIBIRHIO 1112 B 5 A MR Eds K O
JMTHIPESR Go S UTEC D, = 2 CIZI b ORMEESS & OE A L7l STl 5.
W12 & B A QIR Z Wy &5 &, TNOT e WA 51

2
e(z) = —2-% (B.1)
L7 B[104]. Z 2T, MNAFER L TWD. mNIGS TR E 22000 C
2
0(z)=—-E(@)z- dd;:;b (B.2)

LA, T2, BEERO LIRS AN HIER O NN S DG, R E Nz DR
Bz s, (BAWCHEEA T, o352 LT, BAEYYOHIFE—2> FMRB

d? t/2
M=f o(z)-z-dAd=— M;bj E(z)-z%-dz (B.3)
A ax? J_p,

LEpND, 22T, A(BIYEN(229) EEMT D L, ARIHIER Egh

f_tijz E(z)-z?-dz

e:
I
EEMIND. T, IR, | IZENESHTZ Y OWE _IRE—A FTHY, MEOY
PEEIZ B D S TR O A TR E DM TH DH. N(B.A LY, AR EldfbE#ERIC
RIFTDHETH Y, 0°M & PLHl SEENT-ALEICAET D EmL D 2 Enbnd. A%

H MR Go 1 X EN TN DG IZI T 5 AKIHIESR G D49 6

(B.4)

t/2
6@ -z (B5)

Go: :

L7z, (BSXY, AzhE AWM Go [ ZAHRHMETT M OB O TIRESNDETH D
ZEBDMD.

(B.4), (B.5)THEHT 2 MR E 8 L O AWM G 13 Appendix A D(A.1)-(A4) LV Kk
Wiz (AL-(ADITBAEHMESR En 2 L VENE(LT 205, BRHMESE Eg XA THERL
T AEEAR AR C IR AR SR O B N E N T8, En=100MPa DfEZ R FEfE & L CERA L7
—J7, B AWITRMERE G (XBIIEHMERIZEI D RE B D700, TNENOMIEHMESR
EnlZxf L(A3), (A4), (BB)L VEtH #1T-o72. En=5, 25, 50, 100 MPa (2331} % A &hsiE
R, G AMTEMEROFREE R % Table B. 1 & Table B. 2 12”9, 728, 1EMEICIF20E D
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HRhE AWM RIT 32, 64 8 & R HETH DN, HALTEEIC BV TTE AWTIESR Gy,
G DEN/NE L, B AWMERNIIZE CMEIZ 72 5729, Table B. 2 121332, 64J& Dk
L

Table B. 1: Effective Young’s modulus Eg for stacking sequences used in this research.

20-ply 32-ply 64-ply
Stacking sequence
([02/904/04]s) ([904/04] 5) ([904/04] 45)

Ey [GPa] 76 43 56

Table B. 2: Effective Shear modulus Gg as a function of resin Young’s modulus E,

Em [GPa] 0.005 0.025 0.050 0.100

Got [GPa] 0.007 0.033 0.066 0.132
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Appendix C. X7 74 N\t oY ERAL-HIgHEEEDHT

FATHIE[96] T, K7 7 A /St ¥ AT BRI R OREEIES BRI S L7z, RIFET
X2 OFEE W THEE U7 BHIR MR By OHFIFAN TN 21T > 7272, Appendix C TZ
DHEETER L ORR A HRICHAT 5.

53 E TR/ L 91T, FBG B TEHAIT 2 O A3 9 tail length | & [ilf:~ k
Vo7 ZACIEKFEL, XBLHYLERDEND. 2T, —HEEROBHEEZ FIZ, tail
length D722 2 5D FBG & & HlbiAte &

s _ . dec
s Zaccon - ae e
ERBDFERDGEOND. 22T, s, IL1EH72 5 tail length TH Y, ZiZh tail length D
FZV & > (short tail sensor) & Kt > (long tail sensor) (23517 D {E% 7~9". Short tail sensor
DAl % long tail sensor DAL TR 5 &

ded _ a(C®), 1)
de — a(C(D), 1)

R0, ENENNEIT D OT HO(short/long tL) 3B s, Z 2T, fail length 238
Ot Y E=MEH L4, shortllong it d 25 To CFRP Ot~ NV » 7 X C(t)D
MMAEFETHETH D, 512, Appendix A T/REND X 9 ICHllE~ h Y v 7 A CO)ILAtE
BMER EL OB THRTZ LN TE 572, Y(C.2)D short/long FulT g HMER E, ORI L %
ZDHZEMNMTED. 2O ENOLARFIETIEER T O IL short/long b & MR E,
AHEET D, LUFICEERRFIE L MR 2R T

W7 7 A N B A RESRAT 2 BIIE MR En 2B X R BATV, TENOBIEHME
HIZET 5 short/long bk % 3R 6 5 . Fig. C-11Z short/long kb & #HE #E:R D BAfR 2 73, Fig. C-1
DTy FRELNRD L, FEBRT shortllong tbZ #HEIT 5 Z & T, TORMIZEIT S
BIIRTHVERZHEE TE 5. AWFE TIXIATAIZE[96] & 2512 TT00SCH#2592 (P3252-15, H L
(KRR OWIPEHETE 21T > 7. FEREAIZ[0]s — 517, BRA A X% 70mm x 70mm
& L, ftail length 73 35 mm(long tail sensor)¥s & U8 2 mm(short tail sensor)® 2 ffi¥i > FBG & >
Vol L—7 4 TEPHRIER L ORFHmP IR s Lo ICiE L. FHHR%Z Fig.
C-2 \Z/r7. AL O REGH-C short tail sensor (ZkE-, long tail sensor TR & < OF AT AEL T
WS ENDIND. —J7, OB TEIZENENDOEI/NS 2%, Fig. C-2 Of R 2 M

(C.2)
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(2, short/long bt & #H5 L7-#E 84 Fig. C-3 1R d. 2 ZTlE, LD HZOILKRKZ R L
TH Y, long tail sensor 73 100 pethN4 2@ A2 HH L. F 7= Fig. C-3 121X Fig. C-1 @
L O, HEE LIRS OM LR CR LTV D, Fig. C-3 DFERMN D, BLREO i E
SRR 135K 150 MPa R T EF-772 2 L 300D ARBFFED T TILSEATIFFE[96] & Z D
i R BT, LRI T DA MIEHMESR & LT5, 25, 50, 100 MPa TEMHRZ1T - 7z.
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Fig. C-1: Relationship between resin Young’s modulus and short/long strain ratio (FEA).
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Fig. C-2: Measured strain by short and long FBG sensors.
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Fig. C-3: Measured short/long strain ratio and estimated resin Young’s modulus by experiment and

numerical anlaysis.
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Appendix D. FEA TR L= UMAT 4 J)L—F>a—F

O O o0 o0 0

O O

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,DFGRD0,DFGRD1,NOEL,NPT,LAYER,KSPT,KSTEP,KINC)

UMAT FOR TWO MATERIALS

CHARACTER*8 CMNAME

MATERIAL SELECTION

IF (CMNAME(1:4) .EQ. 'MAT1) THEN
CALL UMAT_MAT1(STRESS,STATEV,DDSDDE,SSE,SPD,SCD,
RPL,DDSDDT,DRPLDE,DRPLDT,
STRAN,DSTRAN,TIME,DTIME, TEMP,DTEMP,PREDEF, DPRED,CMNAME,
NDI,NSHR,NTENS,NSTATV,PROPS,NPROPS,COORDS,DROT,PNEWDT,
CELENT,DFGRDO,DFGRD1,NOEL,NPT,LAYER,KSPT,KSTEP,KINC)

ELSE IF (CMNAME(L:4) .EQ. 'MAT2') THEN
CALL UMAT_MAT2(STRESS,STATEV,DDSDDE,SSE,SPD,SCD,

B W DN -

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,DFGRD0,DFGRD1,NOEL,NPT,LAYER,KSPT,KSTEP,KINC)

ELSE

WRITE(*,*) "INVALID MATERIAL"
ENDIF
RETURN

END SUBROUTINE
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C R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R AR R R R R R R R R R R R R R AR R R R AR R R R R R R R R

C UMAT_MAT1

C *hrhkhrrkhkhkkhkhirhkhkkhrrrrkrkrrrrhhkhkhikhkhkkhkhiihkhirrhhhhhhihhiihihhkhkhihhkhkkhkhiiiiikiiiiixkx

SUBROUTINE UMAT_MAT1(STRESS,STATEV,DDSDDE,SSE,SPD,SCD,
Cx1
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,DFGRD0,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(5,6)

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

LOCAL ARRAYS

EELAS - ELASTIC STRAINS

ETHERM - THERMAL STRAINS

DTHERM - INCREMENTAL THERMAL STRAINS
DELDSE - CHANGE IN STIFFNESS DUE TO TEMPRATURE CHANGE

MODULLI - CANNOT BE USED FOR PLANE STRESS

PROPS(1~NPROPS - 4) - Em
PROPS(NPROPS - 3) - ALPHAL(T1)

O O 0O O O O 0O 0O OO0 000

UMAT FOR ISOTROPIC THERMO-ELASTICITY WITH LINEARLY VARYING
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O O o0 o0 o0 o0

PROPS(NPROPS - 2) - ALPHA2(T1)
PROPS(NPROPS - 1) - ALPHA3(T1)
PROPS(NPROPS) - T_INITIAL: usually 02 C
NDI - NUMBER OF DIRECT STRESS
NSHR - NUMBER OF SHRRE STRESS

Cx2

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

FIBER VOLUME FRACTION
VF =06

FIBER PROPERTIES

EF11 = 230000000.
EF22 = 18200000.

VF12 =0.27

VF23 =0.3

GF12 = 36600000.

GF23 = EF22/(VF23+1.)*0.5

MATRIX PROPERTIES

EM = PROPS(INT(TIME(2))+1)
EGLASS = 5000000.

VGLASS =0.4

BGLASS = EGLASS/(3.*(1.-2.*VGLASS))

BM = BGLASS*0.5

VM = 0.5-EM/6./BM

GM = EM/(L+VM)*0.5

CHAMIS MODEL
EMOD(1) = VF*EF11+(1.-VF)*EM
EMOD(2) = EM/(1-VF**0.5%(1.-EM/EF22))
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EMOD(3) = EM/(1-VF**0.5%(1.-EM/EF22))
EMOD(4) = GM/(1-VF**0.5%(1.-GM/GF12))
EMOD(5) = GM/(1-VF**0.5%(1.-GM/GF12))
EMOD(6) = GM/(1-VF**0.5%(1.-GM/GF23))
ENU(L,2)= VF*VF12+(1.-VF)*VM
ENU(L,3)= VF*VF12+(1.-VF)*VM

c GENERALIZED SELF CONSISTENT MODEL
BFTEMPL = (EF11*EF22*EF22)**(1/3.)

BFTEMP2 = (VF12*VF12*EF22/EF11*VF23)**(1/3.)
BF = BFTEMP1/3./(1.-2.*BFTEMP2)
BTEMP =

(BM*(BF+GM)*(1-VF)+BF*(BM+GM)*VF)/((BF+GM)*(1-VF)+(BM+GM)*VF)
CTEMP = 1+4*BTEMP*ENU(1,2)*ENU(1,2)/EMOD(1)
ENU(2,3)= (BTEMP-CTEMP*EMOD(6))/(BTEMP+CTEMP*EMOD(6))

C
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)
C
DELTA=(ONE-ENU(1,2)*ENU(2,1)-ENU(2,3)*ENU(3,2)
1 -ENU(3,1)*ENU(1,3)-TWO*ENU(1,2)*ENU(2,3)*ENU(3,1))/
2 (EMOD(1)*EMOD(2)*EMOD(3))
C
C ELASTIC STIFFNESS
C
DO K1=1, NTENS
DO K2=1, NTENS
DDSDDE(K1,K2) =0
END DO
END DO
C
Cyl

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

DDSDDE(L,2)=(ENU(2,1)+ENU(3,1)*ENU(2,3))/(EMOD(2)*EMOD(3)*DELTA)
DDSDDE(L,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+K 1)*(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
DO K2=1, NTENS
STRESS(K2)=STRESS(K2)+DDSDDE(K2, K1)
*(DSTRAN(K1)-DTHERM(K1))
END DO
ETHERM(K1)=ETHERM(K1)+DTHERM(K1)
EELAS(K1)=STRAN(K1)+DSTRAN(K1)-ETHERM(K1)
END DO

DO K1=1, NTENS
STATEV(K1)=EELAS(K1)
STATEV(K1+NTENS)=ETHERM(K1)

END DO

STATEV(2*NTENS+1)=EMOD(2)
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Cy2
C

RETURN

END SUBROUTINE
C

C *hhkkhhkkhkhkkkkhhkkkkhkhkikhhkkhihhhhkkkikhkkkkhkhihkkhkihrhhkhhkhhkhkhkhikhkhkhkhkhihkhkhkhkiihhiiiiiikk

C UMAT_MAT2

C *hhkkhkrkkhkhkkkkrkhkkkhkhkhihkikhihikhhkkkikhkkkkhkhihkkkhkrkihhhkhhhhkhkhhhhkkkkhhkkkkkhkikikikhkikikiiixkx

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

C

Cx1-Cx2 L[FE—=— Ric kY Hl%

C

C CHAMIS MODEL
EMOD(1) = EM/(1-VF**0.5*(1.-EM/EF22))
EMOD(2) = EM/(1-VF**0.5*(1.-EM/EF22))
EMOD(3) = VF*EF11+(1.-VF)*EM
EMOD(4) = GM/(1-VF**0.5*(1.-GM/GF23))
EMOD(5) = GM/(1-VF**0.5*(1.-GM/GF12))
EMOD(6) = GM/(1-VF**0.5*(1.-GM/GF12))
ENU(3,1)= VF*VF12+(1.-VF)*VM
ENU(3,2)= VF*VF12+(1.-VF)*VM

C

C GENERALIZED SELF CONSISTENT MODEL

BFTEMP1 = (EF11*EF22*EF22)**(1/3.)

BFTEMP2 = (VF12*VF12*EF22/EF11*VF23)**(1/3.)
BF = BFTEMP1/3./(1.-2.*BFTEMP?2)
BTEMP =

(BM*(BF+GM)*(1-VF)+BF*(BM+GM)*VF)/((BF+GM)*(1-VF)+(BM+GM)*VF)
CTEMP = 1+4*BTEMP*ENU(3,1)*ENU(3,1)/EMOD(3)
ENU(L,2)= (BTEMP-CTEMP*EMOD(4))/(BTEMP+CTEMP*EMOD(4))

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

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

C
C ELASTIC STIFFNESS
C
DO K1=1, NTENS
DO K2=1, NTENS
DDSDDE(K1,K2) =0
END DO
END DO
C
Cyl-Cy2 L[FE—=— Ric K ) Hl%
C
RETURN

END SUBROUTINE
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