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Fig. 1.8 Mechanism of shape-memory effect.
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- HBRBEHOBREEIET S LT, IFREA R L, BER2BEEREZSZ L
MNTE D,

ETHWLOT, BHFOBRTLEEED T 1y 71T BETH D,
cBETLEAFICELRRS D70, BREEBRSZENTE D,

- URE, MEICHLHRBICEDETEAYA XEEZ2 D LT, a7 OWMHEERE
TE 5,

< BARLS AR ERET S 2 & T B R A A 5T 5 70 EEIITIS U CTHBESY
HEFETE D,

Z OREIHIEAT &L 1.3 TR~V RE=2 ) v TR DRI, L0 ST
DEWEIIY Y RA o FRFNVEZHBETHZ ENARETH D, ok, W TH,. SMA IZX
DHNZ T DEE DTN ED LT DA, BEMEH S L COEHARRE L2 DT
& % [17-18],
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Nichrome wire

(b)After Impact

Energization of wire
_—

Heating

(c)After Heating

Fig. 1.11 Schematic of smart sandwich panel which can control damage progress by SMA.

1.5 ABFFRO B & FRSTERK

PLEZEE 2 TRIFRTIX, REZIZ CFRP, 2 7IZ SMA = Aa 7 M Lz R
Ay FRFNV AR L TGO OEBRBEORK DI DANEEETH L Z &%
T, FD%, WEBEGICLDIRKEDOTDHRTREDT 217D 5B FRICIEMH LB
ThdEEZHNDMITHIMEE mANEREREIZER LT, BREEIZE > TERL M E D H
7 BRI KO TR %,

AL O A LL T IZRT,

FETIESMAN= I AT 2T 5104725 T, MEIORESCE LV A XORIE %
TV, ERRIZSMAN= B LaT7 o R vy F ARV EER LT, =% TlX SMA =%
LaTwEYy KAy FAARVICHEAT A0, TAIn=hsaT7 zZ 0, HEREEIZX
o THlNT I & TN ERETREE S & 0D K 5 1T % 52T 2 0 RS O TR L 72,
FNETIESMAN= A LT 2V KA v F 33Ul A L, SEZEICIEIC k- TRk %
[EIERTRECTH D 2 L 2R L2, BITFRITEIC W T HIBIREIEIZ L » TR 2R L
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foo HEECIEEAERBRIEC SV TORREEIC &> TR P E WA, Z LT, HA
ECARMLOMRD LU, A% OBRE, BRSOV TR,
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H23E SMAN=H LYV KA v F R LOIER

ARETIH, SMA 2= D A7 I@EHT 24720 . ETIEZ20HE»SHEE ks
LAY A XNZONWTIRETZITo 72, D%, SMA JEEHoTo =01 LY R A v F N
FIVOVERL AT o T,

21 MEBIOEAYA XDOBRE

SMA N=T1 a7 OVEROFNC AW CTHEHT o= a7 OHEEZE L7 1T,
SMA O & SMA OEREZIRET 2 B8R DM EIIE LTc, £DHKk, o KA v F/ix
JVZSMAN= T a7 2 LT2BROEEIC OWT T A I A= A a7 &L DR ATV
M ORETEIT T2,

211 SMA DEERE LU Sk O E
13 T~z L 91T, BUYETZEMICHI ST D SMA 13 Ti-Ni 54: & Cu-Zn-Al 540

2HIETHD, MBALZLE LI ZDEXDREL, Table2.1IZF & D5,

Table 2.1 Properties of Ti-Ni alloy and Cu-Zn-Al alloy.

Ti-Ni &4 Cu-Zn-Al &4
EIF-RON = K 8% K 4%
E=IN) B K 40kgf/mm? B K 20kgf/mm?
. 10°(e=0.02 ® & &) | 10%(e=0.02 » & &
B LA méwmmw&% m%wmmm&;
(g Bw MWD 0, FRISIEREN
T B e =3
TR IE AL RS 5 #L
a2k i FERE AT 22

Table2.1 XV, Cu-Zn-Al 5&DH WM TH D &5 maEBr< &, Ti-Ni G807 Hkx
RIRTERL TS Z RN GD, BT, SMAN=H LYV R4 v F XK VOH®EE LTE
ZHIZE S BF~ DA 2 HE LTV D DO T, @O HAE &L OsREE | iRk, M AES R
TWHZ &, SHITHRRKEEOTANKEN, DEVEETELIEFELREN LITK
XM TH D, o, Ti-Ni GBS TIEEMTIEH 203, 22 S ORIy A EE o
A THDHZ b, ABOUEBRREOWRL, REAER LT 2 X ~ Ol BT
T&E5, TLTC, HEN=Z I LI TERFEDHEITMLTE5DIE, Ti-Ni DA TH 5, LU
FoEENS, Ti-Ni B428HA L,
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Wiz, Bk ERET 5, Fig 21 12T X912, G4k, Ti-Ni 2L 7=Fgic~
T P A MENS A= AT A MEICERRRTE T L BRI ITCIZR D ArRZIJIFRIE L,
Ni OEHBREZZLESESHZ L TAMNE 0~I00CREEX THHICRET D Z ENTE S,
7z Fig. 2.2 \Z78 L7z Ti-Ni ARG & S FEERE O BIFR A B £ 512, Ti-Ni L Al e
il FIRLEE D BIR TR T & DHEBEDNIRET D, T2 & ZIE, Ay IR 2l AR EE DL i
AU, Ti-Ni (ZRREEEEZ 5, SAREL FICT 2 2 & Tl REARFF>Z L L 72
Do UEXY, BIEEE T HBECHEMIRE LV IRET 2 AR Z LIl B8R ARD 5, K
e TlE, FRGEEIREENT 20T, Ay SEHEHRE CH 2 FIRI EICT 2 0LERH
Do T2l Ay REAELS THUXENLE T IREEIC LB R BT XL =072 < | $2
EHIRL CFRP ~DR A MO T ZENTELDT, 253 ARIFIEWE ) BEE LV,
LU 3 6, Fig. 2.3 1R Lz AT DR AW R OIRE I K 528k E R Thh b &

T AT CIRRE O ZAL TRIMERS BB EL T 2, T7hbb, EHIRE L A RDZE
WNSTED L T DB SMA OMPEESIREICRTE L TRES AL TLES &
IMBENREL D, 22T, WiRE OREENWMEDIREIZ X 2 I BUK T AU RS 2
NTWT, 2D _RRWIERE & LT ALRZE 60CITEIR L, E4L% Ll Ni OF A &% 50.2at%
WICRE LT,

e

o

o
T

Ar temperatuer(°C)
(9]
o

O_

| | |
49.5 50.0 50.5 51.0
Contained amount of Ni(at%)

Fig. 2.1 Relationship between composition of Ti-Ni alloy and temperature of transformation.
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Martensitic transformation

-l -
- !

Corrosion and abrasion

resistance
. —

Superelastic effect
-

Shape memory effect

=gl -

Damping effect
.

Shear stifiness(GPa)

M A, A30
Temperature(°C)
Fi

g. 2.2 Relationship between temperature and feature of Ti-Ni alloy.

25

10

Ar

0 | | | | | | | | |
Temperature

Fig. 2.3 Change of shear stiffness around Atemperature.
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212 SMA N=Hh a7 (BT 55

AHEITIZ, SMA =T ha7 & LTHEHT 56, 2OWMHEEICOWTEREZIT I,
FP N A LT EERT S ECEEE R LEE, WA AWIRIN(G; & Gy). mA TR
DREFIER(ENZ DOV TS ELMR[L9] % LI Z DOROTT 27w L, Tie VT SMA N=T1 4
a7 OB Z RS, ERELESNTWET LI A= D LaT L OWKEIT- 12,

FT. Fig. 24 IR T X2l n=h AaTox UEEMZ3%E L, £72, 1 BLEHEK
L7z, Fig.2.4 Of LOXTEBREE LBV EBZ D,

Fig. 2.4 Definition of coordinate system in honeycomb.

EEZ ty, NARO—LZa b5, HEOMBORELZ p &T25, ZOLE,

b =+/3a 2.1)
Thh, LELVOBRMESIDOEEwW I,

4
w=4at,p=—=bt,p (2.2)
V3

LB,
Z ZCWrmAE 4 1.
3. 43

A:Eba Zsz (23)

Tho, b2 kv, FMEE p, 1%,

8 (t, 8(t,
= | |p=2| L 2.4
Pe 3\/§(ajp 3(5}0 @4
LERIND,

WIZ, AW L 7w & 2 G CTRRLEEZFD, 17 MICE L TEIREORIPES &
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STHRRD, 1RO AWHIER G313, FEOTAWHMEREZ G L9 5 & Rt
DEIPER 0D & X

NEY 3¢
G,=—"2G=="—L 2.5
B 24 2 b @5)
L0 REOMIMENER KD & X

5 5t
G—u——”G G 2.6
RN (2.6)

LT D AW TIL, REICERIMED CFRP Z W= R A FRR NV EXIGR E LIZD T,
K OMIMEZ BWEREAE L TRAEEITo 72,
Z%ﬁﬁ®%ﬁﬁ5%ﬁﬁ$Gmw\%ﬁﬁ®%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ<\
1 ¢,
"B a
LD, 122U 2 HANCH G 2 ERIEE SN TRVWO T, BEmM O 7= bAr D%
RELZIFRT WA, EXOED 6 FFREENHL LD ENDILTNSDT,
Gy =2t 28)
5a
L%,
F o, EAMREHRIER E X, BOftERE E L3258, TROXHICHKE D,

_p P8 (g 8
Es_E[p] 3@(a)E s(bjE @)

LUENS3n% &0 S, St AR SMHFHEEROWNTNH N,

LG = G (2.7)

TA—Ha= (;J CHBIT D, Ko TRAYA X, B IR CHEHCIRSE 5 X

FNENOMEL OB, FAE AWM SRR T E L E OB OB MER T
BT 5 Z &3 on D, EREZTIC BB EREESNTWDLT L IN=A L aT & SMA
NEH AT OYVEEE T 5, B UE 5=6.35mm(1/4 1 > F), B/ 1y =0.0254mm(0.001
AVFVDEMETT NI N= T LaT E SMAN=H Lo T OYPEAEZ g L7zt o % Table
22127,
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Table 2.2 Properties of Aluminum honeycomb and SMA honeycomb.
Aluminum honeycomb ~ SMA honeycomb

Density of material (g/cm?) p 2.80 6.40
Elastic modulus of material (GPa) G 25.9 5.00
E 72 26
Density of honeycomb (g/cm®) Dh 0.030 0.068
Elastic modulus of honeycomb (GPa) G3 173 33.3
Go; 69.1 133
E; 767 277

Table 2.2 TH#EST DL, SMAN=H LTI T A IN= D LaT LR SHEET 2.4
%, St AWTEPESR I 15, MEBPERIIN U3 L7 2 MR TZ 5, Ko T, SMA
NZH LT HY U R o F RV T 2 & TAIN= T LTI, AW
1% 0.08 f5. FEMEHMERIZ 015 5L 720 | BBIRHEICB W TH D Z LR bh b,

LU, A ED SO LiAAIZx L CiE, Fig. 2510RT L 912, a7 OffEsH
MEENFNE | REDFITHNCORIZ LER LRV, 37 OREHMESE MR & IR EPH
WCERENER L, DBSETHENI ZERFESN TS, Db, fHEEMERIZEL
TIHELS THHBRIC L > TUTAFRGER S DL LEZ DD,

Impact

Impact
Damagedarea . Damagedarea . .

DRI ez ANRIRIRNN PEmy=pyapil
7070707000000t

(a) Rigid core (b)Soft core
Fig. 2.5 Comparison of rigid core with soft core in impact loading condition.

Fo, TNOHDEIZYNT YA MEOIRETER LGS THDH, 211 TR LD
(2. SMA [FHHDRRBIZ Lo THIMEDN KRE < ED D, A ZEIRELL FICERE L., IR
FIZBWTEA—AT A MAOIREEIZTIUE, 72 & 2 13T AWiIET 5GPa 75 22GPa
gL, TV IH4e0 28GPa ITIZITEVMEIZT 5 2 N TE D, £72. EAMRIMES

~

TILI = LD 046 fFL RIEICHI KT 5, 727 LEOHA, LFOAICHERET2HLERD

HLEZLND,
T VTV MR ETIREN ASLLTIC2 D & MHARRIZ Ko THIMED 14 FREEIZ, K

S<IETFLTLE D,
TV T UM RET ARERESHBATREN ER>TLE D &, BEEMRRE T2
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72> TLEW, BRERERLS 2->TLEI O THEREENROND,
CHRENELTYH, FRHOMEe POREZEFICEELTLE > 2, EAL TS A
M 5720 9 HIZHESE E TRIREIENE Z > TW D aREENH 5, TOHE, £
I CHRENE X TBIREENE Z o720, BEERICIZER TIIMHRTE R, 207D
H L, BRBRE- CTHEE TE WA BOMBESCKEDOII i L 24 LTV Th,
ZTHLZLHENBELTZON, LTRVLONL DML RWATREENH 5, K> T, SMA
NZH AT EBEEIRE CER T 2L AICIFEEN L TR E 0 ERAD T OIT
NAFT=R Y T HEbECRHATIHNERD D,

BLEED . SMA AN=H AT T &Y BA v FARMCHEAT 250 BRI
MF 5 LMTED—FT, a7 OUHEDEFEHATLE S, LivL, HEERIC >
WCIIENE S SERIRS A HE T L. £, A MOBREDHHFIC L - TS KIE
ICETEDHZ Enbnd,
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22 SMA =% =7 OfER

AAFFE T, FFRIZB W TEE OB RLES LT W THY . I, 4
MIMEIZBE L CEBREITOBRICT A INS I LT LA R EZITHT VWL S| B
EEAEL TODT A INS A LTI HEE W) FENREE L, £ 2T, (BR)EF
ATHE AL 1/4-5052-.002 (/L4 4 Kb =1/4[in], {&/% ¢, =0.002[in](0.0508mm)) % £#&|Z
LT, 'S A Xb =14[in], JEEt, =0.05[mm]D~HEZEIR L=, L7 SMA fEIZE
X 50um i 12mm @ Ti-50.2%Ni (EAER (R)) Th b, FERFIEELLTITRT,

1. Fig. 26 2T Lo = LaT7 0o 00ES a bk LEIOIEFEOMAEEZ ZAKH
bWﬂSMA%K%UE%OUéOChﬁ\%’ﬁwﬁ@H%WéW’ BB TR
ZLETA=HAOBRERBITELI LT5L NAFBOEAMTICE T HENKEL
SloRbnTHLL 2, BUSHTHEN/LENTLE I NLTH S,

2. TV BZ S 7%, Fig. 2.7 IR T AAEOELR > TWHELZ LI & m B2 v,

1 CIESFBIZOT 73T H%E Fig. 28 DL H I L TRARIZT 5, BORMAFILFig. 2.9
WRT LI, REBSELARNMAI TR, 0.05mm OFFEEFAE L X DOZOHFNLHEN
HIEEOSHEIZ 25 X5 ICGH 21T o7, 7B, 1O TREZEFITHEEEZ AW CTHEZR
WS Z DT, W EZD T &, B TV EEDTHZ ENIEFITHEH LU,
H L, REY—2EETIHY BB oW EFRIZixse &, 1Y HEZO0 W THted &
[FRRIC — 02N 220 . IMEAAB L OMEIOBRE T L TLEIRKER->TLE D,

3. SMA EZRNTIZE #, Fig. 210 IZ-T L 5 IZARL M &2 W THi O, Fig. 211 1237
fEJEAEIC X 500°C CT—HIfRRFT 2 2 & TR ZFRE ST, 28, BiREECEY
TIE, BEOA—AT A MENG, FiRO~LT A MEICEREZSEL LD
WHPRNZ ERENNRKREL 2D, 22T, VL THLRLAHEAITES L), By 7
EXTBRITHAT FE =R THAEZ B 272 9, WiRE THAIL 2%, &85 SMA

HEIY M Lz, B M LUEREOREZ Fig. 2.12 1277,

4, {HERLOHEHEICBWT, EEMELZM EESELT-DICES T m w7 T SMA A2,
I T TN THEE T THREZFHIZ L, S 51T, #25HO Z AT
EMEAIETEEL2DT, EHEATFIVZFILL F o THERD,

5. Fig. 213 12”7 &L 9 1B RSN Lo T AR T E2ATH, 0B, T—7 1%
BaE% . B0 BR <%_A%ﬁA:7 &ﬁ#Mb%&w;5%%ﬁ#ﬁwioﬂﬁ
<\é%_\@%@%_ﬁé~<w§#&wi95&#&m7~7f&é_k#%ib
VN, ABFZE T Scotch  1E - TIEAE L7 —7(BM) & V=,
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6. Fig. 214 2”3 K HIC, BEEMEICHEEAABAM L C, 84T 5ERLEZENRD, SMA

%ﬁAmﬁﬁﬁ_lgﬁ% kLTuT@*&ﬁiﬁ%néo

(7)) VEEDOEG SOOI H IR THLT 5,

M)@$\%%mﬁ%wmb\56_%hﬁﬁﬁ®%%mmzah5;5\ﬁﬁki
WtE, CAMZHET S,

(V) SMA OIEB LN, $> A v F 3L & OEEOBIZER KT 1200CHE £ T
BT 50T, ZOREICHZ 55,

() GIT DERIZ K Z A2 O Ttk E2 63 5,

AR TIE, ZOFRMEMWTZTHOE LTER Y a—r ®AZA HE) A—S
—X2 #HW=, ek, ERLICHTZ-o UL, BEEHINTWLT VI = haT
72 EITHEA SN TV D EEBEAIRRRICLL FOBREENERIN D,

() BEFEICDE 0 B FICiAECTEECE T 5,

(V) ENTHERELAT D,

(F6) LR,

(7)) BRI B O RIS, HER D72 & &k 2 S 720 15 B b B4 Al o
EIMNEE LU,

INHLOEHEZEE L CZARSY, 7=/ =/, FAuripPoREZREEEDLE,

UEEL TV RERNH D,

7. WHExERAEDEG, HEERICHELISENDMDS X5, Fig. 215 ITR-T &0 (28
EEHO LIcAEERE, 20 B2kt 0 28 THEAE AL T 5 £ T 10 S RREAE
T 5, D%, 5 LERRICY AT U 7 E2ITV, ROBEEEET H, ZOFIAELHED KT
L CHEOBEZHE L T, HEKOHE 1T >7- SMA % Fig. 2.16 12777,
HIEEOK S E#E L, 2FRICENZ 0T THEERN TS 5 £ T 12 REHEFE K
ET 5,

8. HAERNTHIHILIES, ~AX 7T —T 2R R 2oz, fHIRE T 80°CE Th
L, Fig2l7O L = a7 zRBETH, ZON=ZHLIATNBAT 4T
T—=T % KT OMY R, 2B, ZOBRTRENCE &K LHEETmAHNBNTLE D
AREMENH D DT, EENMLETH D,

9. AT AT T—TERVBRW=ZHLEDN=h LaT Ok % Fig. 218 IIRT, 20D,
\:ﬁA:7V£wT1%%%ﬁ%ﬁhTw BDERG IS8 B YA Fig. 219 \ZR T X 91T
FIDSIN TN D E B AN & At BB HICE N Z MR DT L 7Y v 7% [
mflmtf@%?éo
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10.

11.

Pk Lio =1 b 4 LAERICE)— 12 & ) TP L7 Fig. 2.20 1IR3 XK 5 12,
7T TIRAICEEL, 774y X — T =0 5, 728, UK OBRIZERA
EIRHEETIL SMA OEBIC L > TRAETLENRETEL L, LB LI N=T 20
W T LEIRRBERH LD TT 74 oy X —0OT — 7 )ik Ol B TR S
EODRHEE LY, Eo, U W THEZ G RO HE 2 i TRV e SMA BN T 7
A Iy B—DOREEIAENTE>TUNLRWARENDH LD THEERLETH
5o

Ui S D 1% |2 80°C £ TINEAS 2 Z & TR %, 58 L7 SMA/N=7 L =17 % Fig. 2.21
2R,

SMA foil

Fig. 2.6 Folding of SMA foil by square bar.

Fig. 2.7 Photograph of mold and jig.
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SMA foil

Fig. 2.8 Folding of SMA foil into a hexagonal geometry by mold and jig.

Lower mold

s b

50

’_/'\_/'\_/'\_FW\_/W\_‘ ‘ » Lower mold
Lower mold SMA foil 250

Fig. 2.9 Dimensions of the mold.

Width:70
Unit:mm
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Clamp bar >,
SMA foil

Fig. 2.10 Fixing of SMA foil between two molds.

Fig. 2.11 Photograph of constant-temperature tank.

Fig. 2.12 SMA foil after shape memory treatment.

27



Bonded area

Non-bonded areca
Masking tape

Fig. 2.15 Method of pressurization for adhesive area.
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Fig. 2.16 Photograph of bonded SMA foils.

SMA foil

Fig. 2.17 Bonded SMA foils after heating.

yres
Fig. 2.18 Masking tapes were removed.

29



30



2.3 SMAN=H APV FA v F RV OER

SMA =T a7 ety RA v F SRV OMEHERIZLL T DO LB Th D,
R cHL (BK) o7V 7L 7 T7008/2500 % 7 v A7 A [0/90]s CHEJE L 7= CFRP
a7y :SMAN=T1 a7

BiAKl HEXCEL REDUX312UL. 7 o /L 2R#EEEFH

LLFICRBEOERTIE, KO, Ho Ry F RV OERTFIEE 7R,

KB DVERLFIE

1. V7V 7%GVHL, BELE-LOEZT 7a Ly — hTfkA, a7 VIR EICE
<o

2. RBITOED &L —F 2 FTHA, SHICENET 4 VA TE> TREBTEZEHAT 5,

3 TAIMIEA— I L—=TIZAN, BE LT 4 )V ANOZER A HZER 7 TR
ER

4. 2°CImin THIE L, ZD%, IRE 130°C, J£7] 0.3MPa T 2 IR FF9 5,
FIRE THAITELZLIRY HT,

s U RA TRV OVERLTIA

1. REKPRaT7OHERZ 400 FEOBKY AU THID, A% ) —LTHREL, 774 ~v—%
&5,

2. REOEEEIHEE T 4 VAEMOT, 27 2#RKE TH,

3. ABAZT7 A IR EICES, BBRAOEY 2 THTy, EHICEDEVEZ—F 2 T
AT, TNET A NVLTHE-> TEET D,

4. TNHIRITEHA— M7 L—TICAN, BE LI2T 4V ANDZERZ H2ER 7 TR
KR

5. 2 Clmin THIE L. D%, IR 125°C, 7] 0.1MPa C 3 B§fE{RFFT 5,

6. HEFETHENTXLOHEY HT,

ERLL7= SMA =B AW KA v F /8% )V % Fig. 2.22 12”77,
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SMA honeycomb |

Fig. 2.22 Photograph of SMA honeycomb sandwich panel.
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HI3E TIINS AT AW EERBEIZ LD TH

Rt T OFRGE
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TERANTEY Y RA y FRFUTH U, BB Z 5 2SRV ERO T ER R~ DR E
T,
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L, FHRBEICLDIREODAT, 1.3 Tk oz, BELzaT7izk->T3l
SRONTEREOMMETL TH D Z L 2R T 572012, o A v FARNVICEHELZ
2 THEEITo T,

311 ZEBRHIE

BRI WA B ORI T OB Y Th %,

FFZ 1 T700S/2500 /& [0]s

=7 : AL1/4-5052-.001 JE& 20 mm
#2757 . REDUX 312
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PR U 7230 I %F U Fig. 3.1 127~ L 7= P Sl B AR (INSTRON,, Mini-Tower) Z H1V N T,
B A HRIZ 0.6 OFB RNV —% 5 272, 7B, HEEEEFHBRIIAMIE TG L LT
WAHEBBEDORK 725, Y= Ny FRON—=RA NI 7R EOEEEERET 5D
b RO AE T EEZ LN TS, BER, BasrbOTIC K 285 L
L= E 2 HWTREIBROBIE 2T 7o, TD%, Fig. 320X 5177401
H— (EfTF 27 =H) X0k Lz, a7 0uW#%. &5 L —WF B CREE
WEFHRIL, REOIRDBEIE T 20252 MHRT 52 L T, REVDBHELEE L ThienZ &
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Fig. 3.2 Method to slice the sandwich panel.

312 ZFEEHER

2 % 5. 2 7-1% ORER A DR % Fig 33187, F£7-. MHEEFT, @#REE L a7 28k L
B ORI DT OHORET % Fig. 3.4 1ZR-T, ERICE > Ta 7 NERL, ZEBS-ED
NHZEICEoT, KEN 25mm TmbA T LT IR TE 2, £z, a7 DY,
REDTDHRNPRS>TNDZ e, REPBWHER L TV ERERTE 7,
PLEXYD, o R v TFRNRZNCEBNT, BE LT a T RREEG RS Z L TERED
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TCOHDPIAET D EDRMERTEL, 2D ENE SMAN=T L a7 2 HiuIiE g,
MBI K> TaTAOEREZRT Z LT, REOIZOHBEEAIRETHD LEZHND,

Fig. 3.3 Cross-sectional view of damaged aluminum-honeycomb sandwich panel.

1 Before Damaged
3
E
C
i)
O
Q0
©
o After Damaged
4}t
010 20 30 40 50 60 70
Position(mm)

Fig. 3.4 Deflection change of facesheet along longitudinal direction.
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3.2 BENAE Uz & & o F RO
FERBEIC L > THELDIZRRO bR, iFHIME~5 % 588 E2 M+ 57-012, #
Bk L OWENT 21T o 7=,

3.2.1 FEBRIGIE

FEERIIT NV INZ T LY RA v F oI L, EBEGEZE L -REOT-bAaE b
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FKPZ : CFRP EAFEE (R L (KK)T700S/2500 ,[0/90]s)
a7y . TAIA=HLAAT ((KRBFIRITHE AL 1/4-5052-.001)
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. FEERILASTM C393 #5E(Z L TIT->72[20].

B, AR CIHGEE R E x5 L LT D, T E TOMFIE CIREE B T ERR 723K
Br & [FEEDHEEBNEAETHE NI Z LR ->TNDHD T, ABFFETIXZ VLARERT Y 2372
WIRY | B A 5 2 5 BA I3 ERAIEER T Fig. 3.7 ISR L S I LIABRBRIC LV 5.2 5
ZEb L, MUARRBRIZ L > ThH 27285 % Fig. 3.8 12" 7, 22T, B &EIZHONT
X, EFRBRIITH~OEMNEE, THRRICOVWTIE EF~OEMNEEZ~AF AL LT,
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Fig. 3.6 Schematic of four bending test.
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Fig. 3.7 Schematic of indentation test.
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Fig. 3.8 Deflection change of damaged sandwich panel.
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Fig. 3.9 Calculation model for beam theory.
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Table 3.1 Material properties of facesheet and aluminum honeycomb core.

Facesheet(T700S/2500) Core(Aluminum Honeycomb)
Elastic moduli (MPa) E, 64000 0.54
E; 64000 0.54
E; 9300 490
G, 3200 0.02
G; 3200 63
G 4400 147
Poisson's ratio N 0.04 0.31
n3 0.07 0
ny3 0.46 0
Thickness(mm) t 0.58 5
Thickness of foil(mm) T - 0.025
Width(mm) b 19 19

Thickness(mm)

6.2

5.8 b
Analysis

5.6
5.4

5.2

Experiment

4.8 1 1 1 1 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Position(mm)

Fig. 3.10 Thickness change of damaged sandwich.
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Fig. 3.11 Model for finite element analysis.
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Fig. 3.12 Load-deflection curve in four point bending test.
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Fig. 3.13 Deflection and strain distribution along the surface of facesheet in part A.
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Fig. 3.14 Displacement at midspan in four point bending test.
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Fig. 3.15 Distribution of shear strain around center of the core.
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Fig. 3.17 Thickness change of specimen along longitudinal direction.

(a)Undamaged specimen (b)Damaged specimen
Fig. 3.18 Photograph of specimen after in-plane compression test.
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Fig. 3.19 Load-strain curve of in-plane compression test.
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SMA honeycomb core

(a)Before Impact

Buckled core wall

Damaged area

(b)After Impact

Recovered core wall

(c)After Recovered
Fig. 4.1 Photograph of SMA honeycomb core.
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Fig. 4.2 Cross-sectional view of SMA honeycomb sandwich beam.
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Fig. 4.4 Schematic of four-point bending test.

Table 4.1 Material properties of facesheet and aluminum honeycomb core.

Facesheet(T700S/2500) Core(SMA Honeycomb)
Elastic modulus (MPa) E; 64000 0.163
E; 64000 0.163
E; 9300 439
G, 3200 0.04
Gis 3200 78.7
G 4400 315
Poisson's ratio N 0.04 0.33
nis 007 O
ny3 0.46 0
Thickness (mm) D 0.56 5
Thickness of foil (mm) T - 0.05
Width (mm) b 10 10
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Fig. 4.5 Model for beam analysis.
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Fig. 4.6 Model for finite element analysis.
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Fig. 4.8 Load-Deflection curve in four point bending test.

(c)After recovered

Fig. 4.9 Cross-sectional view of SMA honeycomb sandwich.
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Fig. 4.11 Displacement at midspan in four point bending test.
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Fig. 5.2 Deflection change along longitudinal direction caused by indentation damage.
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Fig. 5.3 Deflection change due to shape recover.
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(c)Recovered Specimen

Fig. 5.4 Photograph of specimen after in-plane compression test.
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Fig. 5.5 Load-strain curve of in-plane compression test.
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Fig. 5.6 Schematic of fracture mode of sandwich panel under compressive load.

63



Failure

i
(&)}
Ll

After Recovered

Eailure

pth(mm)

!

Dent de

0.5 Damaged
0 1
0 5 10 15 20
Load(kN)

Fig. 5.7 Growth of dent under in-plane compressive test.
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Fig. 5.8 Deflection change due to shape recover

Fig. 5.9 Photograph of specimen after in-plane compression test
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Fig. 5.10 Load-strain curve of in-plane compression test.
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