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1.1 LTI AF o7 R

BATELA4E OBV B OWFIEIC BT 2 RO EIE, BEMELOB% & TEE i~
DICHTH D LEDLN TS, EAEMENL, 2 BEU EOMEIZ KL LT, H—0
MEFCIIE SRR K D A BI - J5R e £ 7 I REME 2 B - R B T 0 O, =
D% < X EAKHE, EiME, R FEOBILMERM (v N v 7 R) EEELEZEDOT
bbH. TEMEE LTHIO THW D NIZEAM NI ERL 77 2 F >~ 7 2 (FRP :
Fiber-reinforced plastics) T 1V, 1940 FFRHIEHIZ T A U 1 GRIE THID TH T Ak
ST T AF v o ADMZEERELE LT SnP @ 2o AR FEIES T b,
SAHICHRE - Bk THI L Lol

FRP Mifbit & L THW BV TW A MEKEIE, FEIREE, FRRIEDS m O Tl A
Bt LTH LGRS D THLD, TORKNOEIEUAND N ZIZEAE X2 5 &
NTET, B THERAMENCHWS Z LI TE R, O, Wz BER (B
M) TEoTEDDZ LT, EMEOWEICHLMAONDIMEYERD-0, EEM
Blosgbst & L CORAITMHORHEE LOikETH 5. 28, sfbilfEixr Z
AREHETZ T IR <, TREE, WIME, LEEICRB W TENL TV D IREMHE, 7 7 X Rk,
Ra Uk PABR STV ADO < N Y oy 2B, AREFIR Y = 2L,
TARF L, BV AT VEIR R E OB LERIARIZINA T, A e 66, AU
nr'Ly, RYxz—7Lxz—7/L7 h (PEEK) 72 & OEARTEMERIAE N W ST
W5, BEALPERBHIARE NI I EM B CH D08, FRCE =V Z AT LR % v
IZDOWTHE, — A2 REFNAR Y = 27 VOBV PERIIE L 0 L IMEICE AT B O
MRRFEEN, RS TS

FRP [l ok Ot B CREsife - @It 2 D, ~ Y v 7 28HEH kOMaES
BIEE DR bE T\ AT, MZEr, fiofn, =, (£%, BEEM, AR —YH
H, — k72 LIcB D TR P CIRA HER ST OO, SgE, 7 AU AR
E (R—o 7 787) a—a vy OBRE 7O Y7 b (=7 /32 A350) T, AR
EDOEBEDHK 50 WHAEHSHEINS TETWVWD X ) RIREENBE I TWD Z &iT
ST L),

HEEH O FRP & LT, Rl Gafeillife) 20t L 72 b0 b 2 < Hn bl s.

EVE, WA BIE 2 3R SETEZ 0.1~02mm BBEDO 7 ) 7L 7 LI

Fn 5 — MROFEMEIED, 2z Mg b0 17 TS, BIROFERERK &
LTHERTLZERZV. 2O L) EAEMEHT iy BB E DY) M B & 1
%ﬂ\ﬁ%®mmzmuf:ﬁm*iof%@ﬁﬁm¢é£ﬁﬁ%%o:&ﬂgﬁmp

(R TEAHE L LTRAMENTEVO, T=2F 7y haNT v 7 Mg
k,ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂ%btﬂ##ﬁénfwém%%ém



1.2 RM#ER{ICESEI~DOBENFDOEA

FTZE R D — IR RSSO - IR SR 70 & O D C B2 - HEE ISV S DA EHT
X, EATICHEEEZITEE LTH DI E OBEEZ R 5 &\ ) HBIE A % e
R9 5 Z ENRRPER. O, RGN EDIFENNT A —2, BERIG
17+ BIIEIR S 72 EAMBIRENRT A —2 L L THWABERETIIR L, 2D
RIS 0 & SUERIC L DRI RV X —IC RS\ E 2NV b NS,

T f3221%, 1920 4E 0 Griffith®™ iz & % et (R 69~ 2 ik SEsam 23 5L7 &
725 TN D, 1940 EUT I KIYAHEEEY) O et ERE S 238 L, NN EEEFT 72
EDOITEFENORALEEZUCE D20 TH D EHIA L7 Griffith OB
HH S, T 25 OMHABHT R % BEER 25 Orowan 20 Irwin® 7z 812 k- THUE
)58 UCHlM O L 9 e RN bl X 2 L ) ITHEIR S T,

FAlHETR L FRP FEJE AR 0 & ZLEEZEEN 21T, MR 12T~ MU v 7 AR
kAR A D FREE N E L ARV & D TREEAR BB MEANIR < RCBE X 4L, & RN e
> CTHERT D W) RERFENH 5. B 21E, FEERTITE L8O T
L XN TW W2, &g &R 5 g i < B (delamination) 2342 Z D 2770,
F70, BRNOXZGIHECIN > THET D720, TERME L1335 L < B 5k R5E)
7. Fig. 1-1Q)D X 5 ek OB E ST M B CIE, ¥IEZUcE— R Il (I
AT ZEDIRAEET— ROAME S ZTYH, TR LTmEas£Lx, XZEmT
i E— R I (BIN) &R HMICEAPER LT WERIN S D Z R 5T
WHM Z AT, (b)D & 9 I OEMHE LS iz FRP T, S &R
JEEI L L9 & L CTHMEICIE ST FICITER &, &R, MiEcn-oT
HEETDHZLIZRD., 20k, EEHRE—FRNINHDHNE, BEE—RTFTHLERT
HIEM—oODRH L 70D,

(R G O O R O

Tension + shearing
Tension
f
\/\ + Initial crack
Initial crack
/\Fiber direction
TYYYYYY b v vy
(a) Homogeneous material (b) Unidirectional FRP

Fig. 1-1 Restraint of crack propagation direction by fiber.
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JEMIE < Bl ZUIR BN RWHRGET— N & LCTEEARZT T, ZOMEERKE
MBI OBGTFARIERLHMIIRE S B> T 5 Z L, 1980 R L 0 k)%
HEHE D FAT B33 5TV B WD, B R L LTI, T— F I O b
» (DCB : Double Cantilever Beam) B, =— 1 Il OumEYIX X #iiF (ENF :
End-Notched Flexure) #5x")=ifim & k7Elh (ELS : End-Loaded Split) #&5@0, +=—
R I+IHEEE— FORAE— N (MMB : Mixed-Mode Bending) ®V=°> Arcan #Bx@
RHVBRTWS, 728, BIREES7 T A —42 b LTRb—HRI7 b OGSk
KB K TH DM, BIRT 5 & 2 ICEAM NI R EM R CH 5720, KA
RS 5 X BRSO RITRI7RIE S OWBR AR R 2L <, BT, OB O
THTTMOMIC R E ARG END 2D, KOEFEDEL 25, Lo, ET
NG A= L LT, SEDPINE SHERT D L XSRS B AR S 0 DR
TV N TRNF—L LTERSND TRVF IR G 2 Wi e, MR 72
BHIRSCERDHABETHY, X5, FRP F O T SHERITIRE L TV 25 i i < Bl
JEMEEZ R URNT A —4 Tl C&, a7 T4 7 v AMEIC L 5 EBRIY 723 A3 A fE
THHILEND, FICGHAVBNDS LI I,

1.3 FRP DXZERIZBIIDIREOREIE A 7 a A=y 7 REN
FRP |35 85 OfEHE & Ma53 2B IE 2 AR b - RIEMETH Y, BHMEEZ
52 & CRFHEABENEL DX, F OMERENIIETICTEHEE 725720, FRP @
HE T — R Th DI - 72 S HO BRI R ERIFEC S, RO 2 MR
TR U T4 U % AR AR I R PN 2B 5 @ Fig. 1213, E#liE— 7
8L, FRP H1 % & U3 B BT EE L2 10 - CHER T 28551081 5, M 72 1818 2
SALEBMLTRLELDTHID, SO ) v DU P E2ES Z L 8 H DN,
WAHIRE A B = RO FTlE~ b U v 7 ADEUOMIEER &3 AT, i/~ ~

Fiber bridging Matrix crack

/| »

Fiber breaking

Maincrack

Polymer matrix \

Debonding of interface Plastic deformation

Fig. 1-2 Mesoscopic model of crack propagation in FRP.
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U w7 ZAFEOE L BENFFICEE R ZF 2 H - T D,

FRP ODREEERFEIC RAE T S i DB A AT R RIZITE 4 b DR H 5
2%, SR m OGS 128 < MRMEE A2 7 1) 5 1 9R0E AVBss B 13 S i R B IR < PR S
D EBMBNTNAH®E) 7= Fig 1-2 TR L 9510, X 2GR OMIEE 175
PEIZ S SRR IS8 U, FRP OfHER AL A2 28 2. 5 Z & 1T - T Rk B ) e
PELT D Z ERBESATNH®E @),

ZIT, ZOXEHI I uflE NG, M~ MU v 7 2R EOMRIL S BESC~
U w7 ABRREGL & D 2 OBFRICIER L, FRP Of#EZ 2 b 0ER LItz
X, e~ N w7 RRHEOSE DY FRP OREEREIC RIET %2 FHITE 5
FREMER DY, TOERIIKZ W, £, RIUCHMEE~ NY v 7 2% HWT FRP
FERZ RIET 5856 T, MHEOEEROKEOMME T ME L2 X~ 7 v )iF
IR DIZ R IR DB E 72 D08, Z ORSEREII R I < BEFE S ~ R U » 7 25K
EINFEZ T — 2 & LTI TPHITX 2 RIEEENH S, Z O HIIZIEE SV
le~vA 70X =y IR (BAHWEIAYS A=y 7 R) et LT, =k~
B FRP Z JHWN =BT & FERRAYIC AT o T 2 038 g - 2B 2 2 0
WA B R P DI T — X ZHE LT BlTITE & A E7au.

FEDD, vA 7 A=y 7 AT ERREE T H 720X, (e~ ) v 7 &
A OMEERHE 2 HEE T2 2 E R EETH S, FmmEoE 51k E LT, Fig. 1-3
@) (=77, 77w R (Pull-Out) YD (b)) D~ s m- Fry T Ly MECOEH
C)DW/NEFHA (A28« A FrF—ay) B d) ova—he—2a 3
ST, (@) D7 T AT —3 9 (Fragmentation) E®ZREndH 50, Zinb

(a) Pull-out metod (b) Micro droplet method (c) Micro-indentation method

=

(d) Short beam method of (e) Fragmentation method
three point bending

2
Soo o

Fig. 1-3 Measurement method of fiber/matrix interfacial strength.
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TN TN L REOTAMRELZNET DO THD. 7ok, REOgEREZHET
%51k E LTI, Cruciform IEYORER I T 5.

LML 5, FRP O X ZHEROWIE ) Pt E~ A 7 0 A =y 7 A TTFHT 5
7O, BICHHE "~ N U v 7 ZFUmOFREE CTIEAr <, MkEBHE R mm o /5
FREOFHINA A L 705, ZRUCHEDL ST, FmiZ<Bi~ b v 7 A XZNRTE
95 FRP D ZDOMEREEN G, SR < BEOEREFE 21T 24l L CRIE L 7241
TFRD T 7<) REIZ < BEEE L ~ B U v 7 R & S0 R O 43 BEREAT 2 B 2h L
ToBlE e, B & S OREE ) R EICEE T D FE ThuL, B S L
7 #1162 O ik U O 2 S I BRI < BT O TV A, i/~ U v
7 AFE D X D I AR S S 39 2 EBRIMFITIZE T L7230 7e v, MEMS 12 H
W B AL D T R YE D R At R & LTI & 25 2300 §i78 & o4 i TR R
SNEHDTHD.

1.4 ETNVaVRYy bERAWEREX S B0

FRP F1 O M7 2 B EGRHERE DO h s S, — RO AR EE B 3% D B & 314l % 7= D12
%, DAL OMEEE FRP OMIEN O T 2 LERH 5. D7D, FHli L2 Bl
S U TR EICBIZ2 T X, FRP NER COMFMERLMSCELSNZIE D X IC L A A E
PEZHERR LB F VEAME (LT, =51 ar R Yy b)) 2/EL, RBE21T5 5
TENERE N, Gregory 53, HRHEE AN EERD FRP O#) 150 {5 TéH 5 3mm D
e 2 O TR 2 B VT2 FRP O — 2 L7 ET L a vy AR Yy MAERL, O
PTHOINTEAITO Z LI L TV D, F72, Fig. 1-3) D7 T 7 AT —3 3 ik
HL—FOETNaryRYy MR ZHWERBRFTHLH Y, AT U MERSYA Y
2 Fay 7Ly MECHREEDZ LNE 2 50009,

LL, ZNETET V2 ARY Y FEHWTFRP oo X ZdERIZH T 2 fmiE<
BEDO B R L72BNTIE L A L2\, 2T, AWFFETIE, FRP O & Z5tE R H & ik
SEER L B A 2RI+ 572912, Fig. 1-4Q@)I1CRT XL 97, FRP ORI
D—EBEAL LT NET VT AR Yy M EERL L 7o, — 7 il s b S8 B ok

O o Matrix
O O O 1 Interfacial
Crack debonding
Interfacia ) Modelling
debonding O O —
@L\\\\\\ /
Matrix fracture Fiber
(a) FRP (b) Model composite

Fig. 1-4 Modelling of composite.
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WZih o T & 2T, fiiE~ MY o 7 AR BES 7S T~ MY v 7 Rk A
BATWDTD, L < BEREDAN O BRI EIND. £ T, Fig. 1-4(b)IR
TEI R 2 ROBILIME L TN O 2 BAT DI OAN D0, ZZINHERHIE R
HORZERTED LI, MNRETLa L RYy F2ERLL, Rt < gtttz
ABREITO 2 LIk o T, RIS RO EDO AT 5.

AKRWFZE L RIERIZ, BT VarRT v b &2 AW S m s v SAm L o 6] & LT 2R
3. Wagner® GV 13, 75 7 AT —3 g UEICRW T, BREDSIRITT 25 BRI R
X< BERRIRFIZRAET 2551280 T, REE BEORAEFBZDOZRLF—/1T
DS D RV 2 HEE T 2 FHE AR R LTV 508, ke, SIS SR 2ME VA I
[EoNTERY, HOERE—RNEZXATDLZENTERNENWIRAND S, JbiE
56T, AKBFETHER LB A SISV 2 o, i 2 ATERLL -5
N R Yy MTxE U TR EERIMERR 21T - 72208, Matkmye =R % VI D 4 %
N TWa 7, BIBEMEOEEIIMFIS N TV RN, S5, RELHIZ X D
EIEE~ORBOKRM HITHONLTE LT, T— F I RABRICBW T, RBrofiE B
AE— R Lo TRY, 72T — N 1 AEEMEE DT S v T,

1.5 XX OAR

AWFFETIE, FRP O m & ZERMM AR LT~ 7 nET v a Ry hE2HW
TN < BEERRBRA1T 9 2 L T, FRP O M/ X ZLERIERED T s, Mkt
NE S < BEOMER OMEE ) FREZ T2 Z L2 B E T 5.

A4 6 ETHER SN TN D,

5 2 TOVTIE, B AN FLER RO A B 7 R IS 200~400 um D 2 F VN T2k
YA ZXDET NIRRTy bR E L TRFEOGIMEERFT 5. ERL7TT
arRYy MaBRAICR L TDCBEB L OELSHEIZL S, E—FIBIVE—F
D& ZOERABR AT 5 2 & T, Fnid < BEOAEEENM: D 2B 72 34l F 15 2 3 2 72
EHIC, RIS BELE BEENNRELZEZER L R2D2ET VIV RY v b &2 ER
L CE— F I HESMHRBR ATV, T2 AmoFHFE22ELEI< 2 LIk > T, FRP
D AHE | D 0 T ABEE O R & oy BT - 2 TR A Mt L.

WRETIL, F2ETERLEEF VAL RY y MEL, FEBED FRP IZHWSHLT
WDHD LR UER 10~15 um OfHEEZ W= T A A XEeT/va Ry y MO
HALTE=FIBLOE— R URBREZIT O 2O OM/IMIEHZ OSBERBRT AT A
IZOW RS 5.

%4 =) O cx, ZORBERRL AT LAEANCT, EFALILERY Y MEICK
% — R | SUEERMERER S, VT A A XET I/ a Ry y MR LGl T
HZNE IR EIT T2, TORE, T RY y MCHWEBEEO R ELFLE X
UM DFEA Z 2k &, SmoREE s L OMHEIEE OB RIF T B EZ P 50N L
7o, 7ok, WRHEICPH E AL BIE ORSERIMEE OFEM & 5 2 & & FRERIZITVY, B R
DREIEENVEAE & i L7z
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Fig. 2-1 Modelling of composite.

12



Glass fiber  Resin

/

A
Q N —

— |

0] "

L/

(a) Schematic of model composite specimen (b) Photograph of model composite

Fig. 2-2 Model composite.
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Fig. 2-3 Schematic of fabricating process.
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Fig. 2-4 Cross section of model composite.
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Fig. 2-5 Scanning electron micrograph of model composite.

Fig. 2-6 Scanning electron micrograph of model composite.
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Fig. 2-7 Schematic of testing system.
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Fig. 2-8 Photograph of testing machine.
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Fig. 2-9 Mode I specimen (DCB specimen).
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Fig. 2-10 Schematic of mode I testing method.
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Fig. 2-11 Mode II Specimen (ELS specimen).

18



Guide Spacer

Teflon sheet

—7

Loading
rod

XYZ-stage
Fig. 2-12 Schematic of mode II testing method.

24 E— F | RmEERRE
2.4.1 REBS—EALBhRR

Fig. 2-13 |THAMER RALHL 2 i L CWVRWETF L a U RY w b (BLF, RAOAHES) o

REM 7R B — BALHiR 2, F7= Fig. 2-14 128 v 7V 7 H & W CREALF % i
LT varyRmyy b (BT, REAEM) ORFHRIZRER ) — 2l 2 R~
Mz e — ReEArn b SRR ) P &, BllliciE X 27— OEMEND
n— RENEREEZZLGIWTROEESAHBFOEMGE L >TND.
HRAEER T, —EHECHROEAMZENEIE ozl 24, 23D LT oWk
AT stick-slip # 4 7 DR Z IR L, T D= NI 1ITED L=, Z 0O A 054,
ZENLEN 15 mm 2 2 72570 TR TSIl Lz, xRkl &
%178 mN THh o 7-.

TR T TIE, RERR L 13K & < B2 D, flln/s stick-slip % 4 7D & %L
HRETIE R, JRKRBRNCELLE A TRMBARESZERE R L. 208
B ORKABRINIB L Z 430mMN TH 5. ok, HKRKEBRICET HEANS, 3R
— ENLHARD EICMOIERIE 2R LTS Z e D, REEERBOERNICE T ORE
SHERZAETTWHDD, b LAIRMBIIE DA O ENFHNL TN HD L
bbb,

Fig. 2-13 & Fig. 2-14 TITET V2 RY Yy FOPEEL EHWEINE TR D720,
B RERER )12 K 2 bl CIEE TldZe vy, kil Rl 2 4 = & ic k> TE R
HEREFRDPRKELSMELTEY, AT LIZET LI RY y FERBRT X
T AL o TR\ BEX RZHOERFFEOFMMAHorREThH D EEZ LS.

19



400 - T T
i Untreated i
a;=3.5 (mm)
% 300 - D =325 (um)
Q; X J
S 200 7]
£
o . 4
= N
o
e 100 [~ m
<
O 1 I
0 1 2
Displacement, &; (mm)
Fig. 2-13 Applied force - displacement curve (Untreated).
' |
400 | Surface treated -
| | a;=4.35 (mm) 4
z D =330
Z sof (um) _
Q: .
g
5 200
o i
.
E 100 =
< r—-——'—""—-—-
| .

0 1 2
Displacement, §; (mm)

Fig. 2-14 Applied force - displacement curve (Surface treated).
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Fig. 2-15 Relation between crack length and cube root of compliance (Untreated).
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Fig. 2-16 Relation between crack length and cube root of compliance (Surface treated).
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Fig. 2-17 Mode I interfacial fracture toughness plotted
against initial crack length.
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Fig. 2-18 Interfacial fracture toughness plotted
against spacing between two fibers.
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_' Propagation direction

Propagation direction

(b) Lower surface
Fig. 2-19 Scanning electron micrograph of fracture surface (Untreated).
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« Propagation direction

(b) Enlargement of (a).

Fig. 2-20 Scanning electron micrograph of fracture surface (Surface treated).

Near-interface
fracture

Fig. 2-21 Fracture of near-interface region.
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Fig. 2-22 Applied force - displacement curve (Untreated).
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Fig. 2-23 Applied force - displacement curve (Surface treated).
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(2 +42°° /o = [lS“E j% (D)3 (2.5)
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(L3 + 4a3)1/3/D = Bo + Bu(Dyy )% (2.6)
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Fig. 2-24 Relation between crack length and cube root of compliance (Untreated).

80 , . ,
Surface treated

20

0.01 0.02 0.03
Cube root of compliance, (D?LH)IB (m*N)"?

Fig. 2-25 Relation between crack length and cube root of compliance (Surface treated).
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Fig. 2-26 Mode Il interfacial fracture toughness plotted

against initial crack length.
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B Propagation direction
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100pum

(b) Lower surface
Fig. 2-27 Scanning electron micrograph of fracture surface (Untreated).
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Propagation direction

g Propagation direction

100pm

(b) Lower surface
Fig. 2-28 Scanning electron micrograph of fracture surface (Surface treated)
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Fiber

Interfacial fracture

Matrix fracture

(a) Fracture of 2-fibers model composite (interface) (b) Fracture of FRP (interface and matrix)

Fig. 2-29 Difference in fracture mechanism between FRP and model composite.
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Fig. 2-30 Model composite consist of four fibers.
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Fig. 2-31 Relation between crack length and cube root of compliance (Surface treated).
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Fig. 2-32 Mode I fracture toughness plotted against initial crack length (Untreated).
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Fig. 2-33 Mode I fracture toughness plotted
against initial cracl length (Surface treated).
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Fig. 2-34 Mode I fracture toughness plotted
against initial crack length (Surface treated).
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Fig. 2-35 Area ratio of fracture surface (Interface and matrix fracture).
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Fig. 2-36 Schematic of cross section of fractured specimen.
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BRI LTy 2lIEL, XQ28MND Gy DIEERDT=. KEEMEOVHIME, 725
2GS BN Gy OEEEZ Table 2-1 12 & D 5.

Gm DT, AAPEAIZ IV VT 1090 I/m?, 22 im0 ALELES T34 1000 Jim? & 72 ),
FEFITIEVENE SN, [RU~ MY v 7 ARG Z AW T2 RAEES & R LB ks 2 5,
ZIUEEEDLRVERPE T -2 D, ARIFFETIRELIZET LI RY v MZ
KB EFEREAERIC X - T, iz eERHMER G o Tns L biz, 22T
AW REIE B r L X — L~ Y v 7 AfFET 2L — O3B HE TiE S, 27
DWHELTHLHEEZEZLIND.

LIL7en s, BE=vx 27 VR EAROBEE M OWRER 2 ~25 &, RET
B 57 1000 Im? LLEE WD EICESTIRDW S ONIF L A ETHHOWE L - 7
N, BV R TIVOGE, O Eb TN T Ly RT5 R EDOSREIZL - T,
RTINS ] 92 72 W~0D - KBF52 D & D L 134y 28 B 72 5 AR STHRE & o
G IZSE I B0, 207, IEREZIEARIE THW-E= L= AT VIZkd 5
EIPEM 2 J2 L, AT CHI-HEEMEE T 2 2 ENLETH H2, FRP FOREIL
HEICFH EN TV TEREZMSWEINTWD Z L2z, R ois 7157
R« BN bIEHEN & N TV AR WEIIEHERDEA L1382 5700 c(M)iir kA
70 &% WD TRIAR BAR O EEEIMEE 2 E L T, FEEED FRP O EEE) M & LT
ITEHTE VW EEZLBND.

Table 2-1 Average values of fracture toughness
and fracture surface ratios

Composites with Composites with
. surface-treated
untreated fibers .
fibers
Interfacial fracture toughness,
G, (Im?) 32 510
Fracture toughness
of 4-fibers model composites, 350 860
G. (J/m?)
Fracture surface ratio
of fiber/matrix debonding, 73 30
7 (%)
Fracture surface ratio
of matrix fracture, 27 70
1-yi (%)
Estimated fracture toughness
of matrix resin, 1090 1000
Gm (J/m?)
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Fig. 3-1 Schematic of mode I testing machine.
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Specimen

Fig. 3-2 Photograph of testing machine.
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(a) 5=38.7um (b) 5=74.9 pm () 5=110.6 um
P=0.11mN P=020mN P=029 mN

Fig. 3-3 Optical micrographs of deformation (Mode I).

(@ 6=0um (b) 8=6.15 um (¢) 0=17.6 um (d) 6=21.7 um
P=0mN P=1.02 mN P=233mN P=1.50 mN

Fig. 3-4 Optical micrographs of deformation (Mode II).
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Fig. 3-5 Schematic of experiments.
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Load cell

Fig. 3-6 Photograph of testing machine.

Load cell

Moving direction
of guide

1 Loading direction

- B

; i
Loading rod ™

y Specimen stage

Fig. 3-7 Photograph of guide.
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Stage of microscope

Fig. 3-8 Schematic of mode II test method.
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]_ T | T | T
L | Re-treated fibers / UP i
a=210 um
0.8~ D=12.8 um

Applied force, P (mN)

1 I 1 I 1
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Displacement, 6 (Lm)
(a)a=210um, D=12.8 um
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L | Re-treated fibers / UP -
a=17% um
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Applied force, P (mN)

l L l L 1
0 200 400 600
Displacement, 6 (LLm)

(b) a=794 um, D=11.9 pm

Fig. 3-9 Applied force - displacement curve
(Re-treated fibers / UP).
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DOREE RIS 27280, UTICRT I RET va Ry y MERIGIEZBR L.

F7, FRERDLENTZ T L— BT 2 KD H T AfHEE TATICW R, —iia#EAlC
& &9 % (Fig. 4-1 (a)). & D%, MHMEIZTZ D HDVE U THRIED AT TR< 25 D& <
7o 9k ) & DT (Fig. 4-1 (b)), SOHAlO U S [RER ICHE A CEET 5 (Fig. 4-1
(€)). TDOBZ, WHEICKRE 2R UNNAEUTIREE, & L < X7 Off#E I —I2E
NDBMZ B TWRVIREE CTHllnZ EET 2 &, %l 2 K O ITaHAEB TRl b &
LTT7 L= EETERIC, 2D OEH —KUTHERL S a0 CTllie, 1 5 i
BT AWIS N REL, SRPERLCLEIBEND-TZ. ZhEmBAE<T
D, Wi OMHEE ETOMBZRNS5mm LR &0, fOHEMEI Y=Y ol lti
FAOMEHE 2 ROOT AR /NS THZ ETRALLT.
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.~ Bonding

(a) Bonding one end of fibers

g __ Bonding Tension

(b) Slightly stretching fibers

Shortened fiber

Needle
(d) Putting shortened fibers between two fibers

~ Cotton swab
. with acetone

(e) Dropping melted resin

(f) Wiping off overflowed resin

Fig. 4-1 Schematic of fabrication process.
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Fig. 4-2 @2, AETIER LT v a R Yy oK% 7R L, Fig. 4-2 (b)iZ SEM
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RS L CE CARMELT ) I CHREECh S, 72T, HEAK 80um OB %
BT LLTHLN LD T ABMEICHES L, ZOLRKRY 720 L THABRMICT v v
XL UFHIET, BB N AN E S THRREITI 2L & L. UTFICAB#RS
7 OB SRR

Resin Glass fibers

T—1 )
/1
—

| 0

(a) Schematic of model composite specimen

Glass fibers

| T0um_

(b) Scanning elctron micrograph of model composite

Fig. 4-2 2-fibers model composite.
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Fig. 4-3 Initial crack tip of model composite.

9, Fig. 4-4 (@D L H1Z, @BEHROPLEEETLa L RY Y hoESEEbE
L7, B H T AMEHEE COERE L Bty PO L AR E COME A S D
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EEROTLEN G X ZEHE CORIZIMEAES a L Lz, 2ok, ERLER
Bk o013 & 24K X1% 100 pm~1000 pm & L7z,

Tweezers A
—L
Model composite ) i Glass fibers
Adhesi Resin H
GV Wire 1) / \Nlire
- He—— @l 3
Tweezers
(a) Side view (b) Upper view

Fig. 4-4 Schematic of bonding wire to model composite.
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Fig. 4-5 Photograph of specimen.
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Powder of alumina

Tape
(a) Dredging powder of alumina [ |
Cutting line L
"" L’ e = el (b) Attaching a tape

(c) Cutting fibers
Fig. 4-6 Cutting off specimen from frame.
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| CMOS camera

P
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Loading
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Fig. 4-7 Schematic of experiments.

A3 BHE2ARD Y TNV A AT Ny RY vy OE— R | sy
431 ZANT T A, v =)V 2T VIR DRERAE R
43.1a RBRA—ENEER
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0.6 | As-received fibers / VE B
a=206 um
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Displacement, 8 (Lm)

Fig. 4-8 Applied force - displacement curve
(As-received fibers / VE).
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% —ag+ay(D2 )2 (4.2)

Z ZTop oy FXHEZ aOMMERICLORVWERETHD. 4.2, K@Dk
FTrEEHEZa%aaqD TEXHMIT-LDOITHEYTS.

AL I, AREEEIERBR I B\ TR B i 72 5Bk —BH 10 2807 AR O (KR /) fE Ik
DRICEBIZ BT DNERN S 2 T T A T 2 A KD T-.

Fig. 4-1112, BB CHEONEEAES L a v T IA4 7 20K ExRT. fithhic a
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TR REEE LY & Al LR (4.1) & AR EAFERR T, Fig. 4-9 (b)> DCB &R A izt
THROIT Y B EF IR ORLE.

gz(?wE j (D)% (43)

D

128

(a) Beam model of present specimen (b) Double cantilever beam test

Fig. 4-9 Deformation of specimen.

(a) 6=38.7 um (b) 6=74.9 um (c) 6=110.6 um
P=0.11 mN P=0.20 mN P=0.29 mN

Fig. 4-10 Optical micrographs of deformation.
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As-received fibers / VE

100 | ® Experiment I '
- | — Fitting line

% 0|~ Beam theory, Eq.(4.1)
3 — Beam theory, Eq.(4.3)
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Cube root of compliance, (DX)""(m¥N)"”

Fig. 4-11 Relation between crack length and cube root of compliance
(As-received fibers / VE).
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Propagation direction

(a) Upper surface

Propagation direction

(b) Lower surface

Fig. 4-12 SEM images of fracture surface
(As-received fibers /VE).
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Fig. 4-13 Interfacial fracture toughness plotted against initial crack length
(As-received fibers / VE).
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Applied force, P (mN)

Normalized crack length, a/D
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Fig. 4-14 Applied force - displacement curve
(Re-treated fibers / VE).

® As-received fibers / VE -
® Re-treated fibers / VE
— Fitting line
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Cube root of compliance, (D?L)m(mZ/N )1/3

Fig. 4-15 Relation between crack length and cube root of compliance

(As-received, Re-treated fibers / VE).
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Propagation direction

(a) Upper surface

(b) Lower surface

Fig. 4-16 SEM images of fracture surface
(Re-treated fibers / VE).
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Fig. 4-17 Interfacial fracture toughness plotted against initial crack length.
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Fig. 4-18 Applied force - displacement curve
(Re-treated fibers / UP).
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Normalized crack length, a/D
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Fig. 4-19 Relation between crack length and cube root of compliance

(Re-treated fibers / UP).

Propagation direction [

(a) Upper surface

Propagation direction g

(b) Lower surface

Fig. 4-20 SEM images of fracture surface
(Re-treated fibers / UP).
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Fig. 4-21 Interfacial fracture toughness plotted against initial crack length
(Re-treated fibers / UP).
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Fig. 4-23 Interfacial fracture toughness plotted against initial crack length
(Re-treated fibers / UP, nonlinear analysis).
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(a) 4-fibers model composite (b) Cross section

Fig. 4-24 Model composite composed of four fibers.
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Fig. 4-25 Schematic of fabricating process.
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(4-fibers, Re-treated fibers / UP).
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EEBEZBND. FOTH, E—RFIEF TR, T— RT3 L THIREROFHAMNAS 4
HCTH5.

FITCARETIE, FAETHERLEZV T A A XEFTLa Ry F2HWT, 5
QETERINIZET N ALRY v MEOE— R IRREITV, TOARMEEZBR L
7o, E5IL, MBROBRIEEEDL ZEEERKL, R T v v 7 3L Bk &
BALARWHLWRERIEE LT, i3 R TIER L7=ET Vv a Ry y hEHWE—
R AR E5R T 5 Double Shear 72 ER L, RBRa AT,

52 UTNYAXETNayRYy hEHAWE ELS HEBIZEB5E—F I
SRR SRR M D A

52.1 ZEBRHE

HEIIL, FAELFELL, TZ7INT T VB EINZFa v T RANT U R~y
N (B IRBAERT : MS253C-1040-2NT) 7B HLD Hi L7z, B 9~15um O E 7 A
He (LLF, AT T AfHE) Z W=, BMEIRICIE, 552 BB L0 4 3 & [k
2, B AT VIR (MIEFE S+ : R-802) ZHWT, ALITHER] (BREFE
5732730 B N) % 0.3 mass%, 36 L OME LAl (A : 2 S— X~ 7 N) & 3~4 mass%
BAELELOZMEH L.
AECTHEAEEFUFETHER LY 74 X2T v arRwYy & HW, Fig.
5-1 \Z/R T ELS R A2 T o 7. 422 THIZFLE L7z K O (2l 2 KpET va Ry y
NEERLL 720G, KEITIIEBHRY 72 HEAEETICT7 L—20 00V EEL, BEEA
TARAT—VIZHEHET HZ & TELS B & L7, ELS &RBkfr o~HED EFK X Fig. 5-1
IR LEb D2 HWT, I EZE X a1d 45~160 pum R, [EEsmEEEE L X 170~
JI0um FEE L L. F7z, RBRIFORBETE T OEMN (oL RE) %06, R
P LEKRTD.
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Fig. 5-2 ICABRFIEOWB A T, WA N T &R 2T — P OEOMEE +5
(IR, Fig. 5-1 107 Liz & 5 (CEBRA I 0 2 7 — 108 LI BT & iy
Wil 7 Likte. CMOS 1 A 75 b1 b HMHR T, BTN & 71 I & o
78300 um FREEIC /2 B K 9 \CHRIBR T ONE G Lo, BT ALY T T B %
F—VIEAEHTEET S, KIS, ZAT—UEBRIELTA REBRTIE, B @5
A RO THE ATl U0 2Bk, V4 FEbThc bR S¥5 2 & TR
BT IS LT 2 AR5

Sta

Fig. 5-1 ELS specimen.
Z-stage

Z
uide Y %

Model composite
specimen

Teflon sheet

Specimen
stage

Stage of microscope

Fig. 5-2 Schematic of mode II test method.
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XYZ AT =D+ — L2 WE~A 7 a A= EHEL CAMWE v REmOE 1
Z Y g (e D) BT sic kY, FERES a s & LN TE .
T Fat—HERETDH L TEASE X IS E) S8, MkHER I RN
HZ25ZETRBEITY. 77 F 2o —XOEMNHEET 42 um/s & LT,

ZORBRTIE, —DOETNALARYy FERBAICH LT, ZANHERELRWVERE
IZRER 12T 5 Z & T, DR D X AR X TOMRERER IO RER J1 — A7 iR
EEDZENHRETHD. TR, 533HTHRET DL HIZ, TS —&
NHHEROITRIERMN D 2 T T A T U A& RD, a7 T4 7 v AEE WV CTHEER
A B L.

522 ELSH¥ICL2E— KNIl AHHERRRER
5.22.a REBRI—FENHREB X ORBA ERZES)

Fig. 5-3 12, AR THE LN ) — B ORER 2B Z27=3 . M iT e
— REBANLAEZRER) P &, BECIE, Ais Gl 7= /2 2 EEIC L 0 EH
LTeENL6Z &> TN D,

Fig. 5-3 (a)l%, #kHERE D=13.0 um (2 KOMEAED VI, LIF THIAER), W1 EHE
S 2=95.0 pm, [EE v FEEE L=368 um DS THRERZ 1TV, 1§ 6N 7-ilik ) — 26 dh
MTHD. KRRRNNGET 5 E TR — B HXTZTHEORBRFRE R L TEY,
RRREBRNCE L ERICBHAR A ZEEHERZE L TWDZ R DN,

F7o, @ EIERR Y, FHEITDRORIERIERE LOHENGEONL bbb o,
ZoH & LT, Fig. 5-3(b)Z#kER: D=11.1 pm, FJH & ZLE X a;=68.0 um, [El & i PR
L=169 um D55 DOFkER 7 — Z ALt 2 o~ 3. AKEER ) O 58I T Fig. 4-1(a) & FIERIC
IR ) — BRI XITIERIEE 2 Rn Ty, REER 2R A2 Z I, R —
AT A IO IR AR LT-. RIS OIERIE O TIE, 28 X 2R NAE
CTW52, b LITRMBIIEOBEATEOEELZZ T TNDLHDEZX LS.

Fig. 5-4 |2, Fig. 5-3(b)DRBRHIZ CMOS 7 A 7 0B L - &2/~ d . /R U721
% A~D IZ, Fig.5-3(0)F D i A~D IZxHE LTV 5. A IXRBRBAGAET, B IFRER) A
KBRS D 44 PlZ72 > ToRER, CIRAKRBRIICE LA TOmBRTH L. =
S OEE S IE, RT3 Ml SEEICERE D2 525 2 & T, BB nE
BERZ LTV AR HERTE 5. B & CTIE, ROKRHITRL TV EZEIRIC
BOTHHED RN RBFTIC R E < 2o TR Y, #HESEIE TG STV DA
ok, A SN TRV ZZM E O CTlbAANAIIZE L L TWD Z &N
binsg. T igd 5 &, D ORER K T ER OIS TIE, MHEOHENRKE 2
STNWD BB EEROFENCBE L TRY, ANER LM TcE5. £/, D
THHREPRKEVEANEERE CELTELT, BF CEEERNIEE -1 EEZD
D, AWFFETIIAT > TRV, Zo% bRkl 3L, EHROkmEz2 6o
HIEARMETIX72 <, BRERIFIZRAE U7 i < B REHEZ IE TX 2 MREEN &
L7280, SHOBEO -S> THDEEZHND.
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4 | | | I | I
L | a,=95.0 (um) 1
D =13.0 (um) )
%‘ 3r L =368 (um) ]
B:: 1
& 2 : 7
S
= i
2
§ 1 .r"'""_. -
0 | | ] ] ]
0 20 40 60
Displacement, 8 (LLim)
(a) ¢;=95.0 um, D =13.0 um, L =368 um
1 I I I L]
2 . -
8, - |
3
g i
=
[:}]
= a; = 68.0 (Lm)
& D =11.1 (um)| -
L =169 (um)
0 . | . | s
0 10 20 30

Displacement, & (um)
(b) a,=68.0um, D = 11.1 pm, L= 169 pm

Fig. 5-3 Applied force - displacement curve.

B 8=6.15um C 8=17.6 um D 86=21.7um
P=1.02 mN P=233mN P=1.50mN

Fig. 5-4 Optical micrographs of deformation (Mode II).
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Fig. 5-3 T b7 ilBr ) — 20 dh#f1E, KRR 108 2~4 mN R & 2 Do) T/
WL b 5T, RBRAMEEDOSLSX HIZEALERALNRNT EnD, A
RTER LR AT A%, VIAYA ZXDOET LI RYy ML TE— R
SRR BR 21T 2 DMREZ > TV D Z VR ENT. &5, Fig. 54 1OR
L72& 912 CMOS I AT Ot X Z5ERPBLETX, T Va RV vy hOfk
M/~ Uy 7 ZREIZ HEEHOEREER DN ZOGBIETE 53R 27 LA0E
fMCET.

5.2.2.b FEEEFE

E M RER% I, SEERPEEINTET Vva R Yy MR O %,
SEM % HWT#IEL L7=. Fig.5-512, BT /La L RYy hOYI & et i Ok
Eif% DO %779, Fig. 5-5(a) 3 L ONFig. 5-5(b)i%, FEl—DiREBRA 25455 7-mE o
EBRTHY, TRENEHO EME FHICKHE LB TH .

Fig. 5-5(a) TlIMMEDORmAFEH L TFR Y, #1Z Fig. 5-5(b) TiFFkfr L TV 545

Propagation direction

‘“F Inltlal Crack

(a) Lower surface

Fig. 5-5 Scanning electron micrograph of fracture surface.
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WCHHED X BEEZAHRICE SN TWD Z D, YT A XETa Ry v b
DE— RN ERERITB T, RITHE~ M) v 7 2R L ERL WL Z L
Whholz. 72721, Fig. 5-5() (2317 29 & Sk & 10um R O i T,
WAEN TERICBEHE T O TR RBEORENHER TELZ 0D, ZOESDDT )
72 ESHER D KRB AL TOREZHRERITHIS L TWD AREER S D, 723,
Fig. 5-5 (\Z/R L72ikBR i LIS O I W T H, FRRICHEZ SR ER L TWVWDH D
L ERR S AT

5.22.c XHR XL arsFIA4 T AR

WHe2 KoET La Ry y NREBFICKT 5, MHESEIIE TS ST e ny)
Mo EES adlIh 2 KL L, BIETEESNTWAIESEAES L—a Dl
CEZTEA, WIEITVHERICBWT, ar Ao 4T AU,

1/3 V3
Q?+4aﬁ”ﬂk):(3OE'-zJ :(EEEJ (DAY (5.1)

D3

THEIND. ZZTEIRTT AMHED Y 73R, 1=nD64 137 T At 1 A DU —
RE—AL N THD. Ik, BIEDOES EEBITEAL TV D.

F2EEFEMRIZ, 1 o0RBHIZH LT, Afry RKOMEZEHNT 2 & TERE
S azxzZfbst, EREREIERVERECKRBR 2 BN Ic5 25 Z L TR S
XAE SITRI AR — B2 B U, 155 07 38R ) — 207 iR o I LB R
ZHNT, TNENOXAREIICH T a T ITA4T U A EBE L.

Fig. 5-6 12, BN &MWES a—a v T I7A4 TV AADOBMRE R, ZOXTIT,
fehic L3+4a® & 1/3 T/ L7 ME A WkHER: D TEER Tk L7-ME, #fiicAs D oftz 1/3
FLIEMEEZ 72y FLTEY, 2ARKOREBT I LTHE O a— B8R & 2 DA
B, SOICHEBOTEDIZHETY BE» RO NG OEMR (E =725 GPa &
L) ZRLTWS., ERTHELNALL+HD)PD L (DA DR%IE, EF L3R
Vv MO X ZIIROEIE T AMIEETT 9 BT, R(B.1)DA DI EEIE &N
XTZLLTFDO LS BRIEOXTIEETE 5.

(L®+4a%)" /D =p, + B (DA} (5.2)

/N TR TE LRI ERIE, BB A ICBWTIERH=-40, H=49X10°
(N/m?)13, 3B A B 123\ TiEfp=-4.0, /,=5.0x10° (N/m?)?? L 13F—FK L TW5.
F7o, IEIERROME XL, 1 X0 HRNORD ONIZEROME X IZIVVETHY, Z0
ZEnh, ThoOEBRAICBWT, DRV IEHIZIZ T IA4 TV ARHETE T
LHEZEZbND., ZNHUAORHBRA THHOECLDELUIBG TH SR, &
BOMEIZITAEBR T OFEARZEIC L > THIRREDIEL>ENEL. FINE LT, Mk
REEETRIZ T DREHER] O3 X MR BT RIT T REL, B & ZJeinfiE o
[FENTE TR AREMENE X DI, SHROMETHD.
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40 : I T I ' | '
® Specimen A

— Fitting line for Specimen A

30| ® Specimen B —

— Fitting line for Specimen B

(L*+4a”)"°/D
[\
=
!

- Beam theory
10+

Mode I1

| 1 | L | L
0 2 4 6 8x107>

Cube root of compliance, (D?L)m’ (mZ/N )1"3

Fig. 5-6 Relation between crack length and cube root of compliance.

5.2.2.d F— N || FEARES M

ARENZBWTIE, 52 | ERMRIS, K~ MY > 7 2 FREE 2 = > 75
ATV AETHM L2, Fig. 2-4 (R L72XL91C, Brimnd Ri-EEREE SI1% DO
ThHhHDT, =RV —fREGIXGEIXNTERIND.

P2
= 4 (5.3)
2D da
ZIZT, BGQARTEEIND I TIAT U ANa)ZRAT DL, B ons.
6P2a2 3 3 \1/3 2, 4 3 \-2/3
G= 3a5{(L +?a j ﬂo} (L +?a J (5.4)
03D D D

ORI, TETNALRY y hOEZLERKORARER T P BLOUMEHES &
ERATDHZ LICk Y, REBEWIEE G 2587-. 72720, W& AN RE ElkR
T HREORER ) %2 = ZLERRAER /) & &72 L,0 1L Fig. 5-5 O X 9 72k m o mifg i 6
FHAIL 72, AREWERLIzET v a R Yy MR IcB8 0Tl 20 =16°~152°CTdH -
7-.

Fig. 5-7 12, ZNENOET /I RY >y b L0 RD S S mESMEE G &4
WEZE X o OMIGRZ 7T, RSP IZ T 10.4 Jim?, B KT 18.33/im?, f/hN T
6.3 Jm’ TH Y, FHE ST HEAIIFCA DR, R EOIE LS &
DJFR & LTIE, 535dHICHBNWTH L BT 5.
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Fig. 5-7 Relation between interfacial fracture toughness and initial crack length.

5226 UTAPHALRETNAVRY y b2V ELS EORBES

BV AT R WU T A XTI/ a R Y y MIx LT ELS %
FhE L, #MERIIE SR 0T — N 1 & 258 R T D IEMEE 2 M5 Z &3 T
ST, BRORIIEDPIEFITE N WO MR S o7z, E7z, POV AR ELR
AN T AT NURIBICERE L TCRERZ1To 720, BBk om iR onnorz.
RERBREBZOLNDDIFFHERTHS.

ELS £ TIE Fig. 5-8@)IC~T L 912, BRA DALY 2 <T2dD T A RIZH HbE
DT DI A LTcgt, SBRICRER 232K U CREBR ER R D T2 oA 753K
<25 &, Fig. 5-80)D L9 ICHHmMN T A RO AN TR D AT —U N B
, MBAICRhCONRECTLEIZ R o2, 22T, HHEATA R b0
LZ0EFE T, BB OBIENHE L TR0 EELS LTHHBRERS A K
WA LIAT Z E TR L7228, ZOHEITRBR I N7 REL o TH AN HER
L7pWr—AMEL Ieole., ZHUTHEHEE TA R, BLO 2 ROMHER LG
MmN < 25 HE T, HEIFEORETEENELTLEY, & A mmiciE
ENERDSTWRNWED TRV EES LS.

LbEDZ E036, ELSIEIC L » TE— F | R EW MG 2 342 2 L ix T 72
D, REEMENTZ T CTRFFEDORETOLFMTE CWrEELH Y, 20K
BT TN EE CE R WAREE L B 2 6 b, o), WEITIE, #rL
WE— RS i ek 7k & T 5.
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Guide

Model composite
specimen

| ‘ Fixed end

Loading
rod

(a) Undeformed specimen

Model composite
specimen

Fixed end

Loading
rod

(b) Strongly deformed specimen
Fig. 5-8 Strongly deformed specimen sliding out of the guide.

53 WHMEIADY TP A4 XEF/NaLRY v k% FVZ Double Shear
EIZ X BE— F 1| Rk o3
531 M 3IADET NIRRTy M XS Double Shear 3Bk

ATED ELS {EICB W TRBMPIFEOR I 2\ EE X DN HEFEXOMEIL,

ELS IENIEEITHIWET L a Ry y Ml ICHT 2 52 5 HFIETh L7201, B
ERRELLBDHZEICERILTEY, ZORERFCTHREBFORENEIET DA
REHWD &, s ZoTA4 K, 32 ONHER L ot chERIT L BN
HAULHZENFRREEZOND. £ 2 CTAREITIE, HITFER T2 HHEIZSIEEE
w5 Z DREEEIMERR 1AL LT, 3RO ORDET LV a Ry y Nl %
Fu 7= Double Shear £ a4 5.

FLWET LRy MlBRAIE, A E TICHOWTW M 2 KoET L= v
R M (Fig. 5-9(0)) DFlMED 1 A X 7oA IR T, [Al—FmmIR CHATIT A 72 fikE
IARERAENHEA L TV D (Fig. 5-9(b)). ZivETEIRIERIZ, HEHEL SE2ITHIIE CTE 9
S LA, HEERICOBBIEAEE LTV A DT, BISREEA (EbTIC X AR REO
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HuERTED.

ZOMEME 3 RDET V3 AR Yy ML, Fig. 5-10 IZ7R T &L 9 (ZAMHl D 2 Rk
MEZ SRR L, HofiiiElc mERE G iR 14 %2 % Double Shear LI LV, E— K II
FESEESIERBR 21T 9 . AR SO HE 2 RO EF L3 v R Yy b E AW THEBO
Single Shear FABRZ A TWD D, Z DOLEITIERF D3 IEXIFR 22 7o OfME (it 1T 2TE
WAL, ALNCE—RNIKROPEAL TS, L, ZZITERLEET LY
WYy MEIHROBHEICK LTI Z A L TW AT, il T2 L =T %
Z NS, BHIEEIEL L 0 AR AW O Z E RIS S.

5.3.2 RBRAME

SERAVRIAEIC I, BTE & RRRDZ AN T AHEDMIZ, 55 4 3T H V- LR
7 ABHMEB WL B EIE S LTI, RIEEOE =L AT URBIIBICINZ T, 2 &=
BLOFE 4 ETHW AR Y =27 VIR LR L. fkE & B OMA S bt
E LTI, AN T Ak L TIEE =L 2T L L RN U = AT LRI D
2 FE¥H, FRALERA T AfHEIC R L QIR fafuR U = 27 Ui 1 fEE T, &6 3
YO AA O THREBR A 1ERL, 35 KO Double Shear 75k % 256 L 7-.

Fibers

Interfacial
debonding

(a) Model composite composed of two fibers (b) Model composite composed of three fibers

Fig. 5-9 New model composite.

- a > l - L > l - b > Stage
P \—1 |
~— , : |
Dl !
Bonding

Fig. 5-10 Double Shear test.
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533 #HEIARDET N aLURY Y hOERIGE

WHEIARDET LAY ME, EHE 9~15 pm OfHE 3 AR &2 W~ CTHHIE TS
THZEILE o TERT D0, IFEERIT-E 272012, 3 ROMHE% A — i ki
BOWTETIROUENRN D D, £ 2 TARFIE T, Fig.5-11 T L2 ET Ly
WYy MERUGIEZ BT LT,

I A D RB DD RN2 DD 7 L—LEHETDH. MERRKRENT L—4A A
XV HNENTL—LB OGN, PRIONRIIREN. £, RKEWVWHFDOTL—AA
(IR DRI T D A= ZH Y 1T 5.

F9, Fig. 5-11(@QIC =T X 912, 7L —2L AL L ARKDH T A ff#E 2~—% D L
ICEE, MHEOTmHZEET 5. NSV HFDO T L— A BIZIE 2 KO H T AMEHE & fifiE
1 ARG RO NG Z &1 THATISIE A, DO mim 2 BER CTREET 2. Mz EE 3
DIRFIE, JellHED Al 2 e L7z, #EEDS I E 20 I 5 IZBRWiR ) & 5 X 728
5b 9 —mABEET D, £o, 7L—ALBOHHE 2 K ElI/hs< Uo7 VI{EE E
BINBRO X HITHEET D, i, RBREOT v v X T E2RGICTIH-DOTHD.

KIZ Fig. 5-11(b)IZ R~ K D1, MM 2 K&~/ 7 L —2A B A#HEHIRKL, 7L —AB
DOREHE2 RO 7 L— LA A DIHEL RN AL L OITHEL T7 L— LA A RICHR,
3 RO [F—FR CHATICR DR TT — S Lo T2 207 L— AL EET
L, ZDOLEE, TJU—LAILTORVMFITTHSTZAR—YDOFEICL ST, 3AD
AN = R AT 1 | A

ZDXDNTH T AME 3 RZW AT 1%, WAERIHINE 2 B 525, £ OFRIZHkHME
MR/ NS E D &, BIEOR IR THEED ST RITE A L, A0 ONLE 2 )5
LIZKWEIT T, BERBAICBWTEE LI S 2ROk a5 25 2 &n
LV, &2 TFig. 5-11(c) 2T X 912, L Ul 2B 5~8 um DR FMHE % A
R OO A T ARHERNC 72 LIAA TS, IRFEMHEEFTe Z LT X0, T T Ak
SARDMMEEZ —BIZLODOVATERDOZ ENTE D,

D%, #HERWT, SMHERICORBIEREIRT 5 X5 IV BEOBIEZ BT 5
(Fig. 5-11(d)). BIE & &Am L7=%, &R T 24 FFfE, & 512 100°C T 1 K] o ZULE %
17952 L THIEZ 2RI b &8, =F/LarRYy Ma2ERLZ.

ERIL 7T a3 Ry y MIFEFITHN R T2, B LAWK D ICEEIZ 7 L —
AN EETSLERSH S, £, Fig. 5-11(e)IIRT L o2, 7 L—2o AICEY AT
THDiHE L AR%Z, BEME 7 L—ABOMEOMTUINT 5. Zhicky, 7V
AR Yy MITL—A B OAICHEE SN TWAIRIEIC2 5720, 7L —2A B %Z[H
ELTCWET—72WMbE, ET LAV RYy FITETL—AADPLID AT Z &N
TZX 5. 0%, TAIBEEIRY T TORW G OSMAHE 2 KROBZOINT 5. &
IZ Fig. 5-11(Alord L 212, /&< 8l- 727 V2 §E%, Fig. 5-11(a) THlHE 2 AIZELY
R 7 & BORMANG, B2 B R OfHEIC DO EE T 5. FD%, TV LA
OEITEWI L, ETvarR Yy FEIVAT. DT, ZhEETLa s Ry y MR
Bl LC#D.
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Aluminum foil
__/

(a) Bonding fibers to frames

(d) Dropping uncured resin

Fig. 5-11 Schematic of fabrication process.
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(e) Cutting fibers

| Aluminum foil |

(f) Detaching a model composite

Fig. 5-11 Schematic of fabrication process (continued).

Fig. 5-12 (2, ESLL 7=kt 3 KRDETF /L a LRy v M OB L SEM 5E %
R M2 RDOET VAR Yy b EFRBRIC, WHESEIEICEDND Z &<,
JEIERMER ICoOAETIR L TRV, BIEMEL & £ 3 & /R < BED 2 THE R TR
RETNAVRY Y FPMERTE TV D.

Fig. 5-13(2, 7/ ar ARy y FOWmEMEZTRY. Fig. 2-4 (R THHE 2 KDET
N RV MRBR R & RIRRIS, M & SIS #2585 sElk A [E2E D ORKKERT i o A
20 TRT L, HEEREORIIIDO LS. HBEREOR I1X, %O mBIZIC
Lo THIE LK.

Glass fibers
Resin Glass fibers
7 il
( —Z /0
( ] ) 0
] ni ]
C ! D

0w

(a) Schematic of model composite specimen (b) Scanning electron micrograph of model composite

Fig. 5-12 Model composite composed of three fibers.



Length of
bonded interface: D

®

Fig. 5-13 Cross section of model composite.

5.3.4 Double Shear i & 2 R EAREER 3B 7 15

Double Shear k%, 5 3 FIT R L7l A7 ACHE L7z, ELSEER LD &
RENDPKREL DT — RELVOREEZRELSTHLERH Y, & 500 mN O
27— Re/L(ILFES, LVS-50GA) % A -,

Fig. 5-14 |ZHlHE 3 ADET LV a R Y > Rl % v 72 Double Shear 75O #E#LX]
o BREBR OT IV IEN RO L RN TV D T EAR Ry NIZ, RCRHA
X7V FEEI LM 2 ROMHED e A7 — DICEET 5. IMUKRMED 2% T ¥
v X T T L0, WEHENHGR 72 7 D@ IXREETH 53, T OB (ERERZ T L
AN BN B D POl RBERE, TN 72 » TV B AMAEHE 2 A 721 IC8EE S
TWLHDT, BB GIZAT =V TF ¥ X 752 EDRAETH L. ABRITT
JFaxT—H % EHEGF) 42 pm/s ) THEN S5 Z L2k Y, Hhafiiieodh iz
PORBRNZE 2, EREMIE—RNNOEREGZ2 5. £, 77 Fax—XEN
ZOEERTH. B, ELSEERE TRV, BB IEF v v LML E D
B L TWianWew, BEREIC L DEBOZEIIZ T 720,

Fig. 5-15 (2, BRI T v v 7 LIREBORER T OB [X 2~ 3R A O
BEi S % L, iR E s EERTD. L, BNl 2/ER L T b 729,
Hr e A B A C B E TRIOBHIEH O R SN RR 55030 5. & ORI ot
B SOPMEEEW ST D2 L L L, 7o, [RRRICHEHERTNE s & WA o> flHE R BE A3
EH O G EIXEIMEEZERT S, Affe v ROEEN GRBIIES £ COREs a, X7 —
Vi OEETHE COR S 2 b LT 2503, BIREO I EN R D56, IRITEW
FOESEEWRTLZ LT, ERLUZREERRA T, ZhEho~HEN L=70~300
um, $=3.2~9.0 um, a=630~4530 pm, b=1640~4300 um TH-7-. 2P, Wb 2K
D &% 3140~7130 pm Th - 7-.
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Loading rod

Aluminum foil

Loading rod a 0 L B b | Stage
- - >
|
P | |
—f— v D |
s
Aluminum foil Aluminum foil

Fig. 5-15 Definition of specimen dimensions.

5.3.5 Double Shear ¥iZ & 55— F || % 2ERERBRE R
5.3.5.a RBRI—EN R

Fig. 5-16 (2, & AN T Aff#E, &=L 27 VHIEIZ%F L T Double Shear {4 T#%
BRI — B iR ORER e 2 2 FE R, fElC i d e — R hbH ) &S
WIEERER T P, BT 7 Fax—2EMs 2 L 0, RRBGR DD & /R ZEE
JBETOT—X% 71y hLTWD. B, TNENOFIZE T 238 O R <,
WHEER, BEME SR EN RS-0, B, B0, a7 I7A4T VA%
e 5 Z LixTE R,

Fig. 5-16(a)lc BV Tix, REBRBALAE LI, R — ZNLHRA D30 Fliom ok
RMIRMFRZHE <D, T ORITIZTHIBEARA IR D, RRABR I LT TRl
REEEGEREZEZZ L TWD Z ERNbns. —JF, Fig. 5-16(b) Tlx, ABREALLE
X FIZMOFEC ) e AR 2 JE O 721, BeRKERBR AT & CTIRIERIE BIfR 2 (R sl
Fig. 5-16(a) £ il L T\ A2, 26 Bl KR ) o4 LFHi 6 Bigo R E e9E
WMIEEZ R LD, REFEXFEREZE D L. KRBT OIERIFIL, ZEX
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(b)) D=12.0 um, L =109 pm
Fig. 5-16 Applied force - displacement curve (As-received fibers/VE).

ZHERNA T TWDE D, b LI E 2O BIIREOWMIEEIIC L 5 H O TiH RV
EEZBND. BRBRORT LR A T, RAKRBRFIITIZ T Fig. 5-16() D X 9 (2
2R E 20D, b L<IZ Fig. 5-16(b) D L 5 I[CHMRIE AR50 2 1 0 120
7oy, BIEIET 3 THIEOIEMIE E R SRV N VR TH - 72,

¥, WITORER—ZEAHFRIC BV T, RBRBIAEZICR BN D FICMOIERIE
%, RERBHBREOET Va R Yy hOTF v v U TREIZE2bDEEZOND.
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ARERBRIGRTORER 1L, MmO T ¥ v F A FUAMIEE SN TE 5T, #HIHRET
KRN E B 2720 TeDIcETVa Ry y MBI 2N Uitt AL TRIEIZe - T
W5, BERBHAATZ IS, SRR I X - T3 722 < 72 B F Craalkh —2 A i X
I 720, BN END EMERMRE R LGOS EEbs. L Lens, H
V7= Double Shear 558 I 3ASIIE THEA S 4L TUN 72 WEkHESS (Fig. 5-15 @ a & b) 23 3 mm
LLETHY, MHERICK L THoEWY, HHRELLEOFRER I A d U THER 1 X
AR 5R D IRAEIZ 720, FIH O AT ER B IRICZEBII2 VWb D EE X L.

Fig. 5-17 122 ATV T AR,/ AEafnAR U = 27 VHHHE, Fig. 5-18 |ZFALEE A 7 A
folE AR Y = 27 VB ISt 9 28R ) — B R O REM el 2~ 3. = A
A T AfiE,/ © =L A7 VIR DA & RIERIC, SUBRBALAE % 2R st 753
JRIK & & 2 BN D FIZPMOIERIE 2 R34, £ ORITHRKABR IO 90 %iLE £ Tk
FEHIE DORERZ RS, S BIT, KRBT TRE & SUERSRH OBIEE R O
WRERLZ 2 5D ERNZMMORRRCD R IERIE 2R LTk, NEE & SHERDNE D ik
L.

200 T T T T | T T T T T T T T
As-received fibers/UP
D=12.6 (um)
_H L=173um) -
Z
&
~
5100 |
S
o
2
a
{E‘f i
0 A B
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Displacement, § (um)
Fig. 5-17 Applied force - displacement curve (As-received fibers/UP).
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| |Re-treated fibers/UP |
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E 100 — —
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oé" - i
k5 L i
= L i
= 50 —_
< [ ]
0 L 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 .ﬁ_
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Displacement, & (um)
Fig. 5-18 Applied force - displacement curve (Re-treated fibers/UP).
5.3.5.b AXIERRIE

Double Shear k%12, SEM IZ L DB EIToT=. £, AT 7 Ak~
B =V 27 VRIR I )T B #IH & RS I Ok i Wi 4 % Fig. 5-19 35 X UYFig. 5-20
WRT. B, WAL & A o H I RME R O B A (), SMIIRERAE I O 1 A (b) 1T R
LCW5A. Fig.5-19 T, (@)D H Akl 3N 5%4F LTl 0, BIRICHKEDIX
< BEENHARICE SN TV D, —J7 TO)DIMUMEHER CIrIHERm A gmH L b =
D, ESZUIIMAEHE IR R m A ER L2 &S, I, Fig. 5-20 T,
(2) D H YLAHER CIIMMER 23 L TR Y, (o) DIMAKEHERNIZ 7% TE L CTW D BRI
HEAE DT < BEHERSHABRICE SN TWD O T, 2Pl Mg R m4a2ERE L- 2
ENDND. WEBEORE, £ TORBRTICIW T X /DHME R w2 e L
7o 2 LR S AVTe s, Bl < B & S0 R 1 P A3 HR I AGHE R SR ) S MBI AE (R SR
2D, 2180 OXZHEREENDH 722 LVHIA Lz, ZOEEE, T gemiiEm)
SMAKRHEIZSN S L2 7 :3 ThH Y, WUk O/, i o = 2R 2 &
WIORERTH T,

Fig. 5-21 IZ%Z ANUH T AflfE AREafnAR U = 27 Ve (SMAREHER]D) , Fig. 5-22
(ZFFALBR AT T AfRME AR YU = 2T VR (R 12k 2 [k Ol 5
BHard., Wb EZUIRmEER L2 Lo 72, Z AR 7 A e/ R fafn
WY AT VIR TIL 5 0 8 THMURHME, e w2 e L7l 232 <, mALst
T M,/ AEIFIAR Y = 25 UBHIE TIE 5 1 CHiiie BHE S A R L7zt
BRI DS o7,
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Propagation direction

(a) Surface of center fiber

Propagation direction

(b) Surface of outer fiber

Fig. 5-19 Fracture surface of specimen
(outer fiber/matrix interface, As-received fibers/VE).

Propagation direction

(a) Surface of center fiber

Propagation direction

= ';‘

(b) Surface of outer fiber

Fig. 5-20 Fracture surface of specimen
(center fiber/matrix interface, As-received fibers/VE).
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Propagation direction

(a) Surface of center fiber

(b) Surface of outer fiber

Fig. 5-21 Fracture surface of specimen
(outer fiber/matrix interface, As-received fibers/UP).

| Propagation direction =

(b) Surface of outer fiber

Fig. 5-22 Fracture surface of specimen
(center fiber/matrix interface, Re-treated fibers/UP).
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5.3.5.c TRNVX—FRIKBDORENT

Double Shear £ T, #HEIZSIRIC K VO, BIBIXEICEAMERZT 2205,
Br O R R < Lo TV DI DICHHEDE A A IC X 2 AT ikHE DO X
HEWZHRTIEFITNZSWEEZ DI ENTE D, 20D, BIEOEE 2 HH L
MEZET ML D0 THT RN =DM 21T 5 Z 12K - T, & 2k Ry
DT RV — R R 2 5l L7z

Fig. 5-23 12, fRNTIZHWIZMEI IR T V2R T . ZOET /LTI ED515R Y
DO EE 2D, B 2R L2 X 9 72(3), (i), ()0 3 >oMEEkizsy
HLTENENOOT A=A —2H L, TNEEEHT 52 & TRHREA2EOD
THIZRNX—% RO L. BHHOTZD, fEHk>I) TIEE S a OH Ik 1 Ao
Br ) P, [AIRRICHEIRG) TILE & L O 3 RIS PI3 o), fEEGITIZES b
DIMAMEHE 2 RIZ P2 DI IoTND EReT. 0L EXZNETNOMEKICET
LO0THTZRNF—% U, U, Uit T DL,

2P%a 2P°L P%b
Ui:—z’ i = 2 Uy = 2
7 ED 37 ED 7 ED

(5.5)

L%, ZZTERNT AMMED Y 75 (725 GPa), DI EE TH L. LK
D Ui, Ui, UilZx LT, BB 2Eo xrx—7,

U=U,+U; +U; (5.6)
LD,
F9, IR L A0 THLIKF O ANGHERT LGEEE 25, 1277

- > P2
A .
- D P2
< |
--—_-_-E ____________ }:) ___________________ o
(1) <-— —
P/3 - P/3
(11) P/3 = P/3
P/3 = P/3
T e PR
- =
(i)
P2 P2
- -

Fig. 5-23 Strength-of-materials model.
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L, FEECiIhdefikieo Bl E TRlom s TRmE&ZERNELTZOT, 22 ThH 1
e TRITRICESAa OXZHERNELCLDI LD EIRETSH. 2oL X0 EAlE T
EDE T & AR INEAA 1%, Fig. 5-13 [Z/R L2 X ) ISl T A E S H7-0
DEBEHBN DO THDZ L2 EETHLEAA=2DOAa THDH. LIZN> T RLF—
fEHLER Gald, dlda=-1%2&E T 5 &, X((55), 56)&Y

AU 1 d 1 (dui_du”J 2pP?

Gy=Ilim—=—-—(U,+U, +U.) = = 3 (5.7)
20 AA 2D@ da 2DO6\ da dL 37ED°0

LD,

W, ERPHHE 2 RO THAIRFT O BHINGERT LIS AEEE 2D, 2D
LA YHED B E THITRICESAD OXZHERNZAET 5 O E{E L TREE
IZE 25 &, AMA=2DAAb B LN dUdb = -1 ZE[ET 5 Z & TR D= 2L X — ik
Gy NFLND.

2
AU 1 d 1 (dum_du”j_ P 5.9)

G.=lim=—=—.—(U. +U. +U..) = _
B a0 AA 2D6 db(' o+ 2Dg\ db  dL 67ED%6@

L.

K(B.7)D Ga EX(5.8)D Gg H LT 5 &, RIEDIZ I BBEED 4FERZ V. LM
ST, BEBEMOITREREND DA ZRITITE ZUIMHE L A TH D A SR
THEEZ LI, EERICAEIOMIERMERBR CLZ 0@ ORRENPE L.

U EOFER LY, RETIEHXNGD)E AW CREEREMEZEH L=, =720, 2
ZTCIEE RO, HEARDER D OH ki L& TRIOEEAO 1TFELWHD
ELTREZEH LR, EBRIIZENTNOTEN RS L L CRBEOFETER L
7= E A, BRSO EE ER L TR mEREEOB I 21T-> T s, 7ok,
HEAET DN D OBEE A O 1, Fig. 5-17 O X 9 2RI OGS EERE Lz, £77,
X SR IR R GRBR ) & U I KRB ) & v i,

5.35.d StEAREEIMEAE

Double Shear 78k T3 5 L7 — N 1 FUEAEELIMAE G 2 T MHERTIE s 12k L T
7y b L7=OM Fig. 5-24, FHHERE D ICxt LT 7 v k L7=0D7 Fig. 5-25,
EREAE 2012 LTCF Yy FLIEDAFiQ.5-26 Th 5. So5N7-T— F I Kk
BV, FAEOZANT 7 A, © =/ 27 UIHIE T FHME 6.1 Im?,
BeKAE 17.3 3m?, Je/MilE 2.1 3Im?, FEHE(RZEAS 4.8 IIm?, FRALENOZ AT T A flkie,
REFNAR U = 27 VHHE TILEAME 24.8 IIm?, F KA 46.9 Jim?, HF/ME 2.4 Jim?, 2
HEIRZEAS 16.1 Jim?, BALEN O AL T T A fkiE,/ REAFIR U = 2 7 LR Tl E¥E
24.4JIm?, fx KAE 44.13Im?, /M 15.5 im?, BEYE(RZES 10.90/m? Th-o72. WTh
DETNALRY y B THIXHDE IR KRE V.

Fig. 5-24~Fig. 5-26 Zfifl # DM EHZOWTHR D &, Lm0 M | 3 5 i e
s, FHRRMEE S D, 3L OBEERE A 20105 L TR Z R L TR E
Ex25.
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® As-received fibers/VE
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”,g ® | ® Re-treated fibers/UP
— B  J
- L °
O 40+ —
%'\ ]
Q - .
gb 301 o’ —
2
<] B .
o
g 20— o —
g L ([ ¢ L] [ ° .
cé 10 ° 3 i
=1 B ™Y [ ) i
| ® [ . ° °
0 1 | 1 | I q I | 1
0 2 4 6 8 10

Spacing of fibers, s (Lm)
Fig. 5-24 Relation between interfacial fracture toughness and spacing of fibers.

® As-received fibers/VE
® As-received fibers/UP
Py ® Re-treated fibers/UP

w
=]

L
o
|

|

w
o=
I
[

|

Interfacial fracture toughness, G, (J/m?)

20 - o o° -
°
I ° o » 1
10 ® o o ® —
I ° ° ° 1
°
0 | ll ’ * ,* |
9 10 11 12 13 14 15

Diameter of fibers, D (Lm)

Fig. 5-25 Relation between interfacial fracture toughness and diameter of fibers.
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® As-received fibers/VE
50 ® As-received fibers/UP | : | . ; I
o~ ® Re-treated fibers/UP |
E e °©
H
= 40 o
2
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Angle of bonded interface, 20 (deg)

Fig. 5-26 Relation between interfacial fracture toughness and angle of bonded interface.

Fig. 5-27 IZ A mfl R0 MEAE 2 AR & L (BFEIT Fig. 5-15) (Zxf LTy b L
TbDTHDH. WTIOMBHZIBW T HBAEHE < R D IZ OV TEIMEERN K E < 72
DN S MCEALTEH Y, Double Shear 15 THIE S U7 80MEE IIM B ER & 135
WEENZ L300 D, ZORKRIZ DWW TIIE Tl THRFTT 5.

W, Z AT T AifE, & == X7 JVEIAEIZ-D T Double Shear £ T 5417
fE A AT O ELS BT X DfG S & b9 % . Fig. 5-28 (% Double Shear {ED#ER %
FLEL ELSTEDRS R 2 B =AM E U fERREs I LT ey FLIEBDOTHS.
ELS T/ b= ¥IMEE O 1413 10.4 IIm?* T& ¥, Double Shear ¥£? 6.1 JIm? DIE 9 A
RN ENEDOD, WFHUZ LT HIEE ORMHE FRP THONDE— N Il AEEEME
A 100 )m? ZAB 2 5 2 & & & 2 0E, SmEErEE IR IR IS/ S,

Fig. 5-29 [X[F U R A BRI E S LI LT ey F LD THD. asﬁ%@
L=101 um OF — &tf#mo%TT%MTwéu% I ERBRIEIC K DRI
720, ﬁ?%ﬁékk%;ﬁMLTD DFERNG, ELS BROMEDT — &iﬁ

B DJRKNC HETHY, T— bnﬁ@@%%iﬁ TRBRIEIZITRAE L 720 as,
w?ﬂ@ﬁ%&%ﬁ%%%é TIRIE LR WA B ER L U CEIME 2 HIE TE T\

EWORUHEEZRZ TCVWDA LD EEZLND.
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® As-received fibers/VE
50| @ As-received fibers/UP | | : i

— ® Re-treated fibers/UP ®
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Fig. 5-27 Relation between interfacial fracture toughness and matrix length.

20 . ' I ' 1 As-received fibers/VE [
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Fig. 5-28 Comparison of interfacial fracture toughness plotted against spacing of fibers
between Double Shear test and ELS test (As-received fibers/VE).
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As-received fibers/VE
® Double Shear
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Fig. 5-29 Comparison of interfacial fracture toughness plotted against matrix length
between Double Shear test and ELS test (As-received fibers/VE).

T— R I FOmmES a2 BIE R SIRET A REK & LT, X Z5eimo i
SHEOEEEINE Z b, ki SONL, AIREHZMTE VT FRP FO/EEICE
FHE—=F 1 EE—F I OBMEECHEEZ KRR L, £— F I TR S oy (2R
TERFATSFOWMIRE ST — FNHIHERTREL DI EEZHLNIIL TN,
72, FRP WNEBORE S HHEIC IR S 4, WEMEEHERN LT Z o nicL
TW5b. DFEY Fig. 5-30@IIC~T L D12, MMEMBEIBEERE S0, LY b REWS
AT}, Fig. 5-30(b) D X o I\ HlHERIBR 23 sk < VRIS FUE IS =T D85S, MrEE
FEHATHITH R TCao B REL 2D,

Fiber Plas}ic zone
/
Matrix /r A o,
@y
Y
A\ )
Crack ™ ®, > - @, >
(a) Case of large spacing of the fibers (b) Case of small spacing fo the fibers

Fig. 5-30 Constraint of plastic zone.
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AWFFEOFER T, MEHERNRE R TR 6 um B2, Fig. 5-30(b)IZ Rk
RBIZoTWbH EEBEZLND. ZTILHDOHERKMNG, AL Double Shear kT &
ELS &R A CiX, 300 pum FREELLT ORBIEE & & BRICHE > TEMIRA AN 5 2 & T,
RHAE DR TE O = 3L X —HuRIZR T 2 F 50, BB OBIEHNE SITKFET 5
fERICoTmEEZLND.

BRI NE L AR L5613, e ERET D &EAWIS O
OYAR DN —REIC ﬁou\f%ﬁ”%iﬁ%oﬂsﬁéﬁkqﬂ@%&%vbé <720, oL AREOE AW
TN B SR 72 B & PRI NS, £ 2 C, REERFO R mw AWS )01
i &% L7=. Fig. 5-31(c)iZ-~x3" & 912, Double Shear #k5& i D AMAHHE 1 A 12>
TEFHFAONOFENEEZZD &, VT AWIE T 6 DRE—2M P2 D)%
TWAHZ &IZ7 5. Fig. 5-31@)OWrmX D L 5 ICHEE R mMAaEL 2035 &, Wik
IR TR LIEZRE— 2 DOEMEILLXDITH S, 2T, EBEORERF Cidd guf
HEZEE AT HMIOBIEREINRLT LEELL 20O T, BETES L & LTEWZ
IDEE Lpin MWD E, ZOREMOEFRIL LninD0 & 720, FiE A WS 7101
BaBNRAD LI IZREND.

r,L,,DO = P = P (5.9
2 2L, D@
L thrix resin .
D) | ! . | 0
| ; . . | Q 26
| | qp
(a) Before testing )
Cross section
Plast/ig deformation PP
| ,
F— i |
I —»
P2
(b) Just before fracture
. L
P/2
|—>
- <
T

Mean interfacial shear stress
(c) Equilibrium of forces in longitudinal direction

Fig. 5-31 Plastic deformation in Double Shear specimen.
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Fig. 5-32 1%, ZZ AN T A i,/ =L AT VR 2 6] & LT, MEER LR
Y AWIE 6%, BT OBEHE S Ly licxf LTy LR THD. it
HERED 4 1XFEF I D2 E /&<, ARFFED Double Shear 558 i OFEEAILI1X 0 R
HEAWIE RS XL ENTWD Z ENME R D, 72120, 6 EDBIEL X/ -> T
BOT, BIEHNERDICONTHER  METLTWD. 2L, BIEHAE <
72 % & A DB E COMMEET ORENF < 720, FiE oW AW )53
AR L T E R DICTIEF O ENIRL 7o o> T D72 B BND. W,
NEES S FEFRITHLS 72 % L BHREER R R < BBMEAETE L, FLiri ¥ WIS 11725 —kE 5 Ah

W23 72D, 6 EDOWEEIZIESWN TN b & THREIND. ZOHE OMEERC
B 5 g OMEIT S AR 272 577, Fig. 5-32 D413 25~30 MPa 2 & FL
BMbDHZENTXS.

PLEX Y, Fig.5-27 & Fig.5-32 # 5 THE 25 &, AW TIT - 7= Double Shear
AR IT, Fig. 5-33 (AR T & 91, BB S FEFZEL WG O 5 —E DR &
BHEHR A+ EWGAICHGEEND G —ED X ZHER & OBBEIII Y 7 5 £
ERTHDLEEBEZOLND.

T T | T |
® As-received fibers/VE |
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Fig. 5-32 Relation between mean interfacial shear stress
and matrix length (As-received fibers/VE).
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(G;oc 1L?)
T, constant

Interfacial fracture
toughness, G;
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(T; o< "/E;i /L)
- G; constant

shear stress, T;

Mean interfacial
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Fig. 5-33 Fracture criterion of model composites.

5.3.5.e Double Shear ¥&iZ X 2 R EATEEN MR € DORE

I TIEARETEONERE L LI, T V3R Yy b & V= Double Shear
EIC X D R I R EAEEESERBR O3 2 BUROFREE R 5.

FPRAROMBERIL, HIE S i BE & S ITIRAFE L, MRHEE
&L THIETE T \fotb\ ETH Y, Fig.5-29 OfEF D 51X Double Shear {7217 T/
< ELSETHRBEOBENE L TWD b0 EEX LN, ZORKNIFRIETELE L
X 91T, BIEENENTZOIZE LWBIIEOMBIEETE N A U 5D 2 & THRIfE AWIS /13
B O L 70> TR Y, BIEHE 0K < EAUTMBhEE & LT oSl g
MROLNDZENHIFFSND. L LEESNAELS 22 LB oEinc k> T
HEJR 0 & eI THHE D S BRI 2342 U A rTREMEDN B U, 2 DGEITITEAER A ORIk %
HETHVNERDD.

T, MHEEROZENEIHTNDEEEZ LD Z LD, /INEFRERIREE DI
%@ﬁu$fw575@ﬂm<,)7»%42%7w3/T//F%%thwm
Shear {EDFENTIZIE, BRICIEE )7 Cld7e < SEBMERKEE /122 S W2 E oo

EMELEZ DILD. ZOHE, KEMRORIRIRIC & 2 U Nl A1kt U CREEEN M E
Z IS OME I & L TR, ZOMENNEBRERIREE TH AL & 0uL, /IEBERRR
ﬁm#ﬁ@40#4xwﬁﬁﬁf%%héixw%—%m4®@ﬁmfhk®%ﬁﬁ
2% X VN AVAS IR

G, =J, (5.10)
UT NV A RET N RY y b a AT BERMEOFRIC BT, 2ok 57
TFEERANT 2L OMBETHDLEEZOND.

S HIZ, AENI=RAXF—IRBEROITIIM B ) T VW TER Y, EfER )

FREMTPATZ TWRWZ b ZE T b s, KRS, MEIFET VIC K DT Cldt—
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FINEHTHDZEEHRELTNDED, ERICIIMOERE— FHIEAL T2 AHE
MWRdD. £z, MEFET VTR - R F —fFBERITE RORTHRICIR > TE
LT 2HOFHETHY, &HARITIH 212D ACE DRKREDOHTRMLETH S .
IHIT, BT NIRRTy S OFIIRKG S DTERD KIETE L ARAHATH 5.
INHDOREWRLMNIT H72HIC, FEM 252 X 5 ZIRGTEEMAT O FEMiA K X 72
RETHD.

54 #&E

AWFFETIL, FRP H O & el IRAE T Dk % 2R O s b, ik 15
RO X ZUERAE O R AT 5 i LTRESATNS, EFLILHE Dy |
VT — I R ABESIEE OFEMmED £, FEEEO FRPICHH SN TV BB 9
~15um O H T AfHEE AV =TT v a Ry y MOl L, 2 0fF At RE Lz,
£, BIRIEE P X B RS 2R T B 2 ADEF AT R
NRBR A AERL L C, dmmmAmEIAL (ELS) {EIC X 25— R I FimiE MR 217
Sl DWT, HIFIZ XD RER & ZUTfE S MEA PR TE 25— N 1| FLEmEiy
PERRBREE & LT, M 3 KZ W= ET L a0 Ry y b O/EHEIC B S ERER S & 5
Z.% Double Shear 522 E L7, SN ERE LI TIIRT.

(1) ELS BT L o TR ANA T Afif/ = V= AT VRO ET L a LRy v
B ORI BR 21T o 7o, Bk A2 SEM IZ X 0 #8152 LR, =& T
RmzERL W, ol — 2Ly, =774 7 Rk
ZFWTE— N e BRI B 2 kO 5 Z L3[R CTh D,
#7104 JIm?, KT 183 JIm?, /N T 63 Im? Th-o7-. BIPEED X 2R
SCKT DIRFIEITR D B Lo Tz,

(2) ELSIEIC L 52— N I Sl E BRI LB NME <, 2o ERFFE L
T, R E 2T ER FCORBRFORUNEMEIT 5 7= DI E L
T2 ATA R EflHE, o X ONMEHER L OBRHIC I W THEBERICL > TEL B
BREZ bk,

(3) ELS Ik RSB ZE T 272012, ETLa Ry y MaRlBghIchiF LRz 5
29, o, T OBEEN I WEERTIEE LT, #7212 Double Shear i£%
RE L. ZOFETIE, 3 RONYAT 724 2 [Fl— P R MR Thl L7c
EFETNALRY y NEER L, RER O—J7 Ohn THMIAl 2 RORMEE SR L
T, SCRHAI DS TR JeAkHE L2 51 sEaBR /)& 5- %2 5. Double Shear 545 712 %t
LT, HERMEIIFEET VE WD Z & TR — MR OFHNX %
Tk,
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(@) =FHEOET NI Ry b (AT T A/ =1 27 VR, %
AT T AR e/ AREAFIR U = 27 VR, BEROY, AT T AfkiHE % B
LD THIORMELBEZ i L 7= FRALBR T 7 AMEMEReafi AR Y =27 1
) (2% LT, Double Shear i TE— R Il S i B0 PEqN 2 3640 L 7=, 15
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bHEFEZ BN,
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BRNZHBL TWD EEXOND. BIRRNELS b & &I1%, 2N
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KX TIX, BT Af#eRIL 7T AF >~ 7 X : GFRP BB O —JFmsg{bir iz &
HWNERTL5EICB T2, MKz T VL LEMhET L a Ry y FERAY
T, ME— R IBLOWE— R NHHE~ R Y v 7 25 < B 2 R 2 52
L, Fmid < BEEROBIEN ) FRMEZFET 2 2 2 B & Lic., £3, e #iE
RIS BRI CE 2 ET VEEME : ET v a Ry FEHWT, E—RIE
L O — B 1| Ofif#EBHIE R A EERBR 21T 5 2 &, BEERIPEE IC 55 £
B DB, AT — RORELBRTF L, X5IZ, FRP H OHHEIZ FH £ 7= g O
IR EREE A B R L, BIIRMIEEEIED FRP BItE~D & 5 2 MFt L7z,
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HE I OHHEERRT AT LA EE L. e AW, E—RIBIOBE—F
IS R PERR 21TV, BRI 2 5Pl 9~ 5 2 & T, MR D2, 1
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I TIEHAEICBWTHE LN ERFBER LB, KaXoOWiEz2 LD 5.

55 2 FCIX, B 200~400 um O T AffHMEE 2 ROMMEAE B =1 27 VRHHE T
BA LTIERBROBMUNET Va Ry y FEERIL, E7 Va0 Ry ML TE—
R1EBIOE— R I OREERMRR 21T 5 FEE2me L, v — FeVICER L
TWAHAMT Y RERICE LV ZHEL, TV RYy hOMHEICEEARZ 5 %
HZEICEH-T, =K1 (DCBE) BELOE—FK Il (ELS1£) O RmiE < B =zt
JEABRDATRE & 72 o TV DL S OMEEIPEAE 2 50T~ 5 720, T ik LTay
TIATAEERAND L TRV T R G NELIA Z ENHALMNI -
7z. B— N1 O HEIE < BB 21T o TofE R, Ty 7 Y 7 HIE AW
T2 R LB O REEIVEE O SEBEDS, RALEAS O REIMEE O FEED I L% 16
FEOMEE/RL, RELBEDHHE~ NV v 7 ZFHE OMEE ) FRHEC 5 2 5RO E
BN FIRE TH D 2 N b o 1o, BREBIERIZ k- T, RO ClRidilE ~
NU > 7 ZAFR O < BERFA L, REEEM Tl & D THMENIZ UV S i sk N O
BHEEIC S ANER L TR, REUHPIIEFREICRELZ 52 ThD 2 ERH LN
272572 B— R I RBOMEE L LT, RELEM OBEEIVEE O EIMERN, R4
BB ORI O SEME DI L2 8 5D Z R L, [AIRRICHREE 71 PRt 08\ % G
M CE 7=, WEBIEREZITo 2R, T— F I OB FREAHEICEDLL T, &2
AEOIFLSBECEVERL TWDZ ERbhoT-. 7k, HIE SN mid < BmkiE
EIMEELT FRP O30 7 B OREEIMEE I bR CTRIEIC/N S <, FRP O kR IZE
WU, #HERB O~ Y v 7 AHOBEIZESLCEN TN DT RLF—RNRENT &
DRI To7e®, FRP LRI U &HERICBWTHmIZI BT T~ ) v 7
AEL G X ) R 4 A TTEZET L a VR Y y FEERIL, £— K | AES
PERBR 21T 9 2 & T, BIREIMOR G2 /GEE L. RIOAEM, RmlEMg & 61, ik
MEARDET VAL RY Y N OWBEEWMHEITHHME 2 KROET L a Ry 8 6EL
Iz SR A2 K& < EEY, = ) v 7 RO SEROFENKE N &
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NHER I NT-. 22T, 2 KOFEFT A a BTy R b S I S i
Gi &, WHE 4 ROET NIRRTy Mo E LIV ERMEMR G, O ITHkHE 4 K
DETNALRY y bOfmE Eicki 2 A miE< BEmfEEy &~ Y v 7 A
(1-WZEHAWT, TZRERT 25 L TEHAR G=Gij+ Gn(l-x) 23V oL
WEL, ~hU w7 ADEEMERT RV -Gy Zilli L7z, T OREER, FEOLFEM
CRMBIM DFNENS, v Y v AOXGERT XL XF—G, & LTITIESE L
VMEAMSF B2 72, FRP H ORIE ORI E O sy BRI FIE A AR &5 2 &
DR S 7.

%3 ETIL, FEEEDO FRP TlibiL 5 HER 10 um FLEE OffiHE 2 W ClRIBROE T L
ayARYy FEHWT, = FIBIXPE— N NI FmikEOEEEITA 5 L0720
GBI U AT AOMEEEZMRF L2, B22ECTHWEZET LV a Ry v b ORHER
SOMEHERT ORI AR FEIR THE DS EEE D FRP L 0 2372 0 KE W H ) S 3 1R O AR
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DX 7NN RN A RFUTUT ALK o T TEEUE LG L 7-FOE T 7 A
WhiE 2, RMBIIRICIZE = L= X7 VR & 5 WIS AR Y = 2 7 Vi 2 FV T
FT— R IHBRZITV, SEMEOMAEDLEICE W TET L a VR y MENA A A
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IR Y Yy OGS, R mEER L, REmESEOE A FRETH - 72208,
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BHRERINED T 5.2 MGt UTe. AR Z A ilHe, ReafnR Y = 2 7 AR ISk LT
B IV AEHE 4 AT T L OBIVEIE G 13 R IAEERIEE G & 3 f5ur< kI~ 7=, HEtkny
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10~15 um RRFEDH T A% A=) T AV A XeTa R Yy b OBEICHEH
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n— R/ fHid7Anine y REREZE LT, 7 /variyy MalBR T ok
WCEEABR ) 25 2, B— NI i 2 25 L T\ 5. A e v R &3
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SR, MR SITRTE Lo 20y, BB E SITRFE L TREL 25 %
R, MEHEEE WX DETIHR2NWZ ERHALMNI -7, ZOERKE LTI, B
ORI A Z Zefhric & &% 6 TREBR A OBHEH SRICIEN 5 Z L I2 k- T, #f
HE DA ESL SN D = XX =Pl OBIETE SITRGFT 5720 & 4
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PEAE &SP AV WIS T)ROT DR RNC B L TWb EE 2 bivd. BIETNE L 72
HE XX, RN DN TALE COMMEETORENRTH 720, Fumow AW
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WEFHhT 5720, 7Ry Ml 20 E— R IBIOE— R I A
EEIVEE O E BRI 21T > CTEX 7. ARRXORZIRERIL, FH2EBIOFE4E
THW=, FRP WO BRI E O FIEOMNL TH D, ZHET, v( 7/ 1
AT = 7 AFHTIZ L T FRP O X ZLERFEZ PRI L X 5 &3 280317
T, REHEIZ P E LTRSS OB M A2 FhiH U, A TRZEE SRS (T L 7241
772, BEEHIHE A S iU, FRP OGO A B 2O MR IZ K & < Bk
THIEDNHFESND.
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HZENEEND. £, R TIHET RV X— RO ELSIETIEa 7T 4
7 A, Double Shear i TIFMENIFET V2 HWTE Y, S 2T T 2
TWRNWZ ELERE LTETOND. B, WINOIrcbE— R & TH
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fHik A BRERT —BALREER & = RV X — 2R O FERRTAEAT
Al BRERIZTV =T NV EHITFE—A V|

A3 ik LN 44 Ei T X DI, B & U TAREEFIAR Y = 27 Vg 2 o€
TNaRYy MRERA T, BUNETEOHI A B2 T, BB — B A dh#RS T
IZIMOIERIEE RT N bode. ZOLE, EREORELEE L T X —f#
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IMEIaD2ARDITY & LTEMIL, ARERIZY EERICES BT 21772, =
= THWEFIEE, Williams®72s DCB s A IV = b D &2 KB DET L2 Ry
v B IZIER L2 DO Th 5.

ETFxFRZREER O THEHEICE B L, TOEIRRES Fig. A-L 2R3 £ LT
ETNMT D, T2 TN EAIOESE CRREE (RS a), FERITEE LIREE
Thod. ElElzbif 0 DEEXF LT 5. AT bOAAN0 L7325 K HITF
SINBNG, BHNP EZIFCTHFICbiel & 62, EAFRICHMHEES B#)T
X5, ZOLE, IZVITEIEZ TS, iR ESIIFEICalRkiEns b0k
T5. LEENoT, HHIRT IO, 130 DERAEMGA L U CHEIBRIZIN - T2 JEFE s
FEFTDHE, A TClis=a b,

Fig. A-LIZRT L 9O1E, EmElhRETH2HAMEOBExEZ LD, fLEXIZBIT5
XY OfROT=bAE y (FlaEiE), bhfize (FFEtRIVIE) &3 5. Auilcs
FDlbAiL, ET AR Yy MBI OB OB DO 05812 (Zhi=b. £z, A
UCRAET D2 HRFE— AL FERDO X HIT My & FET.

B LTIRBEIZHB T 2130 oA MRS ZKFIRLIEL ) IZact £T. 2
DEE, IV OHIMIEX x=a,/2 THDHN, ZOREFLE LTI BHRFROE
FBLDbZ WA LNTHD. LEER-T, TONBEIZBIT D =biidamn =i i
DL DEIA L 72D, F2, ZTOMNMEOTbA a2t 5,

Before deformation

E OO0

Fig. A-1 Finite deformation of fiber in model composite specimen.
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F9, Fig. A2 17T L9, 1ZVOMNES ds DD EE2 D, ZOMBEOD
KoL T HE, IROEBRMP L.
dx dy dy

—=cos¢, —>=tan¢d, —>==sin Al
ds ¢ dx ¢ ds ¢ (A1)

F£72, Fig. A3 IR T LI, (LEXIZBITHHITE—AY MEIM=Px+M,—Pa, &

RKINDLHNE, ZOMEICBIT 5130 0= RIZ, 130 #HERIZ T 5 5726
% 1UIR=M/ED) ZHNTHKDOLIITEEIND.

%:%:é(PX+ M, - Pa,) (A2)
ZZTENXIZY o R TH S,
RIZ, Fig. A-4 DX 5 BRMUNRES ds Dy DOEREEZ D, ZOMNEROEIE %
RO EE X, ZoLkRB XA Dbtz nEie, ¢ + dd
ET 5L, HEEERRICE L CROBERAE Y L.

1 do
R(-d¢)=ds .. =—=—— A3
(=d¢) R ds (A.3)
EAELE L THALDOE A ERAT D &
E:—%:—%@:—cosq)d—d) (A.4)
R ds dsadx dx
[ M
dx
ds X P ay—X 5
Vp
Fig. A-2 Angle of inclination. Fig. A-3 Bending moment, M.

~—J¢*do

Fig. A-4 Radius of curvature and angle of inclination.
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(A2 & (AL DN G, RO BRI ALY ST,

i(Px+M0—Pax)z—cosq)((:;l—i o (Px+M, —Pa,)dx =—El cos ¢pdd
EXRoOWDERERS L, BaE#E C LBL<.

——(Px+M0—PaQZ=—EIﬂn¢+C (A5)
ZIT, @E0iETP RS x=a 2 IZX LTSI DR L2 50 b, ZOR TR 1R
MO L7V, M=Px+M;-Pa,=0Thd. ZOMEIZKITDLTbLAEAN=aD & X,

H(A5) L 0 IRADIE Y S,
—Elsina+C=0 .. C=Elsina
ZDCERABITRALTHEHET S L

M? = (Px+M, —Pa,)® = 2PEI (sin a.—sin ¢) (A.6)

FRIZ0<x<a, /2IZBWVWTIEM <0 2720, ZoHEMAIZKITL2MHTE—A 2 MIKkD

DIZERSIND.

M =Px+M, - Pa, =—/2PEI (sin o.—sin ¢) (0<x<a,/2) (A7)

A2 BA O BALOIEREIR
EROWHRFMEEZE L, 0<x<a, /2DEHFIZHONTE 2D, XAINITK(A) L
RANZNERRAT D E, 130 O/NNES ds Bk TEESND.

El d_ [EL__do
J2PEI (sin o.—sin ¢) 2P sina.—sin¢
20 OfETIEs=0, $=0, HREx=a/2 Tlxs=al2, ¢=alZn b, :@% ﬁ’GJ:
AROMAEFE T LT 25T 5L, 1TV ORIV allRicNAFEDKRD X HI2ELR
5.

ds_—Rd¢_—El do = (A.8)

al2 « [E] dé _ fZEII“ dé
2 ds=2 — Soa= A9
Io > ,[o 2P \[sina.—sin¢ VP o /Sina—sin¢ (A9)
iz, XADDFE =R
dy =sin ¢ds
LB, ZHUZH(AB)D ds ZRATAHZ LT o Tdy kXD L H iR D.
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El _singd¢

2P Jsina—sing

X0 OEETIXY=0, =0, PR x=a,/2 TlXy=0/4, ¢=al2bnb, ZOHM
TEROWDEREY L TAETDE, T a R Yy kB OB DIERSICE
BB AEMSRELND.

Mg [EL_sinedo o 2E|r sin dg

ZZTCHIRET D oD EIRDFL S TE <.

dy =

* singdd

| :jad—¢ |, = - rTr (A 11)

Yo Ssina—sing’ 2 Jo (sina—sing '
ok, KANEXAL)DEE L DHZ LT, BKRDLIITERIND.

§_2l, . 5_2a (A.12)

a Iy I

MNEREZRE LTEBRIBIX D BEGR CHELONDLET L a Ry y NB T O 0 Z4r
6Iinear li

3

8Iinear = % (A-l3)

ThHoHND, AIRERA2EZE LTERAL2)DSE Sjinear DHIFRATEHEZ NS Z LI
5.

2al, 6El _12El 1,

6/SIinear = 1, Pa’ = PaZ ) 1,

(A.14)

WONER, DEV G, o FohEWEAIE =2Vo, 1,=40%%/3, a=Pa’/(8El) T
1 2

HY, ZOEEIIYKRENDD ERDSjinear 11 & 7205

A3 TRV X —EHR
ET AR Yy NREEAIX, Fig. A1 ERICERAT S 2 KDY THERR S 41T
W5, ZDi, uﬁ%ﬁ’iz%hévﬁﬁixwﬂ%— Ui, 130 1ARIZEADND
%M@ZPT%D %@%ﬁ B TZIRDFEF TERIND.
U=2 —d —J- —ds (A.15)
o 2El
i*w%HMM4Gj;P¥mT?%Wﬂ$uﬁ$tﬁﬁﬁbtk%@Uf&I*w
F—NEs: LoD, SH-WEMEEALTLHE
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T A
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124



AWFFEDETT V2R y MBI W T, Fig. 2-4 127 L7 X 912 dA = Doda
(D I #HEERS, olIWrm CHRZEZEERAERS) THL500 6, NALL)EZ WL L,
HIIKD L O ICEHARTE 5.

1 du

a 2 M (s = 2
-_- = _1.d M_ds 1 M (A.16)
D6 da da| Jo

DO "Do EI

P=const.

ZZTM=a IZFig. A-1 D10 OLARICHITHHITE—A Y NEEWKT 5. AICE
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Fig. A-5 Nonlinear displacement and nonlinear strain energy release rate
plotted against nondimensional applied force.
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Fig. A-6 Nonlinear effect on applied force-displacement curve.
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(1) Williams, J.G,, "Large Displacement and End Block Effects in the 'DCB' Interlaminar Test
in Modes I and 11", Journal of Composite Materials, Vol. 21, (1987), pp. 330-347.
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Fig. B-1 Schematic of specimen.
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