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NEGOLRMP OIS, MRS K-> TRib S5 2 &I X o TEVW SRR
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Plastics; % 7 AfkMEIRIL 7T AF» 7)) (ThhE . GFRP (X, BIETHiLA, (EERE, &E
B, BEEERALR SIS VSTV D[LL,2]. —RI7REAEH I OLE & LI, GFRP
R 24~27 TH Y, HiZetlsn &~ H3 28 LTV % CFRP (Carbon Fiber Reinforced Plastics;
RSB LI AR EY OLED 1.6~1.8 THH. HEbE E L TIUARICH bR TE
TZRMO LT 7.8 Th D728, HHHZHM & 8k87> 5 GFRP ~EHLT 57217 T 30%LL Lo
BRELIRN RIAE D3, 4].

Table 1-1 1%, HEMELE L THWO L DERIZR MR & R 2R L7 b D TH S [3].
INOOMBIEMAEDED Z LIC Lo THAMBIZED I 2 LR TE S, HEMEOR
HEST I DFREERFELE, T ERRHEI SR S5 703, EALLISNORFEY, R JIOWERS & e &
OFREFHEIC L > TSRS ND EFZEZ DBND.

UTHETIE, BREAWAERET 52 L2 BINE LT, “RLRFBOYEHIRBIAAE ~ Btk b &
NTW5. 207, ABESE CIIREREI M bEN TE TRY, &M L2 ENET5
BARBHR NBEOBYE L I > TS, ZO—BE LT, =XV F—IR%E LT 572000 Y
— hA U OEEBYESTTHOLNTWAS. LrL, EEITHEORERELZENIELZ L L
720, BEEN LT A OIITEREREORECALETHDS. ZNHHEIHEZITHE L
TR ZEECBRIE ] ORISR B L3 2 7 O DERAADNETIL L TV 5[, 3-4]. HEIEH
M KIEICB RS2 TR L LT, @BRMEICR SN0 % FRP ~MUET 5 2 k-
TRt L% X2 R HFIEI L T b,
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Table 1-1  Typical reinforcements and matrices for constituting composite materials [3]
e (FRI6AS)
7 A
3 (PAN R, v FR)
oy, TAIF, BAETAFE, EFEHERVT7IF (773 F)

RERA

EE A AR

HYU T I REPA), THEFI(EP), 7=/ —/(PH), KUA I RPI
BRI BRI

AU T 2 RPA), RV I—ARFx— KPC), RY=—7F/Lx—F /L7 K (PEEK)
AU 7 I RA X FPAD

TAIZULEE, FEUEE, TR VILELE, BFIv IR, B

%

1.2 jEEH#ERCBIEEAMEZER L -RMasetIcH T 578

RP (Fiber Reinforced Plastics; ##EsRILBIIEE AR 13, SRILAHED & 12 X - Tilifeiik
METRIL & FRIHETRIL D 2 DD X A FITRBI SN D, @ik & kit O Z LU k- TF
il S 4172 FRP O 70 i1 & AF 0 i A 888 L C Table 1-2 (TR,

FHEO R 813, RIBERESR T BRI K-> TR B[5]. #I21E, SMC (Sheet Molding
Compound; > — M E—/LT ¢4 V) RIFECHWON ST 3 v 7 RA KT 2 R CIddF 25mm
THDH, HHAE G ER S 28R4 25513 Somm, HEERR CREOEE LAWY 7, R
AMEEEAT DA 125mm BETH S, £72, BMC (Bulk Molding Compound) J§%Ei% T
1%, #MHERIL SMC BIBIETHWHN S K0 BE @ 6mm fBRETH S, HHBIEETIX
SMC <° BMC &I3872 0, e & RN —K & ol TF v TR RIEHRICTIRA L, BPso
27V 2—IZ X0 @i T RS, SMIIHHINDETOZOTRIZEWT, #MKER T
DOF v TR L0 bEL R, & DR A0 2 FFD. £ OWVEREHERITET Imm LN TH 5.
FHHAEIEIZERL L2 b T UV A7 7 /RIBIEE, 77 2P v —N T o 72 AMNERIE X w7247
BIRIRLOE D E (F—F, A70—, HDWET =7 EFFREND) 16, EAE
NIZF v BT ¢ OHFICI LIAA TH L S/ 5. BB 2R-HERBENRD Lo i<, a4
B —H OFIEICHE LIZIEHIETH Y, 8K E OB AARERARE (=%
Yy ) TABRICLEA IS,

Z @ X 7% SFRP (Short Fiber Reinforced Plastics; AfkHEIR(LBIAGEAIED X, RFBIED
mMEREEIC X o CRTRERE A RBLT 5 Z ENAMREL 72> TE TWVDH. D728 SFRP (T,
L7 ) FRIBREE T O, — RS ~D ARV >od 5 ([5]. 7=, SFRP X
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Table 1-2 Advantages and disadvantages of SFRP to continuous FRP [5].

AR AR

- WRMER 2 RO T OIS I 5. « FEHETR TR S D AL L2 AT RE C LB
© ) FIREENED E a2 R AR

- IR BT DfEO R S LB A RN | - EAERENE, BEMEAY ATRE.

T 0 BEERFHED N T D E R E - EMERERIIR A R & U ORI TR

BHETAR OB & — (R T& B2, BB, BREHH B, 35 LOVERENHEM2 LD
TEBEMEILY bENLD LWV D, BRO X ST, BIHEORECRISRI RIS U Tz ik
MR EN TS, FHHRBIEZ IS L@t A 7 VBN b L S ho2dH 0, ik
HESRALBIAEE AR A RIEIC B[RS KEAENE LR X MEZ NS5 2 & AVARRIC /2 - T
ETCWD. ZOXHRHEFD, SFRPIZHBNE, HEERL, X OERFE- MR LD
(ZBVT DI AL~ O RIS A TV D,

ZOHRTH BB ESEFCIE, RERAMIEE B L U CBIIERE M 2 ME i i L
TRELT 2B ERNEFR THD. HiOmMAE s UTE, HARNINERN R &0 kit o
Iy, @iRICRENL TV — AN E NS 7= &5 SFRP ~MUER T 5
ZERKETENTWALG, 7]. TEkE, =TTy =71, XU—2F7T7 1V TH
7=V, Trvatr—7—UEHER - 0OFENERTH L DD, 7— 1 ORELE
13 5~6% LKL, BH%OMUODBHRESN TS, £, BINHENHE A —I—TlE, "U—RZF
TV ITRT=IRT7 vy at—H7 =V~ — 1 OERIEERH Y, 77—V O
FRALERITA 30% CTHD. TN OGSO ARIIET 272D121%, JREE, WM, MEWE &
OSHEREMZRT D2 MERH Y, S HIZRBOBEESa X MEZZE LRTIUIR s
20N, DL EOBESRIERE A 5 7201213 SFRP O 2V 4 BEI L T 5.

ZD—7J7, SFRP ORIEZENT, @EMEE 2720, BIEEIL, SREERWTCR T DA T2
MeZpzs B a g, E72, SFRPITMEMERCIA A EEOMER S 2301 T 2 T2 DIE DX B HE K
XV, O, RSO AR S 72 DITITEB] O B BRSO 58 3T AT & 4
R U CHERT 208 RH 5. 51T, SFRP &AMk L U CHIBIERT 27-0I120%, 8
FEPEIZ T TR 1O EE A S L, REFFIC L > TROSLTWILHRZ: SFRP O
FERk At A e L, SBRORIER KT 2 Z BB THDH. LLEX Y, AHFJETIE SFRP
Xt UC, fEOERE SRS E A RS2 TIEA M T 5 2 2 B E T 5.
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1.3 EikR R EESMHOMERMICRET SHREIM

SFRP DR, 1D THMEZ 7 me A&l 5. EEOERE LTREMNR S DIL, fH 0
Ka, REBF OB, MEAEORIET, e L BIEOREMEER DS, T b WIIOBRES, #
W)« B 72 AR IR R AR &S 22 S DR 2 IR L, 08 TRlMED MBI T & i
2T DI EARTERRRE & S\ Ve s & ELARAN 2RI 5 . SFRP O A 1 = X LBl Y
RO TN R 20 9E1E, EAMEIREEN TOLBIEICED T, EFICEL OfEE
BIZK - THAMICID R ENTE 2. S HIZ, RMBIEO BIERBIIC X o THEGES AL 01
TSR A~OFEMRA 7208 ARG STEH TN D, 2O L 5 72t mn D, SFRP ICEET AR RE
PRSI EEARATIZBE L TH % < ORREIIM T CTE TV 5[8-19, 21-31, 38-40, 42-56, 61-63, 74-77,
83]. AHITIX, SFRPIZFHT DHFEDEN M AR, A RT.

1.3.1 BHMEHETETIVICET SR

SFRP DOBAFREIL, i & REMBIROMATIC Lo TEB T 223, SBIg, BIBIE,
BRI, B IOAMEEICL > THEIORL O RN KE < E8T 5. FICHEHEATSLD
FHHRIEA IV B30 % SFRTP (Short Fiber Reinforced Thermoplastic Plastics : ZEfliEsR 24 A]

IBPERIIEEAHR) &G U CMBHRAEIC BT IRk & 7 R 2 i~ 2 SRR E Al R0 it
ConTnsd. AU T I NEEE T T ARLEHECTHITR L 72 SFRP OIREHRAFMES O i B
HEAFEVEDS Mouhmid S[IIICE > THE HNTWD. £, T4 12 6 24 T RJEHE TR
L 7= SFRP O 7 U — 7R3 Kagan H[12)IC L > THRE STV 5. Fu H[13]1
R T a LT A REREHED DR SBFLEHE TSR L72 SFRP OSREERFEIC KIT IR
FALDFIZONT, MESHROFEL HbE TRFTIL TV 2.

SFRP OSREERHEE T /UIZ BT 2 JeBRIN7eiFTE & LTI, BIHELC K 2 sRf L psns 2 dighife &
TR O FHENZAE U B ¥ AWS ) D534 2 fif#HT LT- Cox[141i2 L D7 5 7 (shear lag : & AWT
BEN) BERANHD. F7-, SFRP OREEE 7 1t 2235 H L7 Kelly-Tyson[21]1%, H AW /I
K DHBHE L B O S DRRRETGAIS, SHEDBRR L TRIESHEN TE R RDGEIZO0
THELELTEY, MERMEARDTRE U TEMRME S STV 5[1,3-4]. Kelly-Tyson E
FE, RO 3 ODEENBINTWS. B, ()l I EAR T L AT THD. Q)
ML~ MU w7 AOFEITFERITEA LT\ D, Gl r C oSt AWis 125w
P TH Y, —EDIRIMETRILS LS. SFRP OIRERFHEICET 5 —#HOMEIE,

7 7 ZHEES Kelly-Tyson DRAEIE LIZETANPKELBREINTEZ. ZOo—#lL LT,
-4 -
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Halpin-Tsai[ 15] D= SEAS « ILEHOR[201235 5. ZiuHlE, —HRNZEMHEN S| < hix bz
B 2 GE L, &S5 &R M~OHMEREE THT 5% 5.2 T o, Ziud, BaMo
MRS B DTG SR &, BT D NIRBRIN 7 T A — & A LB IEEARIT
HY, HHZREER TR SN D720, WY FROWRES TH Y TSRS L
ST 5. SFRP OREEE A I = X AT, $%< OFERR, FHUBH-CMATEIF OB EkIc X -
T, e ICHfb ST E 72, SFRP OSBEREL, TRIGERHEO EA 2R, Akt o Bl 55y
i, BEOMHER S HOMICRAKAET 2 2 L0, TIVE TOMTERRS, 10, 16, 22-291IC L -
THIHMNZ STV, Fukuda & Chou[24]13, MkMERCIA 72 & ONTHkHER X 0040 2 ffesg
BRI TR L, EEHERENT D2fE O ANTZEEESRIZREL TS, b
|7, Baxter[34]iZ, Fukuda & Chou | & > TIREE S/ REOEEME A HINC Tsai-Hill OfHE
HE[RO] 2w L, 7 v & AfdmE7- SFRP OFME A FHIL TW\W5. £72, Van Hattum &
Bernardo[23]l%, Baxter DIETEAEGHIZ IR L, FEMkHERL R A E OfMERN0A % 4 IROT
VLT, MR S A A RHOER A TENENRBLL, Tsai-Wu ORHEIER1] 2 L7z
ETEEGRIERREL TV D, MR A R K OWHER S 2 e B A cRELL, &
EEARNCE AT 20F981%, Fu & Lauke 5O 7 /V—"12 L - TRHEADBICED #lE L, 8ER
& ONEHMELREL O FHNEIZ DOV TH U B30TV H[25-28]. IEH- Tl Mortazavian[38] & 73,
PBT(Polybutylene terephthalate)}s JOVK U 7 X RaRF & U7z 2 FEEAD AT T A BHEE SR O
SHHIRRIEM 25052 & U, fRHERC T & BT PEO B A BRI U T b, X 0 flifEIcshE
Feie 2 T3 27 7'm—F & LTIE, Chen H[29)IC L HffES A5, Wik Bl oses, W
HEBCIAIA, 36 K OMRMED )R & D54 Z 8 L7z Fiber efficiency factor (RkHERSRIRED %
FEBRINTRD, SR S iz SFRP OFRE & fEEREE T~ % F1543% % . Epaarachchi
B16)E, MHMEARTES ARE VA TN TR L, EEEGANTEM Lo mERHED T
WERRL TS, LLE, sRL7ZX 91, SFRP OEERMETHIE, Sk T 7 o —F 03k
BTV EVNZD. ZhbAMEYRFHCEMET 2720113, HEEMEIOMEROE T %
HERTZT Tide <, REUCBET 2 BISGRIEE, RO REARATIC BT D B b LT L e
5.

1.3.2 HEBZERAL-EEFRANETYVJICEATIHR
—7J3, CAE (Computer Aided Engineering) % 7& M L C SFRP OFMAORRM: 2 T 2 Heffr
23, 1980 FEFL M BB S ED TV, Christman 5[32], Shi 5351, FlHED S HIAOIZ
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AT HERELT, HifHEE~ MY 7 ADKR/IMERER N LD =y b/ %E FEM
(Finite Element Method : A TREEFEE) 12 K 0 BT /WAL L7z 2 oIS IRHT 24T > T 5.
F72, Levy H[33]1%, == MEAET V% 3 RITICHETE L 7= FEM SYBMES T 247> C
B, FEBRHER & MR A Fl U728 O IR RIS 36 1 D ikiE & BHIE DML Eh 456 U
TW5. X512, Kang 5DOAFE[36,37]Tlk, == bt/ FEM fENTHE R %, Baxter[34]7°
FEATIIGE CIb 72 B M O TR E A U, BRSO TRIE & FEERED DS 10%LIN T

HHZLEHRL TN,

F7z, EHFETIE, FHRALIRRE ) OF Ly WERER EOIAH Y 7 MU = 7 OFRERIZ L 5T
KB AT 242 F) UT-WFZe s AN 2 T & T\ 5. Sedighiamiri 5[40]1%, & HIREEICE
F D BIEH OMHED 5B A Moldflow® THEHT L, Tl S7-mlifeth OMtiiME% Digimat®
2L > TG 257 b3 2 FEERE LTS (Figl-1).

Digimat®(%, ~/LF¥—@ e-Xstreme #L03BA%E L2 EMEMEETHIY 7 h o =7 THY,
SFRP D & 5 7 REVEM B OIS T T ) v 7 & RE L T 5720, SRERHE TR BV TR
WIERIIIRY = b N2 D, DT, BCko BEN RS A — B —IZBWT, v /L F Ar—)L
fifHTIZ 3317 5 RVE  (Representative Volume Element: (X AFEER) £ VOMERSC, WL
(C & B B PERIEDRIE A & OB SFIARE 2 T 5[43,57). £7, BHSTEAEITEANCE L
TUE, BN TS AR I E 3B ORI 52-541IC bl A S TR Y, HHHpgpE
PIAANOINTIE~O#EHA IR S 5.

~YIWVF R — )R ORBEETICEDH I EHHIE LT, X#~A 2717 CT (X-ray micro
-computed tomography) 5% {5 A L7-WF2EiE[41-4512348 2 TvA. fil 1, Abdin 5[42]i3,
X # CTIEIZ L) SFRP ORI 2 T L, RHERCIACHRHER & & 9801 L CRD 7 s B
IANZEESNTRIRZEET /UL, ZOREE LG U TV 5. Bermonte H[44,4511%, X #1 CT £
Z T SFRP &k i OUIR & &8 O DR %2 E7 /Ut L, 3 ot FEM fifiric & 2157157
MNP EEERDO A=A LEGm LI TWD. LLED X 91T, CAE HiialiftEd 22 LT, 7
FERFE A L TICE 2 Z iR SN D. X #i~A 7 a CT EEIEH LIoFEk %
HXZTWDHOIE, B LT 3 WotEigT — % KT — X ICEWT 2B ORE L\ 2 5.
ZOBENRRIET H T LIZX Y, SFRP O HREE I EE TR AIEEIC /2 5 B2 HA.
LML D, ZhLOEMATERTH7201I20%, X~/ 70 CTEBESY 7 b =T, B
L OVFEM fRATICBE 3 2 MR SR EER S LB L D, 18- T, mERERRCRR I ICIE D 2
LR RFEIEDRE 2 THITE 2 FEDORBENLEL STV D.



Strain

Injection molding Microstructure Local properties Part performance

Moldflow! Digimat! Abaqus’

Fig.1-1 Workflow of anisotropic simulation of mechanical performance of fiber reinforced
thermoplastic parts [40].

1.3.3 RERHEICRIZTTEDRICET PR

BAMEHL G OIRERGHZEHE L < LTV OED—2 & LT, MEDIXLOENKRINT
& &, MESOTEERFEN D 5. 1970 AL -5, BEEMEIOREIZI T HEAKST
P, FEBRAE ERE U CHERICED M ER T E . el LR E SRR LTl

1990 4EARIZ Zweben[70]1Z K - T, FEED~HEZNRICEIT 2 80O BRI L B 2 — 3N,
BEMEHIE T I v 7 R EFRRIREIRDBRND Z & 2R LTV D, TREOTENR &
I LFEE LT, UA TUREHTIINS & o TEOIZANAREEGG S R < MBI TN D723,
ZOHERZBIT D UA TIUREDITH D E D, §RE & SHEOBHRIZKIT TR ONT HiE
RN ENTWS. E51T, KAESEMICHOWTIL, £F 2 v 7 2A0OBRA LEREOT 7 u—F
%3l B B R TN D . Wisnom [66-69]1, — A REMHET LE M E 2 55 & LT
FEIXO DX ESERNRE VA TASMIC L > TEEL TS, 61T, EHEOY A X0
BRI At & U CHE < oBI8R Y R & iR A G L, SBFIEOEVNC LD, RE L
SHEDBIR 2 AR RIC K > THEPE L T 5. Ishihara[65] 513, BENRMEHC L DB A
SREED T A 7R UG L, FEM BATIC K-> TROTADIREICHEN 5 2 L TEL S &
REELUBETIEZIRZEL 0D, £, BRSNS RmE ICHEEND Z ki
ERHTDHILIZEY, BEVAZETAVEZEMNT S Z & TTHHRENSGESN TS, larve
6411, RFBHAETRILE A BN L D BELIE DA LB A 25 & LT, flkMEmbroR L
%Z ¥4 5 CFV (Critical Failure Volume) 5 /L% 3 ¥k7t FEM AT L, EBREEHR &
WL CEDAMMEEZBRRTND. LLED L ) ICHEGHHEE AR 2 55 & U ~HERRICE
T DHim I E < 2SN TWDHHDOD, SFRP IZOWTIEZEL 720>, Wang 5[63]1% SMC #4D
FREIT O OE 2 BRI 2720, HEEONE L &S % 3 KEEICHRE L7-Git 9 W OB f %
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TERLL, §Ro|aRakin & 7 alBRIc gt LT g BB -HER K E < R DI O3V CTRREE, J57
BEMET 52 LARLTHEY, BRBRABOIELOXIIVA TANHTERT L 2R ART
VW%, Hashemi H[62]1%, #HEAFEE AR v23 0, 15, 20, BL30vol. % TH D H T Al
5@l PBT/PC BB AMEIOIREEIZOWCT T A T AREE TG L, ARVARERRIC#EM LT
W5, ZZTCIE, FIEREE & IR OFEBIC DT, SRHERC A OSEE 2 BT L7222 DRRET L
Tn5.

1.3.4 EHFBMS K USEIEHIBICH T HEEFMICRET 2P EIM

SFRP ORI RAEIC BT 20158 & LTI, 5B OORIHMEAC M) 4 2 O fife R4 B BIEL & Tsai-Hill
ARRIRONCEH L, EAGMAZBE L COETHFMEZTHE L TV D DR S, 43-50]. £72,
1.2 8iCik~_7= X 912, SFRP (FHREDIXHLOENKE L, WAOREMARFET D701
131 0> B FABR-CRR BRSO 58 B AT 2 K U CRERR T D B3 H D, T D72, kBT T
B AV TR e DN T L O TR BR 21TV, SREEREAT L TV o i [44,451 0 & 5. i
B2 BLR I DIR IR D A T = XL it L T D HE S8 5. Scheider H61]13,
HE L BHIE O RVE % 3 ot A TRERIETET /ML L, Ml & R O S B 5 B 5%
52 & AN LD BEABRE L7007 S RBENT OV TG L TV D, 61T,
e L RSB RIS SNTET LV E T 2 2 L1280, SERHED B REICKIFT
FEIZONWTHEREL TN,

—RENCAEED T, BB B OAR A2 T DRSS Rc S b anD. S
ERE L7z SFRP ORBRITIERT ORI FEES D m e, MIEREIFRON . T o
C, SFRP O#fi5|5E-1a L W O A AMIZ L D Sl 5712 B9 24843, Moosbrugger &
Quaresimin & D 7 )L—7Z K - THRY fLFEINTWB[55,75,76]. WEEFHIRO 22388k & & H
RRIZL, #hiElEERACY MLy 2B TR OWN T, A I AR O R
EFHMILTWD. X618, HEIHEE D ~OmHEZME L, JEFEC KT HRE KR OV
THH LU TN DH[77,83]. L L7 s, SFRP ORI, AMEM, MFEEAER, BLO
R K D520 < 21T 5. FEEM OEEMEA AT H720I121E, 2D OREERT
—MICER L CRIIT 5 Z E MRSV 2 5.
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SFRP /%, @B ENE B2 v, BIREIL, MHERIETCHR T A& AU TEHME iR B A 29 5.
Z D7, Wi OL RV IRFET 5 72 DI I3E R O ZEFRRBR-LRAE 2 ok U TS 9~ 2 3L
738 %. SFRP A AR e U CHIBIER T 2720121, SREERFMEC KAF 3 25 HE A - DR 2
ZROLMNIL, FHEFEOTOOWANTL SFRP OB GHHMTZ ML L, REROREE (K
THZENBH THD.

SFRP DFREERHEZ THIT 5 72 80 ORRHERL A1 M FEPRER S 02 BIE LT ET A RBR
N, MERCHIGIE S LIS T 7 a—F RRA 5T 5. LarL, SFRP OFREERHEL
BIIETHEDROEBICET DM AT LA L, DI, ~SHEREEE LA
JETF R A & B 8 L 7RIS B35 b DIX RS 726220, S 51T, FHEMEREE
JIO1) ERFHAEAN ORIRIC LV, FEEEOMBUEIE 2 £ 7 b U CTHEE A 1 = X L OfFIR
FREETHNEDSIFE STV DA, EEMEHIBIT 2 FMERRZ T Cldie <, mrkRBZe s Hg
RFHHELE, &Y 7 MU = T BREIZR 5720, PN E LTSS £ TIC
FRFHZ 2T 5 & TIRESND.

Z ZTAMIZETIL, SFRP OFREERFMEIC KIET-HEN R OB 2, MEEER, FEM fifth, &
F OSBRI L > TR L, SFRP 8L OREE O 78 O 72 F2 ) e s B R EAMAIZ D
W 5.

A SCOREER % Fig. 1-2 \RT. AL, K& < 350Nk EnS. ZnEnho
A 2 A OTRERRS I, B 1 BOram L 5 8 EOfma A TR 8 EIZL VI ND.
LIFICAEO By L EZ 7~

55 1 581%, SFRP ORIEIE & AR OE O ASHREREDOZE TN JIT TR E, TICERIC
K VRIS 5. 52 W CIE, #kHEE AR5 SFRP O IRERMEZ TG L, BIBIEDE
WSIREERFERIE 5 D E I RIT TR AT T 5. 5 3 T3, #iMES AR5 5 SFRP O
FlERE R U Y A G DR TR ATV, IS5 2MEREATHET 5. 61
FIERY AT 0 EFTRBREZITV, SZHIGTIT DRI R —BIEHIE T 5 FEIC OV TRt
5.

52 EE, SRERRMEOIES S X ZHEREGEHETT 5. S 51T, MEMITIERT DR EAGK
IZE BT, e MNCRE ATl 2 THEC OV TR 2D 5. 4 BTIE, ar 7Ly
a VEOY L7- SFRP O RAER & 5 RAERZ1T VS, MR O 1T 5 5 & 2 AR R T
Y5, S50, ARVAREGRZ @M L CHRE & AR OMBIRIR & #am L, MR 4 7
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Fig.1-2 Summary of the thesis.

WY 2 FEZRET 5. EERABREOM R Z L, R TEEZRRET S, 5 5 &
TIE, 53 HEH 4 HTRAAERND, 51EY LAY 2GR fIT 3 HEA
RN DWW TR 5.

%5 3 #8i%, SFRP OFETFRIEIOWTHESRE BB LT 70 —F 2 UIRET 5.
Z LT, A Tl ~To @ Rl FEOPUINEZ F2R & T IC KV Al 5. 28 6 =TI,
SFRP D RIMBIE D HEZN R A B LI E THIE T V2R 5. Fiz, iEidm L & il
HMER: SO0AR ORI FEREE TR THIE T /WIS L, ES AR, AoAHE, BXLUSED
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3ODEHTRDINDMERMEL TG L, TR & L CET VORI ERGRET 2.
87 BT, AR 2 AR L ER L ATIC LV BRET S, I B6I,
BRI & A DARE O BIR & WX b CRTREHEER AT D 7 A 7 /AR OHEE 71k
DIFEVD, TREED TR KT T REIZ OV Tiaam 5.

BAZIZHE 8 I, B2 mbH 7 HETTHLNBRERIEL, RO OV
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&

F28F EaMRCEIEESHM OMERES
RIFTHEDEE

21 # 8

UTAE, BEREER IS Bk S h o @rkaeib & 3R, BRETAMHEE, BL MK ME2ERTLHE
JEME MR N ESR SN TV D, BEMEN TR S VTS 2 SRR B b 9%
7o, HsBEE - FEIMEICEANL D FRP ISR T 5 FENET OND. TN HEEMIT, M
H O IERR FHEAT RN DS S UG 7o 2 EFEOE s b, BREEAMRE, X
R A N EFEBTE LML LTER SN TETRBY, MZecili CIImEimmic 5w
% FRP OEIGNEL o TWD., HEIEZERIZBWNTY, &M ERO—ERE L TOR M
BT A N T U E BIICE S OB LA TONTERY, By a oy vy 7 kR
HURNAMES 72 & O RS ~OE A ED STV A[1-3]. BEIFEOBHEHMIZIE, =
A NAPOWHZ =T VT T IRAF I BMEREIND Z ENE L, REE, M, mHEL
P, BLOSHELZEZHRET S 2 L2 E LT, F 7 ARk TR S 2 98k L7z
SFRP 78\ . DX 972 SFRP 1%, WMERERMARINEDBAFEIC K - TIER L D & @GR R
MRBLTE D, ZDT0, 187 J)FHEREE T COREHRe, —IREEEM ~DwE M & "TREIC 72 D
DO 5[4, 5].

SFRP D BHARICTREL T, FRAVARHE D & R AR ARFT 5. Z D728, MR
Relk, JE70RE, SRURITFENCE JITTREBIZ O W TEMNINTREE L E LTEL O
FEMTR I TN D[6-24]. BEAFrEZ TR 2 FHEICER T &, EAHIZEMEE Ut
(BT BIFEN S <, TEMEAREUC R LTI Cox DR [6] , WRHERC I EEPiidE R DR R A&
J& L 7= Fukuda-Kawada OR[10]28 1 L7ZAFFERCR [11-13] 23 EHNTW D, £z, mkEE
b2 BEIE LT, ¥ 7 7 78 Kelly-Tyson D [7] ZEIE L 7= Halpin-Tsai Dz [8] <OhE
A IO EEIN TN D, ZBIE, —FENIEMHEN S | & Rz STkt 2 5E
L, R&HAEMTR~OBMELREE THIT 5% 52 Cnd. Toff&ERkbos LT
77, BREEIZBALTIE, Kelly-Tyson O 2§15k L 7= Fukuda-Chou D= [10] 0% D& HIZ R
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T HHFE [15,17-26] SR LE SN TS, LLZRRS, WINLREEEOREIZER L7-b D
BRI TH Y, EFRERD SO RGE VEDOR R 8 A R Ra L7eBilL, 12& A
Elphotz. 07w SFRP 8L, ERIOERAERTZ T T3/ <, FE AV 7omE i 2
ITOMERD T, IHIT, ZOWMERENISBMEE B0, BIEEII, BHEBE-CH T 28
KA TERE R ZE N 273, 16> T, SFRP ZEHAME L L THIBIERT 572011E, Zhb
BRI R T TR AR 7 DR B A R BT L, BREHEIS & o TR S\ OB
PERHE L ML DB B 5. ARFETIX, SFRP OMERHERHMIE Z NS5 Z &N HT
H5.

2.2 EEBREFE
2.2.1 HERAMH

AHFZETIE, SGP (Short Glass-fiber-reinforced Phenolic resin; 4 7 A fEfifeiifl 7 = / — At
FEREEH) Zxte LT, 4 ST sREERRBRe Fh Uiz, T ARHEORLEL & M ReE
% Table 2-1 & Table2-2 |[Z/”d. AT AMfMEIE, B HGEHEL CS 6 SK-406® & L, IEZHTOME
HERS 6 mm, MEHERSZS 10 um TH 5. F72, Table 13 137 = / — VSRR OB
%39 Table 1-4 1%, AR CHERR L7= SGP OMEMERK 2787 H 7 2O RS &A%
Vs 0%, 20%, BEUN50%D D% HANTEY, wORIIESTT = /7 —/UBIES 9
L. LI, 0.0ve, 02v, BILOV0.5v &7

2.2.2 BBRARKAE

AHFFETIE, FEAES I TW D IBIED B I EType) & 22 7 Ly ¥ a U RIBTE
(Type-P)Z R L, RERA MBI Z(ERIL 7=
SRR O FARWIREE & Fig2-1 IR T MEICE > TH U -8R ONE (F v £ 1)
(2R 8= B NS FEMSIE A > U o 4 —NTIENARL S, “ U v 7 —Jelio ) X
ADBFHSID. WRITEHED - Eet &R 2B CRliEm 2 M 1 0 Bl J. slBSRs, &
RNRLE 170~190°C, >V > & —REE 75~95°C, HHIES 80MPa, ¥ K OWE(LEFHE] % 20s (ZHE
— L7z WIC, FVARBIEOBE % Fig2-2 (R BRUIFE HWT, FREH T sk
fEL, 7L AEHOTIE, M5 2 LIk WEBANCEIET 5. 2o, ok
st MR OB, BOE e EOMAR E HHRISRSZ EBNFRETH D AMEORIES
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Table 2-1 Material constitution of E-glass fiber.

Contents SiO,  ALOs CaO  MgO RO B»0Os Application

(wt %) 52-56  12-16 20~25 0.0-0.8 5-10 Electrical insulations

Table 2-2 Mechanical properties in E-glass fiber.

Tensile strength [MPa] Elastic modulus [GPa] Density[g/cm’] Thermal expansion [1/°C]

3430 72.5 2.58 5.5x10°

Table 2-3 Mechanical properties in matrix resin.

Tensile strength [MPa] Elastic modulus[GPa] Density[g/cm’] Thermal expansion [1/°C]

60-100 6.0-9.0 1.38-1.44 4.0-5.0 x 10°

Table 2-4 Material constitutions of SGP.

Content [%] 0.0vy 0.2vr 0.5vr
Glass fiber 0 20 50
Phenolic resin 70~85 55~65 30~35
Phenol 1.0 1.0 1.0
Hexamethylene tetramine 3.0 3.0 3.0
Rock wool 10-20 10-20 10-20
Zinc stearate 1.0-2.0 1.0-2.0 1.0-2.0

X, SANERE 140°C~160°C, 7' L AJ£7] 20MPa, F{LRERHZ 250s 12— L7z, Fig2-3 14,
AR TR 2 DN HEZ R, BRBRAHEL, BBIEICE SRR D L9, BE 50
mm L b, 38 10 mm, #JF 4~5mm % BEME & L=, BRBRaNc, S 25co~HE% 0.01lmm
OREEECEBIL7z. 7eds, BB REIIHIN I L Teu.
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Clamp unit (toggle type) Mould Injection unit

& J

O (=

Eﬁ

v

a
—7

Cross head Ejector ~ Tierods Barrel

Heaters

Feed hopper Motor for screw rotation

Screw
Non return valve

Fig.2-1 Schematic of injection molding.

Pressing

\ %
w
\ %
\ %

Upper mould

|j‘> Softened pellets.

Lower mould

< I |

Heating

Pre-heating in furnace Pressing
and softening pellets.

Fig.2-2 Schematic of compression molding.

L = 50

Fig.2-3 Geometry of flexural test piece.

2.3 4 REITHEFERT A

4 JEHTIREERER L JISK7017 [27] (CHEIL L, M — R R (SRR —
773 —EHF-EV50kN, fif B2 & S0kN) & fhiF 5l s B2 W TERFAS (24C0) 7
B ONCARHEE 1.0mm/min OZNHHEG R CITo 7. 3BT, m— REAME P, A hr—
BN 5, B IO FEORFHmHPREIZAL Y £H1F 72 FRP HEHIOT 47— (3
IR KFRP-5-120-C1, 7' — UK Smm) (250 #HHFOT 7 eqpr 38 K OHHITHEWT ONT 2 e apr %
Hfs L7z, BROME % Fig2-4 (7. M, PIIATE, LlE FHECSORFERE L3 B
SSHIERE, B ITRBRAIE, A ITRBRAES TH L. 4 SETRERBROLES TIX, —o0OME
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RUTERENTZE D S KRG RV IS OBN LT TH L. Zo L&, #FIES) owr (ZLLTO
RNQR-DDO TR, WBBFREOMITIE T opapr LFESHLD.

3P(Li-Ly)
O4pF— —ZBh2 (2-1)

4 ST RERAE R S T IS )-OFT A MfR A B U7, E 72, BT MARE Eapr 13 Fig.2-5
OFEALN RS K D I IS S 1-OF B O W OE E 2 S LU F O Q2-2)I2 & D keH 7.

O4pp"'-O4pp’
Eppr= —7——— (2-2)
€4PF -C4PF
pr2 Li=10 pp

% 1 Strain gauge 10
| . | :i 4550
P/ZCTJ L,=30 CT>P/2

| |
I Unit; mm
|

Fig.2-4  Schematic of 4-point flexural test.

Of 4PF

Stress o

>

€f, 4PF

€4PF E4pF

Strain ¢

Fig.2-5 Stress-strain curve for calculating an elastic modulus.
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24 KEERPLIUEER
2.4.1 4 RHATREBEER

Type-1 & Type-P @ v 4 it F IS I OT i 4 Fig.2-6 & Fig2-7 12~ d. #iiFhs-O
PRI, v ORI K DT AMEZ D DRI A R L, BIEREAZ - 2 5 LRI
Rz iR 2 Z hh 7. BIIEEIFUSEIR 5 IS G (I ECRT £ CRAET, mRAT
HIZRET D L 22 BICRBR A T OB R & N2 e LT,

Fig.2-8 1% 4 ;ST BREE D vk AFE %, Fig.2-9 IZiFBMARER D vl fFt 2 omd™. BF o ML
BliE, 0.0v (O), 02v (A), BLW0S5 v (O) %, JKEAIX Typel, HE) Type-P 2K 7.
F I XH v O A IR THRECY, v OIRFMEZ R D L7c. Fig2-8 12k 5 &, v,
4 s BT IRE OB T D EAAE SN, BIBIEBCER T L, 4 AhiTmEgicsi)

% Type-1 D vlZxF 9 DL L Type-P IZHE_TEV. —J5, Fig2-912k 5 &, i kfaixic
BT D v, 4 ST IREE & &< e <, BRIV S < R 2EARRO b, 2D
FEUE, Type-P \ZBHEIZH ST,

200 T T T T I T T T T I T T T T 200 T T T T I T T T T I T T T T
0.5v
150+ T 150+ —
OSVf
LN
100+ —

Flexural stress oypr [MPa]
|
Flexural stress oypr [MPa]

( P I R T N T T T N N T R T P SR SR S AN SR SR SR SO AN SR R S
O0 0.5 1 1.5 0O 0.5 1 1.5

Flexural strain &pp [%0]

Fig.2-6 Stress-strain curves in Type-I SGP Fig.2-7 Stress-strain curves in Type-P SGP

Flexural strain gpp [%0]
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Flexural strength o 4pr [MPa]

250 — : : : : :

—
W
S

0.2 0.4

Fiber volume fraction vy

Fig.2-8 Dependence of vrin flexural strength

Flexural stiffness E pr [GPa]

25 T T T
[ T T T O |
20F Type-1 (Average) J
15F -
§ /‘ A ]
10 Type-P (Average) ]
Sk ]
0 : ] 1 ] 1 ] :

0 0.2 0.4
Fiber volume fraction vy
Fig.2-9 Dependence of vrin flexural stiffness

Flexural strain gpp [%]

T ' | ' |
1.5 O .
i Type-I (Average) 1
1= i
0.5+ Type-P (Average) —
oLt _

1 I 1 I
0 0.2 0.4
Fiber volume fraction vy

Fig.2-10 Dependence of vrin flexural fracture strain.
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WIZ, WEETOT B v K E%E Fig2-10 (R, ROl ELRE D & 9 72 G
IMERCIE72 <, 0.2y & FRRE L7z P iz < BmaE bz, ABr el bz
FER AR E 2 bl 95 &, WS Type-P 23 Type-1 & FEID Z L AVRE X4, FRC 4 il
BREEICB W T R BT, MBI —Th D &\ ) SEERD &, MEEEDO LD T
1372, BHEOENTIKFT 5 b0 SR SN, REITI, BB L o> TRk ZEICS
WTBLETD.

2.4.2 WHEBHEE

2.4.1 T/RIE X HL7- SGP DEYEDE DAV KX T B E I SN 5728, SEM
(Scanning Electron Microscopy ; A& T-BAMED) 12 K DB 21T >72. Fig2-11 13,
0.5v DIKHHFE 27~ 3. SR L ST, AT W THIMES 14T OB, 22 7-i%k

211304 7 7 20.0kV x500° 100um

(b) Near fracture origins (b) Near fracture origins
Fig.2-11 SEM images of fracture morphologies in 0.5vr
(Left column; Type-I, Right column; Type-P)
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" 20.0kV x500  100um

20.0kV x500  100um

(b) Near fracture origins (b) Near fracture origins
Fig.2-12 SEM images of fracture morphologies in 0.2vr
(Left column; Type-I, Right column; Type-P)

HEDMIE I ([ FEEL T M ANBLA T DA 738 bive. E7o, ARIES 1 FR I ok X 2 kR
&2, flE & R O L < BEEEN LR CTh o~ 72, IRIZ, Fig2-12 12 0.2v Ol 5 &
R Type-l DEE, (b)DESEBITEHIINT, 0.5v, & R REHED S i |2 T 5 6]~
B L CWDER TR E L A b 7. —JF, Type-P DAL, B D(a),(b) D EDALEIZBN T,

AR U THRHME & REA & ORI < BEEE D AR CTH Y, HEDBELMMEIXIZE AR
7eote. F£7z Type-P IZiE, RMHICHGZR B4l LoD & &bz, MAEOMI /i s
RIS L T D BB S8, Typel ORMAREIICIE, 2241, MEAIRIEE A CHIER
SNl ZHUTHRIBEDENI L 26D THY, ROXIITEALND. ThbD,

Type-P (XEFERL 4R DA B2 @I E FEDE S 20N T CHIE T 2729, SHHFIEZE
BIBIVARL, B Lo, Ko T, RIS ZEMe 2 WITZe LA L, KRG & LTk
L7272 2D & 5 el &2 TERL LT & B 2 5. FHHATERIER, AL oM CIEE b3 <
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HNZE S <AF EELEN S . [f, i) OEEESEEN 213 SVt F-< 720, Rl
CIEFERAWHEITIREWV. oD &b, REUT < TIIIRAUS A TITRHERL M3 S
MR HH[12]. ED7=®, Typel L, 02v,& 0.5 veDli 7 OEEITOWNT, iR X 5%
MHEMTRD R OMER LT & B 2 o b, —JF, ar by v a VRRIBIEIE, &8% 0 LTI
BLOWE SN TEHINIRIE SN D720, Type-l O X 5 I\ZEMHE BRI DHEIXIEE AL
HENEWR D, LU G, vl RICHEY, HBAZETERTS 72 0 (T80T DIER T A~ D e
FLFEERNEZ D72, R e U THHERUERIR NG O LHER T 5. 20 XD 7 failiiE
FIREIFIZ Lo T, JREE, MM M E LB 6D, £, MESHE TR OHED 1S
2 %L, WEEOMIT 2T HGHEZEGIIE A U B[15, 16]. ZOZhFIT L0 FLT Ok
PER B L, Fig2-10 (IR IHEWIOT HOBMBIRN - 7= L EMICE 25, ko &
D, AMEHE, BIESRIEC X 53 0.5v RN b ARSI OND 2 L VRIE S
.

2.5 REIXSDETDTA TILEKEHRYT

AEID KO ITREEDRGE T v & AURAFT D56, £ OIREIIHEHEAR O b D TR,
MEHCE D KIE-HECEKIET 5. LinL, MEHZE D Kz TOiHET 2 2 & 1R
HCTHDHID, ZOL D RMEIOMMETRNIHE HERA R FIEC L5 2% 500, 2o
RIOANIE, EMITE END & RS HEDRKAIED 5347 % SO LT BME S ATIZHE 5 . Watipr it
BRI & R TR & LTI, A TV BIALS VBTV 5[16,28]. £ Z T,
SGP DU A TR A GAI 2. 4 T IREE T3 2 HEGEHIRT & LTI, &k ARDFERA 7
BAF DN TEREE T — 2 (2t U CRIRE O T — 2 D BIEM AT L, ZOIENEk i 21 &1
X (23) TRIAT 4T 7 7% AV CHgEREREZE D 11F72[16,17].

i-0.3

Ty (&3)

ZOEITLTHRIEAMDT =% (op, Pp) VA TEFERICT Y L. £72, Inog
& InIn (1-Pp) & DR Z /B IECEMARIRT A5 Z L1k, KQHDTA TR m B
FORERE 00 (BEERER 62.3%& 725 4 il oRE) 2R,

17(0)=l-exp(-<oi:PF)m) (2-4)

0
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99.9
99.0
90.0
O\T 50.0
> 200 —
= ype-
) 10.0 v, m oy[MPa]
= O 00 128 72
S A 02 91 88
& 1.0 O 05336 118
8
E
Q Type-1
2 0.1 v, m oy[MPa]
- ® 0.0 230 107
A 02 172 141
B 05 179 198
30 300

Fracture strength [MPa]
Fig. 2-13  Weibull plot for 4 point flexural strength in SGP.

JA7NTay & Fig2-13 1R 7. Ko LFIXATHO Fig2-8~2-10 (2t 5. K AHT
(ITRBRSAT T m & oo ZHEPR L TR T BIBIE S vIZ K BT, FEBRRIXY A 7450
ALTNDEWNR D, Typel DIGFE, vMERT 51223 T m DME T 225580 b7,
T, MEER R L R DEMMEROMRIZL Db L Ebng. kI, =T =T ) T
FTAF 7 D miE, 1520 FEHIUIEHEIESEN E WL TV D[28]Z &5, Type-I 134
MBS L COBHEEREWEWZ D, —F, Type-P X, 0.0vDRE, m=12.8, 0.2v,DKE, m=9.1
Tholz. WINb Typel ® m % FlEI 5728, Type-P IFFHEDIELDENKEVENZD.
T 7pbb, Type-P NELEKMa~THE2 G ek Type-l LV bWz, ®ET v 2 KA
LUAMEIRZEN DD Z E BB SN, T2, 0.5vDEAIE m=33.6 TH 7=, Typel DA &
[FERIS vy DI > Tm MR T2 & PRILTEDS, SRBAED S REDpipoTclcdbe®
Zbhd. 20w, LVEFEEOESWT —2 5255720, RBREAHEC L CHES T 242
b5,

2.6 HMERICK3BHEFEETY VT DO®RE

2.6.1 #MEHERHEETIL
PR OB OB, BRI O MR, SEO RS A R, B, ESRYo
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NI A=ZHNTRT Z LR S, e E TR LR GBI OMIHE T M OB ELR 0L, X
2-5TRINS.

E= Efo+ Em(l-Vf) (2-5)
Z T E L E, (O FNMEARE L R OFMER B AR T, ZOXEEEAI LMY, FHRE
REIL—EF D2 LBMBNTWD[1-3]. —J7, FEMHETRILE O DO, IGHERCL M ORHE

FEOMFEEER LIEEADMRESN TN D, ABFZETIE, Kb FEAME ST 5 Fukuda-
Kawada OR[10] 28R L, 88 H &5l 7.

(@ CoxIzkBEEHESE
Cox 1%, FMHEIZIRIT DO 5 WD BREHEDS S T FF OIS 100 2 AT sked 5 Z &
I2&E - T, KQ2-6)ZH=_EL TV B[6].

E= ﬂlEfo"‘ Em(l—Vf) (2—6)

I TE L Enld, TIEIURMEDREHMECREL & R OREMELR S Z R, S OIS i, ki
FBIDENWZ EIZE > TALDAMEDETEZRLTEY, XQ-7)THEALND.

n,=1- (tanh % ,BZ) / (% ,BZ) (2-7)

(2-8)

T2 Tr Guld, ZIVENGRMED LS, R OREHMARE A RS, S HIT, 2R ILHERIEZ
# L, HANRERESERGET S & RIFTRQIY)DIETRIND,
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R= Ef F (2-9)

Fio, BMBIENET A TH L LRET D L, Gauld(2-100& 72 %.

Ff

En

Om= 2(1+v,)

(2-10)

(b) Fukuda-Kawada IZ&BEEHSE]

WRHERCL M) 5340 22 A3 2 FifikiE FRP OMAREIZEI T 28 A AL, Fukuda-Kawada 5128 -
TEDIUIZ[10]. HERHERC 5347 275 S8 U 7o ik ERL 523K 70 &2 FHVY T Cox OREAETE L TR(2-
1D X HITEKIH[10-13].

E=ngn Epy+ En(1-v) (2-11)

ZoEE, BRamBEEEROXQ-12)DESFESHIRET 5 &, X(Q2-13)D X 9 7oflHERd
BRE e DMFHLD.

1/aq (0=a=a)

n(a)= (2-12)
{ 0 (ep=a)
_sinag (3-vm sin o N 1+v,, sin 3a0> 513
’79_ (o} 4 (o) 4 (o0} ( i )

T 2T oo ITRHERC MR FE Ao, R(2-12) 2 Bk DIRHERC I 3 T A — 2 OR £ IO
L CEHET 2 ERDITHHERC A E o0 23FHE SN, T aXQ-13)ITRAT D 2 & CHHERD
EREL EHERC A0 12 L DRI FEIS) ne KD D Z L3RS,

2.6.2 REFRETI

EREAETR L BRI OIIE 25 2 2951203, #liE & RA & OBEROT D K/
-31 -



B2 RHE TR LB IE R B A 0D R EE RIS AT T R I D S

THEAMEIOBENRE D L2 D, £ZTET, FRP O X 5 ITRMOBHEOTHAKE L
BROGEEBEZD. WHESHE w3 h DBRESVIGE, SHEDNFHEOREZ AT 2720,
WAHEDS Z DIIEOT 72 g IE LT & &, HEMEPBEST 5. 22T, KQ-1)DOHMRED
AR L A L CTHREOESRINA(Q2-14) D TR INLD.

o=y + om(1-v7) (2-14)

Z 2 C ol THBEHEDTREE, om I THRAE DRI O 2RI IS D R DS ) & 7”7 AWFZETIE,
B d OFREMEDS R HIZHOIAE LT D Z & Z0E LT- Kelly-Tyson[7] D, & DIE
T& % Fukuda-Chou DX [14] 2w H L7-.

(a) Kelly-Tyson D=

RGeS CRkHE & RIS L Qe 5 &, JIENITHER CE v Th 575, L
MO CIERT 8 AW ) o (F72I3RHF O AWIREIRIGT)) 12 80 B0~ B e B
DMBIES AL, WMENDIST) o DMRAITHEINT 5. 20 L THHL O GV LY, ik
55 x DEEREIZIS T 5 o3 Q2-15) TR SN S.

47,
o= (2-15)

HRHED T BVE, ol i Al of ETEET 5. L 2 ARGEER T TRVES, o
FTEE LAV, 22T, g=a £5< &, HRHENTHN A A EHE T % 01 26T A2 Sl
B LIFRQ-16 TEINS.

_doy
l,=— (2-16)
2Ti

TRHENBEFH L CWAIERDIC N ZFHET A Z LIk 0, R [ 28> SFRP O5@E L LT,

K(2-8)HEIELT-KQ- 1)1 ELND.

e
o, =af<1-2—l> vt am(l-vf) a>1) (2-17a)
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L
O, = 0'f(2—1> Vf+ O'm(l-Vf) (lc é l) (2-17b)

(b) Fukuda-Chou N

Fukuda-Chou 1%, Kelly-Tyson O A&JLikT 5 Z L2 X - T, fHEALMSA 215 SFRP @
SEREE THIEG L L C(2-18a), F(2-18b) & MM E N -,

[

o, = af(l- 2—1) vengtom(1-v)  (I>10) (2-18a)
1

o, = oy (2_cl> vent O'm(l—yf) (7, él) (2-18b)

Z 2T e IXEHERC AR ST Y, K (2-12) D X O AiHERC I AR 2R D L RE LTS
KA(Q2-19)TH 2 5.

sinag 1 /1 3
No= o a—0<ﬁsm3a0 +4sm0c0> (2-19)

2.7 HHERR/INSA—FDRE

CNETRESNTE - SFRP OMAHECEERIZE T 256, MHERd R A1
PR TR & U TERST SV D MAERC AR e ZIRET 2N H D, £ 2T, R
A R 2 L, SEBRAVIC e ZIRTE L T2

2.7.1 RWEERRAEDORTESE

FHMEHERC 7] 2 Bl 57200, #BRA 75 Fig2-14 O X 5 (ZEIEY 7 L 2 Wl L & i
FEZATV, BBRA BT & AT 2 BIEEHE & L. SEM BIE B HO—1fl% Fig2-16 T
AT REOEA DR BT %77, Fig2-16 (2R 9 Type-P (0.5v; %5200 %) @
By, BHREHEXT o F AITEWELAE LTS, —J5, Fig2-16 127 Type-l (0.2v, 1%
2200 1f) OWFE, AT AFHEHENY, WHERNE < 2213 ERB A B TAAICEIR T S
WD, W, KRBT OWMERLIR A DA 2R~z BB RFH D OAE% Fig2-
SITRT L O ITHFERLA A o EEFRL, 90° = a = -90° OFPHIZ TFHMI L.
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- —

| |
Cut samples for micro-observation.

5\/\ Polishing surface
4

0

10

Fig.2-14 Procedure of making sample
for SEM observations.

Specimens longitudinal directions

Specimens longitudinal directions

»
»

Fig.2-15 Definitions of fiber orientation, a.

e
SuU x200 S

>

Fig.2-16 SEM micro-observation images for fiber distributions

(Left; 0.5v, Type-P, Right; 0.2vs, Type-I)

2.7.2 SERMEERAEOHEES N

Fig.2-17 & Fig2-18 I%, Type-P & Type-l DFEHERLIFI AL o OBESMZ R L TEY, ZhEh
(@723 0.2v;, (b)) 0.5y T D, o ZHIE LTCIRHEAREL N 1, Type-P 25 50 &, Type-l 7% 120 K TH
%. Type-P ODBEENARIC LD &, a \ITRANEZIZE A LELS, ZOBEBEIX vIZE B0V EWNZD.

2 & PR 1 & fEYERE S.D. (Standard Deviation)l, 0.2v,0 & & 4=11.8°, S.D. = 60.1°, 0.5v

D& E p=149°, SD.=66.6°Th-7=. —J5, Type-l DAL, v L TR ET e £bd
0T HEAS L )3~ DARE S R F AHA G DT, 2D L& 020 01d u=-7.6°, S.D. =25.4° 0.5v1%

u=-6.1°, SD.=223°CTh~7=. BHEMNTIZL D &, Type-l I% Type-P (2 b~ TRkl & T Al il
EET AR E L, 230, XD 2EINNINE N2 5.
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BAF T HIGED

By J8)
AR

Frequency [%]

Frequency [%]

20

—_
(9]

—_
(=)

20

T I LI I LI L I LI L I LI LI L LI L T

Type-P (0.2vy)
- Samphng number N=50 8
=11.8 deg

B S.D. =60.1 deg

AT T,

-90 -60 -30 30 60 90

Fiber orientation [deg]

(@) 0.2v

[a—
(9]

[a—
=]

T I LI I LI LI L LI L LI LI T

Type-P (0.5v))
| Sampling number N=50
1 =14.9 deg
- S.D. = 66.6 deg —

-90 -60 -30 60 90
Fiber orientation [deg]

(b) 0.5v

Fig.2-17 Histograms for fiber orientation angle in Type-P.
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Type-1(0.2v)
- Sampling number N=120 .
1="7.6 deg

15 S.D. =25.4 deg |

Frequency [%]

0
-90 -60 -30 0 30 60 90
Fiber orientation [deg]
(a) 0.2vy
20 T I LI I LI LI L LI L LI LI T
Type-1 (0.5v)
| Sampling number N=120 T
1=06.1deg
15F S.D. =22.3 deg -

Frequency [%]
>

-90 -60 -30 0 30 60 90
Fiber orientation [deg]

(b) 0.5v

Fig.2-18 Histograms for fiber orientation angle in Type-L.
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2.7.3 WHEM/ NS A —2 B & VRERRFRBORE

WRHERL I 20 AT 1T, B SRR O ) PR ENI 3 LW A RIET 72, T oiREE &
BCRBLT 2 0803 5 5. ORI A 2 ERIICEDT HECE LT, 2 < 0RE
DR INTNDD, AAFFETIER2-20), K(Q2-21)THE INDHMEALK T A —F £, & Hi=
[13].

1, =2(cos? a)-1 (2-20)

/2
(cos? a)ZI n(a) cos? a da (2-21)
0

ZIT, fmLO ESERITHR I & AT Ak B L3R A A E L, £=0.013T7 X A
SR EWT 5. SBIC, f=-1.0 [ZFERAIIITH & B A HHE L LT 2 & &R
TR, n@EFERSHERTHY, N2 EMETILERDD.

j nn(a) da=1 (2-22)
0

ZZTIERSy BT DB A o IS OWTRIERRMEO S Moy) 231 L TR LD

<cos’a>% FtHE L7z

Nlo;
(cos? a)= Z ( ]) cos? o (2-23)
K ]Vtotal

H(2-20) TROTMHHERL RN T X — 4 f, % I T, SEHLREROMHMERC AR o & BhT IR DRk
HERC VR EL o 2SR O T-FE % Table 2-6 IZHEFL L Crnd™. 2 2 C(a) HITHREE & BMELRER D no,
(5)0.2v, & 0.5v,D 5o, LN (c) Type-1 & Type-P D ny DFEZEZNCIET D L, ()i H K
EV PLEDOZ ENnG, g lIfTBEIC Lo TROBNDE /T A—=F LR ESN5D Z & DVRg
iz, £, BIERD g ORI E LT A—4 5, & LCTEF LT, SFRP O
BERAFE T v ORHERC BB U CE BT 508, 20X T A—FEEDDHZ EILY
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Table 2-6 Coefficients of regarding fiber orientations.

Molding process Injection (Type-I) Pressure (Type-P)
Fiber volume fraction vy 0.5 0.2 0.5 0.2
Fiber orientation parameter f, 0.701 0.734 0.159 0.256
Limit orientation angle o [deg] 40.4 37.8 77.3 70.5
no in elastic modulus 0.692 0.723 0.308 0.361
no in fracture strength 0.727 0.755 0.357 0.413
Molding parameter 7, 0.724 0.360

BOBIEE UTHR—RNCEEEY 5 Z LR D, 3.4 IS THE K OMIRBOBES AN g ZiE
ML, R L O T 5.

2.8 WEL L UITHERKO T ARKSR & EMHEHET MR

BRIEARI D TN B LTl £ < O ChlH & EM P72 Fukuda-Kawada D04 HV 2.
—J5, BEEEIZES L ClE Kelly-Tyson O3S K OF Fukuda-Chou O A WV, Z 2T, 0.0v 03,
BHEATIR SN TRV O TEA M ZE AT HERMIE S L7z, Table 2-7 1%, M HIEREL Ewpr
DEBFEROTIIEZ B L ORT. £H, 021& 0.5vOHAITONT, EFNTFERE, A
FNEERMEZ 100% & LIz & & O FPRIEO R Z 5433 TR LT\ 5. Fukuda-Kawada DFUZ
£ % Ewr OTHNEIE, SEBE L PRUES AL G2 T D, Typel 13 vEINZLE D Espr
DY ARG R FFBLTE TV D723, Type-P 1T v D Ew DE(LZ THITE TRV,
Table 2-8 1&, HHITTREE op app D EERE ROFEEZFEH L TORT. £, 02L& 0.5 vO%E
22N, FEFNTFERRFEROVIIE, FFIE, FEiEE 100% L L7z & O PRED =%
IR THEL TS, Kelly-Tyson DFUZ K D opapee D FRIEIL, AIZIEIC L ST ERREE K& <
EE>THY, R Type-P DYEIZHHETHH. —J7, Fukuda-Chou DT K D apape DT
EIX, Type-P DIGEDIK 12%, Type-1 23K 2% DREZENGRD LN, FEEIEL & 25
L THRELIS%UNOREE TTHICE . 02 £0nd, SGP OFfE T Fukuda-Chou O
X, BMLREUT Fukuda-Kawada OFXAE WD Z LIZ L 2 EAMICHHRE TR TE 5 2 LaVRS
.

ARIFR LT, WTILO5E TS Type-P (C2W0W THEME & TRIEORZEN KE < 72
o7z, ZiuX, FRP FOMHMERLAAEMN T & AEE, b BAELA/ ST A—H 03 =0 1T
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Table 2-7 Predicted values of Elastic modulus by rule of mixture.

Esr (Experimental)

Esr (Fukuda-Kawata)

Molding
process ! [GPa] [Y0] [GPa] [Y0]
0.0 7.7 100.0 7.7 100.0
Type-P 0.2 14.1 100.0 12.6 894
0.5 13.8 100.0 14.7 106.5
0.0 8.8 100.0 8.8 100.0
Type-1 0.2 17.1 100.0 15.6 91.1
0.5 20.9 100.0 22.8 109.0
Table 2-8  Predicted values of strength by rule of mixture.
Molding o, spr (Experimental) or.spr (Kelly-Tyson) or.spr  (Fukuda-Chou)
k2
proess [MPa] [%] [MP2] [%] [MPa] [%]
0.0 68.9 100.0 68.9 100.0 68.9 100.0
Type-P 0.2 83.7 100.0 132.2 157.9 86.8 103.7
0.5 116.8 100.0 226.9 193.9 103.2 88.4
0.0 104.5 100.0 104.5 100.0 104.5 100.0
Type-1 0.2 136.5 100.0 156.9 114.0 1354 99.2
0.5 192.5 100.0 242.5 125.9 195.3 101.8

SUTONT, I RITTHENRELS RD I L EZRRLTWDS. SEIOFERTHD
7= Type-P DFLIEINT A—4 f,1%, Table 2-6 12X % & £,=0.308~0.413 O#PATH Y, Type-l
&g UCARBIAIED @, 2 ORRE ORI Z R OG0, w2 2120410 T, MRHEAUEL)
FACE KT THEHERCL 0, MMER SOBNRKRELS 2D EBXBND. 51k, WHEEEGIR
ZEBIICHEL, EXULT 52 & TRV ERBEICTHT 5 Z LR AREICAR D L Bbid.
Fig.2-19 1%, HHITTREE oppr & BMEARER Espr % WINZH o 7o BRFE DA A 7R3, £ T2,
FRIAE ST A —4 gy, 38 L OGREE - LRI O Tl 2 08T 9. X9, Kelly-Tyson &
Fukuda-Kawada =00 BIR & AR ©# L, Fukuda-Chou xU& Fukuda-Kawada =D BifR & SR C 2

9. Kelly-Tyson D3 & Fukuda-Kawada DD

FMARRIL, ERRFEENDDWVEEL TV D, —,

Fukuda-Chou & Fukuda-Kawada FOFHEARIL, AEBREREZELT LTS, Lo T,
Fukuda-Chou O AEFHT 5 Z L1285 T, SGPIZHHIGT D vy & ikIEIE/NT A —H 5, ZTED
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250
| ’
| E, :Kelly-Tyson S Typel: 7,~0.724
- Fukuda-Kawad ! / s
_ - o Fukuda-Kawada i o 0y,
& 200 ! A0 O A 02y,
= i ' © 0.0v,
& | E, : Fukuda-Chou vs H R4 t‘ /
?ﬁ . opp - Fukuda-Kawada ,'
S 150 S~ "
E‘O L
g Type-P: 7,=0.360
= 100 (1 0.5v,
z A 02y,
s
= O 0.0v,
50 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 5 10 15 20 25

Flexural stiffness E,pp [GPa]

Fig.2-19 Mechanical properties diagrams in SGP.

TR, ERENDHEBARFHEI RIS D E & IETE Z AR PER AR AR 7> & 5 BER I 2
R D ZEBHREICR D,

VIED XD IZAMIGETIE, BIBIE AT A—F g ZIRE L, KEFEDHIGIES BB L THER
B SRS 5 2 L & AlRe & 9 D BERURFIERTAmAR I 2 A EE L7z

29 ® 8
H T AL 7 = ) —ABIIEE G A5G L LTI R 238 2 JUEL, 4

SERIT IR AR, TAIRETEIZS, B X OVEMEKE FRP OB ARALE A 2R 7. T OREE, LT O

ftiam A7z

(@) v AEIINT HICoNT, 4 AHITEREE 22 & NSRBI 2R 2R 3. Eiz,
Type-1 DFBRAVRFEIZ R D v DL Type-P LV & &

(b) 4 MERFIREEIXD A T AR B 2 A 157, U A TR m 1, Typel @
Uit m=172~23.0, Type-P DLHEH m=9.1~33.6 L 7¢>7-.

(©) AEHERLT-fE T A —4% 25 Z LT, SFRP OIRER L USRI DRI
R A BT 5 2 LN TE .

(d) AMEFOBBEFET, THHEREN T Fukuda-Kawada O, 58 % Fukuda-Chou DT n, %
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WHTAZ LT, WTFNbBEETIS%UNOEETTHITX S, Zno0REHWT, ¥
MK 2 R TE FTRE 72 BERF I R EAAR X 2 5L L 7.
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$3EF EhMRICEIEEAST O N5
(28517 & 5% BE P ST

3.1 # 8B

SFRP DI ENE, BB L e, BIIEEI, MRHERWTOHR T 0306 A T2 bRk %
Y. E T, BEERMIE L OB EDMER T 2 O BERN TH Y, — A fmTER
TRONDMERME A EE L U CMERRGHT 5 &, faRlOFHhAZ 52 25608 5. £
Tz, (ERIDEHFERRL, FRAEIC K DR A KL, ERMEA MR T 2 0E B -
7z. SFRP Zxil L7zl 24617 2 BRIECoE A HIAIC B3 2 e s Bu I m = L T
W, 2L IRV, FOFT, SFRP OffiF|#E-7a U W OFATARIC K 5 L7 ic
R4~ 2 HFSE7, Moosbrugger & Quaresimin 5 D 27 /L—71Z X > THO A EN TV DH[1-3]. WOHE
FHRO PSRBT A SHHATE L, #E1R AT D MLy 25X T TREICOWT, EE
ST HERCATTHREE DR Z T L T\ D, &I, BENHERE Y ~Om A2 18E L, IR
FAFEFIRERIFIEC OV THHM U TV D[4,5]. 2D X 9 72 SERP O G RENE, ARrdtt,
MERAER, BILOWIBEIZ X D82 < 2T 5. EMEMOEIREZHERT 5720121, Z
O DA F—HNCR L TRHMIT 2 Z & 0NFETH 5.

952 BTIE, SGP AXIHE LT, ML RIETRRIGIED BB A ML 5725, filfE
R oA JONHAHERC 191 % 5 58 L 7oA Bl A CHE— AT 3 2 BRI AT AR X 2
L7z, KETIE, SGP OIERBF 22 T Ly g VlkiBE L SR ECERL L,
Gl & AT Y Z AT LM EATERIC 0 FFROREE LT M R AR 0. £, R
Ji RO B EMRHR FLHE L 5D < MEUTTAAR 25 /7[6-8]1% SFRP (i L, 55 Tk
& L TCOFEC OV TIHRRD.

3.2 REAMEE L URESZE
SGP DifHAki% Table 3-1 (27, H T AfHEIT H HHHE CS-6-SK-406 (FkiE R 6mm,fikiERS
10um) % W2 v & 0%, 20%, FBEON50%0 3 Ffh% V2. LR, 0.0v; 02y, BLO
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Table 3-1 Configuration of SGP material.

Component 0.0vr 0.2vr 0.5vr
Glass Fiber [%] 0 20 50
Phenolic resin [%] 70~85 55~65 30~35
Phenol [%] 1 1 1
Hexamethylene tetramine  [%] 3 3 3
Rock wool [%] 10~20 10~20 10~20
Zinc stearate [%] 1.0~2.0 1.0~2.0 1.0~2.0

0.5v, LG9, BB OERICEWTIE, HHBIEEType- DB L= 7 Ly v a VEEE
(Type-P)?> 2 FHAAZIERIN L7z, Typel OEIUAMIE, SBURE 170~190C, >V v & —iRkE
75~95°C, HHHIES] 80MPa, HELHERH] 20s & L7z, —J7, Type-P OiESbY, &ARE
140~160°C, 7L AJ£7] 20MPa, AHILIFH] 2508 TH 5.

3.3 HERAE

3.3.1 HBRABRELUTE

ARER I U723 T O ~HER LOYEIRE Fig3-1 1R, BB, £ 127mm, FATEE
o6 OHIFAEER T & Uiz, Type-l I3 BB, K72 & ORI TI131T> T
V. — 5 Type-P 1E, FVARIE LT/ SV 7 M0 BlEEIN T 24T > 721%, Fig.3-1 ORI T
L7c. REMIOEEL TEZ LR T2D, Typel LREOHI L7225 KO ITEEEHR A 1%
PRATFEE LTz

3.3.2 EHLCYHESEHEHERAE

FRREE SR FS K OV 7RI, =R (25°C) T T O L7z, #REE X, B
JE—R e U 0 AEERBREEE (MTS B Model858, iy FE 2% S+25kN, kL7 255 220N
m) ZHAW BB, V=7 T/ Faz— X Z KA E LA he—2 &, ML T
JF 2T —FIZEDHRLY My LU AEEZNEhGek L.

FRERBRIT, BP0 REA U HMBIRIE ) 0y & EAWIET) 1223, o FRIC
BT, MAEIEHE w(=12/ 0)73, Table 3-2 127 L= 50 OBMR L 225 X 5 ICEFIART
FHACHEM L72[9,10]. F7=, ISHARBEE®G, 23, RGE-DOBMREwMZT X 512, il
L7z,
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Torsion torque

Axial force /¢—9 /¢_6
_ .= _‘,. ..... — =]=="= = — - — F4 —— = ——. -
PRI
127

Fig.3-1 Tension-torsion test specimen dimensions.

Table 3-2 Definition of stress ratio

712 o1 W=Tt12/01

1 0 1/0 (pure torsion)
1 1 11

1 2 1/2

0 1 0/1 (pure tension)

—J7, PEITRABRIZIVTIL, S R=0.1, JEFEE f=2.0Hz O F R Y IE5%HE & 72 D L&
Wiz hz, WA E E QT MLy BENFE & 72 DATESM FCEM L. £z, 2oL ik
ARIENCBTD py N—EE 2D LM EAHIE L7z, 2680 BERUE, 1X100FE L
7-.

V&*+2=10 [ MPa/s] (3-1)

3.4 ZUHEHERIER

3.4.1 WHVTHEER

Fig.3-2 7°5 Fig3-4 1%, v X OEIBIE D LI S - REM 72 IS IO Bl 2 7n 9
Z 2T, Fig3-21%0.0v; Fig.3-31%0.2v, BLFig.3-41%0.5%TH Y, ZHEH, (a))’ Type-
I, (b)73 Type-P DFERZRT. WTHNDOK G, #5987 o (w=0/1, 2/1, 1/1, 112 DEGE),
FIATEAMICT) « (= 10 D) ZR L, B3GR 0T 7 e (w=0/1, 2/1, 1/1, 172 DEE),
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Table 3-3 Macroscopic fracture morphologies in Type-P specimens.
v
o 0.0 0.2 0.5
1/0
1/2
1/1
0/1
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Table 3-4 Macroscopic fracture morphologies in Type-I specimens.

e 0.0 . 0.5

1/0

172

1/1

0/1
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FERHE DS BT TS B E i 2 D9 <, 2D —J7, Type-P ITHEHEN T > & LITHELH Lod 00,
Z D728, Type-l (THAMET T DHHEMRNRNLE L TRHOLNDL EERAOND. —
77 Type-P 1%, FafliEN 7 o & LELAIT B8]/, B AWK 2 MinshR a2 R BT 55
WHEDMFET 205 C, MR A L 72 D 13299\ I~ OFHERL M M E T 2 BIE B Z D
EEZBND. Fio, MEHEA O HO TR BUED T X 2 RIGHECHAREE MK
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DIEHOFICHONTIE, SHBEBPEAIOL, WIRAZRBIESOMNT & 22 2 TR IRETT 2
VEDRDHD.

3.44 HMEENEBHEREICRIETEE

0° = a = 90°DHPHIZ Fo1T 2 MEHERC 7 4 £ OB 347 & Fig.3-7 (s d . BUBIEN B2 D &
TRHERC T OARFAN 72 5 2 L AVRIR S TR Y, SR IE(Type-T) OREMERL M A B2 5341 1,
2T by va U RIBIE(Type-PIC HLASHE 7 1) & AT 72 5 ~B & Hii 2 DAL DA S 5
LW D, FTo, B2ETT TITERARZD, BAGVEOBIERT £1L, Type-1 2347 0.7, Type-
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Fig.3-5 Effects of molding process on relationships between tensile strength and elastic modulus.
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Fig.3-6 Effects of molding process on relationships between torsional strength and Shear
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Fibre angle [deg]

Fig.3-7 Comparison of histograms for glass-short-fiber orientation distribution in Type-I and P

(0.5v).
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PRRINTEY, 20RO THINIIRG D 2 RO ZIEXCTHEI S 172 Tsai-Hill AR FEE[ 14,
15], Tsai-Wu fffEHEE[16], 35 & O Hoffman AFHEILYE( 73 BTV A, 2 2 TlE, Ko
DEETH Y, POMEHERIEZE7- 720 Tsai-Hill BB IEER IV U, Lllini e 2 H iR %
T 5.

3.5.2 Tsai-Hill iR R %

Fig.3-12 1%, FEFMESGMIAMIIIT DR ORI 277, xp BEEERIZIR > TSI oy
Oy Ty DMER L72 & &, FEREZSHAIZ 10 8l (1, 2) FA OIS I ST BEREIE itk D)k
TGy 01, 00, T MERTDHEEEZD.

1(L)
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x| [

Fig.3-12 Coordinate systems for non-principal axis force.

Hill | von Mises FZ DFRIEVEA LR L, EARGMEDORIRSATHLE, BEELXGE2)%

FEZ L7-[14,15].

FijO'iO'jzl (3-2)

K(3-2)E, REIHDOFKTEDT 2L L TES.

(G+H) o3+ (F+H) 03 +(F+G) o3
-2H0,05,-2G0,03-2F0,05+2L 05, 2MT+2NT,=1  (3-3)

ZZTF, G, H, L, M, NIZHill DFRIGEETH 5. Tsai 1%, —JFm(bsr OmmsEs
MAERE L, i VIR EE(o=r1=13=0) 2 %5 & LT, Hill DfEFREZ fHAL L=, 23,
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Tsai-Hill il 5E7E & MR I A B CTH D, K/3T A—X%(F, G, H, L, M), HHliZz)
REEIZRIT AMEERE DR D Z EHRS. £, TAWIGH o ODBMERT 258 %
EzxbHE, RBADEHIITREND,

£

2N=—7— (3-4)

Z 2T, FuslIEARRE AR, FERIC 85 R E (o, 0o, & L<IXas DHR)PMEHT S

Sald,
GH#%E (3-5)
F+H= FL% (3-6)
14@7% (3-7)
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1 1 1
ZFZF_'%—’_P_F_% (3-8)
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Fi F, Ft
1 1 1
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__+___
Fi F; F5
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PEEZE T 5 &, Tsai-Hill iEFEAES, DL MIORT A TERDT LN TE 5.

ol 010, o 1
22 Ta2ta
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AUBEERER T OB % 1LY, TER 7112 2T 1R &% &, REBRCIE 00 L 725
ZIT, BRI OSIRY EE X, RUVREEZ T LT 5L, AB-ITEFMTOL )k
TILBTED.

o 12
el ﬁ =1 (3-12)

2 ODOMEVERIE X, TIX, AW w=0105138) & 10 L 0 )DOFEREREZ I
e L, Tsai-Hill BHERAEL KT,

3.6 FRROGAEETHE

Fig.3-13 1%, Type-l & Type-P ([ZDWTELHElS S TIZEIT D SGP DFRIMSETRE % - *Fifi
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RBA A METRT. X & T, ARSI =01 & 1/0 OEBERZ FICHE LI-ArEHE
PR Z 2. SRR L 0 15 5 7 BRI 4 Table 3-4 (ZHEPR L 7=, Table 3-4 H D%
1%, Brl AR L 3 KROFNTESMEZ =T, Type-l1L, v SHEIN$ 512> T Tsai-Hill A8
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VR w A &K BT Type-l OIEWHREE A FEIY, AN RKE ILHDONTWD. KT p=1/1 O
& & Tsai-Hill A FAED & B3 DA R 7.

Fig.3-14 & Fig.3-15 1%, Type-1 & Tpe-P O 5 |5EMk KA O SEM B2 EEHDH % 777", Type-1 D
By, MREFEEIT AN U CRMED R0 [Hk T RN HRIC R o7z, —757, Type-P %
B, FHBHEOBLII BRI Z2ERFA 2R L, RIS Type-l IZHE_THMIZRZE 2 < B E D
Z RSN, Type-P 1, BRI FIRDFATEHE SRUCEE FED =D HITNER KU
BLTHREESND1-0, FEZEMSETHOME L THEMT 2 HIEBIFEICE T, &8
MRHE AN ELR U, R OZERPSENER S L TERFELST < 2D LV R 5. EHIT,
SFRP DiREEREMENE, BLHEHEDBLRIVE & R ORLE R IR T T 5 2 & SRR STV H[1-
3. LEOBAIC K D &, Type-P OFEBEDOIES S 1F, SUERMOEIZL 5 b0 L HEERS
b, 98- T, ZOLIRMEERETHIEEOEEZZET UL, Type-P OFFHIMRIZEHREE
1%, Tsai-Hill ORI STt > TnD LNz b,
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Fig.3-13 Comparison the combined static strength between Type-I and Type-P with Tsai-Hill

failure criterion.

Table 3-4 Material constants in Tsai-Hill failure criterion.

Molding process vr[%] X [MPa] T [MPa]
0.0 29.6 349
Type-P 0.2 422 53.6
0.5 53.6 52.3
0.0 542 77.70
Type-1 0.2 67.7 932
0.5 104.5 121.2
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Fig.3-14 Typical tensile fracture surfaces of Type-I for 0.5v,by scanning electron microscopes

(x500).

100um

Fig.3-15 Typical tensile fracture surfaces of Type-P for 0.5v,by scanning electron microscopes
(x500)
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Fig.3-16 Relationships between p1, max and Nf with various y in Type-P.
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Fig.3-17 Relationships between op1, max and N with various y in Type-1.
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Fig.3-18 Relationships between op1, max /0p1, 0 and Nt with various y in Type-P.
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Fig.3-19 Relationships between o1, max /0p1,0 and Nt with various y in Type-1.
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Fig. 3-20 Relationships between b and vy with various y in Type-L

O-pl,max/o-pl,ozl'b IOng (3'14)
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3.8 MRFTALMELNIC K HIEF Finatil

3.8.1 MERITILBAIEN
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Fig.3-21 Relationships between ¢ and Nrwith various y in Type-P.
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Fig.3-22 Relationships between ¢ and Nr with various y in Type-I.
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39 & &

R & 42 U 0 fir & MG R 7o IS 15323610 2§ s KOV 57 T B R 2 B
L, SRRl O FEARAR T B < SERSTALIG 1) 09 57 FF i T~ DB ZIEIZ DUV T
MRt Uiz, ZofER, LT omMmR ARz,

(a) RN E FICRT, FRE & SMRENT v & TIEICIRTE L, AREBREPH Tl Type-I O
oL \ T DIREEE D e b 1 < 72 DA A 157z

(b) SGP DFFAIRMIEIRIE L, AEBREPAN TITRIFIEOFENCCR LD OO, Tsai-Hill
HREMEIC L 0 I ZIE PRI TE .

(c) TIINT X DR U KIS & T2 SN RN S, Type-1 1 vV NS < 7p % LR 5508
FEDME T 2B 285580 Bz, —J, Type-P X SN o E & v OBIRIZ DN T
Type-1 13 EFARZRE M DT80 HivZehr o7z,

(d) TISTTDORELL 601 max/opio & SGP D SN HIFRCHEH T 5 Z Lick» T, s, vl
17 L7 SN BifRAMS HAL D Z & MR ST,

(e) Type-1 DIZFHRFURE b & vAIZERANITHIEEMR D H 0, b ITKIET v ORI, £
s ) X0 b Hlls ) 0MER L7235A1258 < 7 2481 & FLHE L7z,

(D) ZHlE 7] T T ORI B < EEUROTEMRY R ) 0% SGP @ S-N #hi#iZ i F 9
5 LTk ST,y Rl L B ARVET MR TR T X 5 2 L 2B SN LT,
oI T FF T ECHENRBRE T A—2 L L THHATE 5 Z EvRENT.
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F4E EHREREBIEESMOTENRE
ER L= EFAEDRE

41 # E

95 2 BIZIBUNT SGP D 4 i B IR U v 7 BT T EE S U A TSI —ET 5
Zlmilb i, ThUE, SGP ZiEH] LIAEIERREHIIRWT, I RS ET D
BRI % G U T BIRE T — & L Ll 2 U E w7 5 CIIdF 2 M oFHli 2 52 5 =
L ETFRTHLDTHS. £ T, EVT (Effective Volume Theory ; AZMAREHR) [1,10-18]1C
BN, WEEMOTR, IS5, BEOT A TR B EHR S D E90RRE & BRI
K OBONIARIREN S, WY OFREE 245 U CRUEMER M A 5HAT D HERRRr 1%
[NZEAT 52 & CAEMISREEREEAFMMTcE 2 LB bND. £, SGP L, B
ROMAE 5 A DS A R M O RR U T R 5 720D, MR 7 15 % B B R A | 3 3 2
ETUALTNNRTA=ZITM DR EL RITT ZENTHISND., ZNHOREZH G
ML, BHMIBROBEBRA 026/ T A TN T X —Z % IR EE T RIER 235z S
AAUE, BERE BRI TEER S5 58 EE T L Tl & & B & o IE(b 2 X Y 5o,
MEERIME 2 FRNCEHETX 5 & 2 5.

SFRP DG BheE 058 & LTI, MRHMERCIR & &7 /AL Lo AP RHREMER 2],
WEEE T /WA X DT — ROBMEMAT[3], 6 L ORI TS OB MRAT 4] 70 & 238%
PAATOI TS, FETz, SGP T LTI, J1aORe M RIF Tk S OMHE DR2E(S], 1k
BEEE 6] & T & SUERAEB TS DOV T ERIN AR TN TV D, —J5, BHRLUN A R
b &3 BRI CE AP OHE ST L TIE, 7V S THRHERIL A8 0 5 IR EE I B
D[R], i & R 72D SMC M & FZAFSE[9)78 E3dd 503, SRieH) 7 s S AT
T E THBES LTV 0.

RETIE, WHEESHE, BBARR, BIOAKGTRORS SGP O )T O5RE 4 B
LCUA TN TGS 5. RIZ, EVTICE SO CTHENROMEBZ BT L. S5,
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HIRBELEFENT & T A T ARFHI IS < EVT 2 U725 FREZ MET L, SGP AR ER IR
ZOIERBRICHE L, AECTRET D THNEOZ Y M2 MRE LT,

42 BEMHEIUEHERSEE
4.2.1 RERR#H

SGP DffEk#% Table 4-1 (Zd. 7 Afk#MEIT H BRI CS-6-SK-406 (fkHER: 6mm fiiErs
10um) %, REMABIIRIZEMI(LIE 7 = 7 — VRIE (B SABRTZER) 2 vz, v & 0%, 20%,
50% (AT, 0.0v, 02vy, 05vE5E7) O 3FEREE LC, KX 300mm, & 300mm, 550K
JE30mm DOV M a7 Ly va ETHIE Lz, BOBSRIE, @GR 140~160°C, 4
RUFET) 20MPa, REALIFRH] 2508 & L7z,

42.2 HEF

BEHIIR AT oEYICITEROMIET— RREETHEEZLND. £ 2 TARI%ET
1, BREEDS 3 i, 4 s, B X OWIRO 3 FEOMERER 1TV, HEOBEE—
K& B ERER T — 2 N TUA TR T A—F 2HETH L & L.

SGP D HIFHRE & 53R 2155 72912, Fig. 4-1(a)D 3 fihiFiB A, Fig 4-1(b)D 4 siih
TEER ST, BE O Fig 42 OMAES ERB A ISR W EEZ 5 272, WILh 42.1 TR
NTCRIESA TR L1214, S UM L2 T o7, i EsE A 1L, 300mmx300mmx>t6mm
DIFEAREIEAA DS, IR A Uz N Y B N & dnFIER E OFEATE 2 372, k&
50mm, 08 10mm, #HF Smm & 725 X 58I U U2 Rz, SdEARREE A3 v
(26 LT3 AT R 20 A, 4 SRR 15 Aot L7z, Aeds, N ONFELEESE
T2 72. SIERERBR AL, 300mmx300mmxt30mm O ARAIEH 7 5 B 925, F
E 190mm OAEAEUIH L7, RS HmHRiBs &S 60mm (27> CEELS Led X

INCRFEE AL U7 B A %, & vtk LT o AT o HE Lz,

4.2.3 WMEERHRE

4.2.2 Tk ~7z 3 FEADOFER A O5REERABRES R b FFHITREE DFTR AT $ % T A 7 /LR
TA =B aRDD. BRRORBRA OIS AT TIL B FITRIC R D 5519, 201720, 1%
R T L ICHENEREDORENES ThH D, L LEMEDLEIE, IR /1557003
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FEAAE SR LB IE B O TR R 2 B8 L 72 7 T RITE O RET

Table 4-1 Configuration of SGP materials

Component 0.0vy 0.2vy 0.5vy
Glass Fibre [%] 0 20 50
Phenolic resin [%%] 70~85 55~65 30~35
Phenol [%] 1 1 1
Hexametl.lylene (%] 3 3 3
tetramine
Rock wool [%%] 10~20 10~20 10~20
Zinc stearate [%] 1.0~2.0 1.0~2.0 1.0~2.0
Load . L,=10 Load
RS Strain gauge
> { R2 R2 Strain gauge
ic | — | iﬁl ]
T }2 L,=30 b=10 I L,=30 b=10
T |r 2 9}2 B ‘ R2 2 R2
| L=50 | L=50
(a) Three-point flexural test (b) Four point flexural test
Fig.4-1 Flexural test method and specimen dimensions.
@23 Strain fzuge $12.5=D)
Load *—f——— - ————|——— ———— —EKA— —— ===t ———————— —» [_oad
L=60
190
Fig.4-2 Tensile specimen
== = &, == B - I
© N\ OTERS) ]
Strain gaugé 250 %H%S

Figure 4-3 Open hole specimen
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BHEL 725728, FEM ATIC K VIS A& RO D NER B 5. RETIE, IS0 EHE
L7 HRBIRIZH LT, 4.2.2 O ERURERBR CE LNV A TR T A —F % T FEM
FEMT X 0 RO TGN DA DEDRREEFHRT D, 2 LT, MEL Tl LofE R & B R
Z i UC EVT IZ L D08 THITFHEARGET 5. IS Ee 725 Ko, #ikE L
T, Fig4-3 12773 OH #BafA (Open Hole specimen ; A FLARERIK) % SR A R vt
LT3 ATOER L. FORK L7 300mm X 300mm X t6mm OSEAF 725, £ & 250mm,
i 25mm, JES Smm & 725 KO ERM 2O L, BiEh RICEFRE & 722D X9 IZRALAN
TL7=.

4.2.4 EXHBERRFDOHEERGE

FRBRISIE Y, GBS B 25kN OEXUHE Y — R A EEABREEE 2 L7z, Fig. 44 1%
HFRRER ORI 2 . T ERERIL JISK7017[19] 2 2/ L C, Bt 2 ARHEE 1.0 mm/min
OEACHIE & U, T RRIEERE L, 23 30mm D 3 SahiF5lBR &, E307e 5 ONS T 3R T aRAE
25 Li=10mm 72 & TNE L=30mm O 4 ;i F etz F2fi L7z, sBia RIE, SOR L MTEADN R
AT il & 72 WK S IR LRI CRRE O RO U 2EA L, BERITIMESY v~
TEE L. £, FRlBTO—ic, ¥—YES Imm OFOTHF =D 25T, 519
ORIFOTHERE L, 15 DT STOT B & s FoPEREL Es &Rz

Figd-5 1%, Mg |ERERORT 24, R Ol 5 25mm ORI ZMWEZY v 7
THEFFL, SIEMELZ G2, WBREME, AREE 1.0 mm/min OZAHIEE L, BT,
5RO — REAMEE T 7 F 2 —F B EEFHE Uiz, JEERER O—ic o\ T,
SEENC A — VRS Imm OEOTHRS— I L0, BEEOEIT MO &IOS %
HIE LTz, BoNe 0T BN D, JISK7161[201% 20 L ColEMMAR EL LR T
viby KTz,

4.2.5 BEFRBREOHRGZEELUVVTAHRAETE

Figd-6 |3, OH SBAMNIE, BB WIS 25mm DE S £MES Y v 7 THFF 5 5
L L, BIERRBAIHIABERIT OB LA L Lis. OHRBRADS AR, # 5 1Tl
FEM T S0 B4 M 2 TERR T 7200, Figd-3 \R T TATHS (2), JE SR ()& (l2”
— VR lmm OHEOSHY— D& fHT 7.
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Upper test fixture

(=3
O

Gauge Length GL

Fig. 4-5 Tensile test set up

Fig4-6 1%, OH BRIARDFIERBIRILZ T, 4.5 IZBV T OH REBR{IKDOAZNATEZ FEM
fEMT CRME T 2%, DL X FEM fEHTETF LV OZY ARG 572, BliERERT, DIC
(Digital Image Correlation; 7 ¥ Z /VIEGAAREE) 12X 2 2HBFOT RMELTT-72. Fig. 4-7
1%, OH RERIARDOREBFERATORER 7 Tdh 5. DIC[21-2411F, WA IR N T LRI D
T B LN — g R L, WIRREOBEIE (BL) ZPRDTFHETHD. 1 5D A
7 & OGS T FER DN ARET 5 Z LR TE D, BT RENEL L

RN DIEMNETH Y, K OBEORIE25,26], mill TORIE27,28], B L MG
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T N R D ZENEINE[29-31], BhRURBEEZEH DOBIZL[32], & AP AZAL (COD) DHRIE[33],
JSTIHEREREL DWE[34-37], RUFHEE DZEAMHIEB38] 2 EICHW LN TV D, —T7, B
DAAZTEHNDZ LT, A7 UAEOFENC LV ZIRTTRE OB L OOT B2 R 7E 7]
HECHD[39]. £z, Xt MES T 7 1 5% LMAE DT ZRTIRPNE O ZALEHANE & BAYE
STV D [40-42]. ABFFETIE, GOM #E723BA%E L 72 psi  OEHEAERREEGHAIS 2 7 2 ARAMIS
AM™ ZAfF U7z, HEAERE Somm O L > X% 2 B L, BT R e 3 SR8 3
25° LD L OITRRIE LT, I AT OMBEEIX 2048 pixel X2048 pixel Th 5. HIEFEIIL,
S 30 mm, 124 mm, FBEOVES 25mm THY, KL 7 BAEITK 0.015mm TH o7z
FHARE QN AT IE, ARAMIS Y 7 hU =7 v6.3.12 & AV -,

BHEREILRC LD OT B2 L, RBRAREDOT ¥ b7 = EF#LT, 20
N RAZFIT D, ZD70, R £ Z I HEEE Uiot%, Bk a A CBRESREE & 72

LHEITBIELT.

[ e

|

\
OH specimen "

______________

. : ]: N
I - DA \
[Gripped arca [ Thickness, 1= 5 RKSifeltkl(

|*SG: Strain Gauge (Gauge length: 2 mm)

|Random pattern for strain measurement with digital image correlation

Fig.4-7 Open-hole (OH) specimen with strain gauges and random patterns
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4.3 SGP HDEXRRERFE

4.3.1 SGP H#O#raEREBRER

BB ORFEN 7RIS OT A iR & Fig4-8 (7. (a)2d 3 AHiTaER, (b)23 4 Sk
B, BLO 3 IEFERR CHEONTICNOT AR TH L. 22T, 4 SdTFIET) ouwr
X, frE%E F, BRAIEL b, BRI % b, EIOSRIERES L, FIORMEEEE L L LT

()T

% F,

EERREA E d & L) VW CEHE L.

O4pPF—

3F(Ly-Ly)
2bh?

4F

JT: —
nd?

SR U7z, 3 TS ospr 13D Ly % 0 & U CRHE L7z, FUER RIS or 1,

(4-1)

(4-2)

JSHOT BT, v PR TTAIC K BT AMBRAAIE L 2 DRFER R SR 2R L, BbE

FPHZ 2 D LRI BIomo iR 2 2. RIS S ORI O J- X722 <, B KARF AR
(ZEES 2 & R MRS L= 2 & 0D, SGP O IMEMERBE & RIRE I R e
FUTHED Nz D,

Fig.4-8 Stress-strain curves for static strength test.
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4.3.2 SGP OWEIFEAREICRIZT vOFE

Figd4-9 1%, &#URICIST DIEIRE OSEE A M, v 2 BN & > 7RI O vk
{iVE% 779, Fig. 4-9 I XD L ARIOREREFH T, HEBATRIZE 57 0.0=1=0.5 D%
(ZHUNT vy & AEBTREE ICITFARI SR 072, Table 4-2 (CHEFRBRT OBPERIL D FIIE Exe,
TEWTTREE DL Oave, FEETOT R DFLENE eave 27T AR [BRFBRICOWTIIART V b
OFLIE v T, BEBRATERIC L S F, w42 & AR 38 EA-9 8 m 215
7o, ZO—J5, WEIOT AL 020 L XD H/NE <, SGP DREEIOT F1id vy OB %t
JELTWRW. E72, Fl—0 vl 2B Ra s Tk 5 &, BIRRBROMmbT
) RO B3 e HAR S, 4 R, 3 RN ONRICARWIS 7] & RETOST ZAs8n LT
%. BB OB AHE OIS 5 i e B 2 5 &, BIRERBRA O%E, Fig 4-2 OB A TH0
BRNZE—EDISS1 E 70D, —JF 4 SHTREROLE1E, Fig. 4-1(b)D 2 DO s A H DR
B THEEEEDI A7 5. 3 STRBROLA1E, Fig. 4-1() DT EAE FORBR A
T DRGNP ELC D, LIehi> T, BEFIRHZI T 2 B o~k () 2525 &5l
SRR AR b RE <, 40T, 3T ORI NS 22D, ZhUL, BTG, BETOS
HOMEF E—FHLTEY, SHERKEWLDIFEEEMINE W) HESRICE D2 b0 EE
ZbHhb.

150

3-point bending
100

4-point bending

Tensile

Strength Ot 4pp O 3pp> Opp [MPa]

0 | | | |
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

Vr
Fig.4-9 Relationship between fracture strength o, 3pF, ot 4pF, o and vy
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Table 4-2 Test results of SGP

Fiber Poisson’s Fracture Fracture
Loading contents Number Elastic modulus ratio strength strain
mode i of samples  Eav (x10%)[MPa] e e [MP] cue [%]
N 0.0 20 9.4 - 80.5 0.93
'§* 0.2 20 15.7 - 88.7 0.66
E " 0.5 20 16.8 - 128.1 0.97
é = 0.0 15 7.6 - 73.0 0.88
'§ 0.2 14 13.7 - 84.7 0.69
N 0.5 15 14.1 - 116.3 0.87
0.0 5 7.1 0.268 37.6 0.45
Tensile 0.2 6 11.8 0.195 45.1 0.39
0.5 5 132 0.222 60.5 0.47

4.4 BIAEENRZEA L 158557

4.4.1 HHEBREROMERROTMESE

MEtEp NS, BREET — & BSHPEHE A OfE Tld7e < F—MEIOHEITB O TH RGO -
RES, BLOBHOMIEET 5. £, TOMEREY, 2B THO ORI TR ML
X722 S PITHMES A 2R L, A T ADAADOERAER BN L5 5[2,12,18]. &
THERBRTELNLRRE, WD 2 BT A 74540 THEL L 7-.

P-l-exp|- (Gi‘o)m] (4-3)

T o lIRAET DINT), o0 BREERHEE, m DRREERT. m 13RI T A TRkl
T, TREIED O OEEEZRL, ZOMMBARKEWZEBREIEL X/ ME 0.
EEORERTH LT ol TR T DR P OFID DL, REDTRT AT AT 7
Y IE[192012 K VAT o 7z,

i-0.3

P=roa (44

T Tl IEAR, i IRHE LY VO RER AT,
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4.4.2 HHREBREROMERRNOTMER

SGP DAFRERBRIZKIT DU A 771w b % Figd-10 (287, SGP OFREERFEIL, Bk
RIZESFTUA 707 ny b ECHlRER EICT Yy &Nz, ko T, SGP DOREMERIT
TA TABAATEED Z ENghoT-. ’PICERBRA O m 2730, SIS S m O
FHIZ 5.8 725 17.6 ThoTlz. TA TN AA D RERE AR A BB L T Table 2-4 (Z~7. 3
Bk m 2 e 5 L, AURERBR T3 5.8 205 102 OFEIPATH Y, #hiFaER2 13.5 15
17.6 DHEIFHTH -T2 Z &5, m 1T & 51IROKRATKRIL 2 ORI Hivlz. REILL
e CRTH RO 21 UL, AERER R O~HE, 3 Al RER A & 4 Sl ERER R O
SHEL D B E LS REL, AMEHEITEIEL Tm DRESELLTVDLHDEEZ HID.
VIEDZ &6, MEWmHRE & ZDIXL XX, MRS AR v IKFT20A TR, &
BRSO AR T 2 2 & 3D,

4.4.3 AMFRERZ AV -EREOFTE

MEtERT B DFREE IR T A 7 VAREHT K 2 IRERHIEEERIC O LB D L, HERKREVE
WEMIEE, Kifaz G0MRNEL 2D 2 Lnh, HMIICHREMEL 72D, 20X 5 e-HED
RSB |26 DR A2 R TG & LC, ETV 288 5([2,12-20]. MBS EVT (28D 975
21T, HEMOIIK, KES, BIOIGOMMEBE LT EERE 2RO 5 2 L BFREL 72
%. ZOEVT %5 3 TR RICE T 5. EVT TlE, & 2800k 2168
V OREER D 2 BT A 7 ARG Plo)lE, R@4-5)THZbND b0 L ET 5.

moV

A (4-5)

Porten] (%)

o
0o

L2 TolZ VITRAETDIET, a0 BNREREL, Vo NEUEERE, mo N EHED A 7 /WARE L EFR
T 5. A5 MERE dv IZ L CHRRY D EBEZ KD 7 BT AEETT S &, 6l
DHND LA THEATE 2XE LT, X@-6)13E5.

ror1ew|- [ (2)5 4-6)
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99.2 T
99 /
9 i a
S il
oW
z e
= ® AN
5 LA
) A
c 10
loF
q:é A . ¢$12.5 3 point 4 point
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Fig.4-10 Weibull plot for SGP
Table 4-3 Weibull parameters of SGP
Loading Fiber contents vy | Number of samples Weibull parameter
mode m om[MPa]
= 0.0 20 13.5 83.6
g 0.2 20 16.1 91.5
=7 0.5 20 17.5 131.9
%
é’ - 0.0 15 14.1 75.6
g
g, 0.2 14 15.7 85.9
¥ 0.5 15 17.6 119.7
125 0.0 5 5.8 40.4
¢ . 0.2 8.1 46.8
Tensile
0.5 5 10.2 63.2
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REEM 3 ET HDRFIE 2 on & L TR@-60) Bz 5 L, X4-7), @)D L H TR
Ehb.

Ploy-1-cxp]- (Z—I:)m%f (4-7)
V&=f(§%yde (4-8)

@)/ HND Vel IAREFR L FHIN, RO ICE b, XN@4-7) & DN G, (£
FEV OEM OIS T15370 0 Db & TOMEEMERIE, A RMEFE Ver DEFI O—ERIET) on T ORI
EREFLV. DFED, fEBEDIGHZZT DEM OMENL, Ver DEBIIZIST 2 51 5RFRE T3
MTED. ZN6DOXND, BIZIXEL DB Ve, Vo ZFFOMEMIOIRIE 01, 0 DI
KODOETRIND.

(%) (Vel>m0
2= (= (4-9)
VeZ

4.4.4 MR & FRHEROBERFR

AMERD X5 I CHEEREE WA NIRRT 2556, TOMEIMEIEEO D L LT
BICRETET, BBREFICL - TREDI LD EEZBND. 4.8 THh/2X 51, SGP 1M
PERE AR 2 &6, BVT IC & 0BRSS OF MR EOND EZEXBD. £ T,
BB N OHEONTHE % 4483 1R L EVT ICESEEHTL 2 L & Lz, @9k
D&, 8D IEHEG AT Vo \oxt 3 2 BUERE 0y & 2D T A TIREE me SR FIUE, EED
RISk 2 E 2 TRITEX 5. Vi, EVT 3N 2% CRET D ENARETH H 7=
5, AWFGECITHAARE Ve=lmm? & L=, 20L& SRR O R 2 HEHRIT+ 2 2 iz k-
TR OIVD mDHEEE Z My, o DHEE ZGy L KT 2L 275, b a@-ICHEHAT 5 &,
LB O IMEREY ot T 258 ol t, K(4-10)DRERTHRE 5.

1
1 \7c
@=%( )O (4-10)
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BB OFNFEILUT O LS ITRO BN D, 4 ST RO NAFE Vegars 13, #ABR
FOWEZ b, i8S % h, E3ORERBREZ L, T3CGRMEEREZ L, & LA@-11) TR L 72[19,20],
3 SHIT RO NATE Ve wn 1%, R@E-1D)D L% 0 & LTRIE L. 208, 4 ShiTRBRO
Ver 238 HT Hi0F21T, BROMERICE L DT

_ bh(Ly+ingL,)
off4PB 2 (7 +1)2

4-11)
£, AR OB Ve 113, REICBN USSR —HEL 2 DD T, HFETRE
B d, BEEMESEZL L TRE-1)ICEVFHREL.

Vetr, TZEZL (4-12)
4

ARFRER CTHWZRER A IZIZEI LN TERER b o 72728, FalR i ~HEARE 0.0lmm T
HTE LTAE & mo DHETE Ay 2 IV CTIERIIC Ver 25153425 Z & & L7z, Figd-11 13, Ve &1
HNZ &V, o 2 HMEENT & o o RaR 2 R~ 3. RIS, 2(4-10) TEBSITEL L 7B mo
SREHEEMD BAOFRTRIN TV D, EBRITIE, 3 AR e 4 Sl 3B o Vel 3,
mo DHEE B 2 PE L7 T USRI T & 2200, Figd-11 1R ST 3REHETRT, v Z & 12,
FARGE L TR Tz Vel 2 TR DO FEHRE A Wi Bic 7 m > b L, 7ry b L
BRAE R OUTLLEAROMEE 1/ mo OWEDMEE Lizig L —BTHETHRVIELHE L THLR
7o, ZDOX T L TRDT v T & Ding, 6y, 8L OERERT OANATED FIIE Veggave % Table
4-31TR7. Figd-11128 5 &, VDR E K 72 DTV TUEELERED B DFEEREDIXHDE N
REL DM AR LD, TREGHE BT Vg & orlTITHEER S D, T72005, SGP DK

WIBREE orlX, v Z LIZEVT THEEITX 5 Z EAVRIEE I L7z,
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Fig.4-11 Relationship between fracture strength and effective volume
Table 4-4 Estimate of Weibull parameter for SGP.
Veff, ave [mm3]
N\ N\
v m o,[MPa] : :
'f 0 0 3 point 4 point #12.5 tensile
flexural flexural
0.0 8.94 102.9 7.60 30.96 7420
0.2 10.5 108.3 5.79 26.01 7472
0.5 9.24 161.5 7.15 29.34 7394
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45 ANHEEROBEER~DER

ATETHE, EVT IS X 23 TRIEA SFRP OMIEEHR MM 2572, FEMIZX 5 3 YUt
JETIRNT & BRERRBR 2TV, U A TARRHI SO BB E T HEO B IMEIC SV T L 5.

4.5.1 OH HBRIEDIEHEHT

Fig. 4-12 1%, OH #BRIRD FEM €7 V&9, MY » 71T S I L fE L
DI=OHEME L, TRROMFEEZBE LT 6 HfAk 1 IRESRICL D 18 F7 /L (Himkk 7868, =
FH6012) & L7z, &XHEICIL x, p, z HINSHRR S A 5 2 7. €7 /VimE 5|k
TR D—RRGMRE F % 20 27 v TABTRANIIEG T H X 0ICHE R, HAT v AT 0T
5 BTGy & B BERREE M) L. AT 2WMEEIS, Table4-2 IZR L72¢12.5 5]
GRARER D5 IRFIEAREL Eae LR T Y vy ZAT) LT,

OH FERIRD FEM SRATHERO—BI & LT, SBRAIREIC 5.6 kKN OFFENAM S5 a0
BR IG5 % Fig. 4-13 (7. OH WBIRICFEAET DHRAIEAE, RALIZBWTHALE
& BB OB ST EE T LT —SATERIC I A L T- ARG ) 45 MPa 125 L TR /178
108.6 MPa TH V), IHERRITBLZ 24 ThHo7Z.

Fixed in the z direction

Fig. 4-12 FE analysis model for OH specimen.
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F=5.6kN\/\

Stress concentrated part
=108.6 MPa

O-pl, max

Nominal part
0,,=45 MPa

Fig.4-13 Principal stress distribution of OH specimen (0.5vy)

4.5.2 OH RHERIGADBERBRIER & MBTEER DR LIEIRET
FRBRIE 4 ORIEREFE % Fig4-14 \2R 9. Figd-13 (R LTS TS RSB T D Is I 5E
& R — AT DA E AR & WELAHE 2 O DB A R LTz, C oL &, BIEHBALIE
FREDAEORIICRmD Z &1372<, £z, WMIEES OH MBRIRD vwIZIZ L benoTe.
%72, OHRBRIAD FEM FRHTHRE R O % 4V 2 MREES % 72, DIC |2 & % DIC HIERR & O
T —HRIT K D ERE R el LT, Figd-15 1%, REMRRRKEOTHSM =2 2 — X%
ALTHEY, (a) FEM ATHER, (b)) DIC HIEFRER CTH 5. FEM T OO Apdia v X
—BE, OFHT— VHIERE R 5 ONC DIC JIEFER L e LT, [ARRED MRS B
L EMER UL, KRIETREMMT CHDE L EEBETDHLE, EO v OBEAITBWT LN
i & FRIENEEL TND LWV R D, 1o T, AFFTRIANT, RBREERZHBLL TRV, ML
L7 ffthr e 7 L OH BBRIRDIS I A 2 REEE BRI C & TV D Z & B lEd S iz,
Fig4-16 1%, 183172 OH BBRIEDIS T OT HBRZ R L TR Y, HiEHhA AR (I 25mm
XJEX Smm)ZBIF 240G o &, Bl R T HFA~OOTHERDT. FRIT
OFTHT—=VICEDPEMBTH Y, BHTOT 7 — PR ALEIZ 31 5 DIC B 53k
DI OTHRAEETH S, 7770 EIIE, SO HERO KA Lnd alosdis L
ZOTHNAENEEZ R LTS, o BEINT D120 T, OTRESMNELL 2D, 0BT
MALE VICBIT D OTHERDHER UIZ L O, S BICeWNEE Y RKRICINTEE LT HE,
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OH BRI D LG > & ANFE T 1A U CIREIC T A UAEE L 7-. Bl 12317 % DIC
OTHSHORETD, 777 EOAFITREN TS, 20T, FFEF ISR L CHERE A
AL, SRR L CRZERE L.

FENTRESR N D, RALFBOISTIER =N 24 L RO BT, ZOFERDI D, OH RERIKDHT
TN B RABORAKIG ) M EOWWIHRE & L TPl 5 2 &N TE 5. OH RBR{A) 53R
DT AEMIREE &, Table 4-2 |27~ L7z 3 siphiS, 45800, B UWI2.5 5I5ERBR O FH58E L
SEIZ el LT Table 4-5 1379, HBRfERICHOWTHRENES &, FRBRTEON-RE
(2%t LT OH BBR IR DR KR TS T B L2V, b/ SV ZER LT, 0.01,28 28.9%, 02173
17.5%, FBELV0.50723 13.3%ToH Y, OH BRI DIWIHRE S —ERNTEE B2V 2 & A3
%. 16> 7T, Table4-2 7>5 SGP DAEEHREL 2R EGmA)TIE TIHET 2 2 &1, 22, 2
WIIFFL NI R E <Hf D Z L DVrhnDd.

Hydraulic grip

Fracture point

Strain gage

Fig.4-14 Fracture of OH specimen for 0.2vy
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(a) FEM analysis
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(b) DIC measurement
Fig.4-15 Comparison of strain distribution of typical FEM analysis and DIC measurement.
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Fig.4-16 Relationship between strain and applied force of OH specimens
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Table 4-5 Average fracture strength.

Test method 0.0ve 0.2vr 0.5vr

Three point flexural [MPa] 80.5 88.7 128.1
Four point flexural [MPa] 73.0 84.7 116.3
Tensile [MPa] 37.6 45.1 60.5

OH specimen [MPa] 51.9 69.9 100.8
Minimum error [%] 28.9 17.5 13.3

4.5.3 FEM ZzRAW=-AMNERERIC L 58E FRE

OH RABAIAIZ EVT &34 5720121%, FEM DS540 BB ARE 2 KD 5 B8N &
5. ATEIAROREEM O Ve Z3HH T2 FEE LT, FEM iz V2 FESMER STV
Z[16]. $7ebb, BRI n THEBIL SITHEIEMIC W T, HEMRHT TS S Ve i R EIR /)
DIRKIE op1, mas, T A 7T IEEOHEE R, R | DUFE AV, IO 3 DOEISTILST o,
i Oy O ZRA-ITHWD &, BVERE Ver 13X(4-12) TH-Z 5. 22T, ELJ1D op,
i O,y Op,i} =0 DEIE, TOERDGIRISHTN T ZFFO LM LT =1 & 55, £D—T7,
(oo Op i Ops, i} <O DEFEIL, TOERENGIRICTI D 2R/ L LT y=0 &£ 95,
4.5.1 Tik~<7= FEM It /15547 2 (4-12)1Z58 FH L T B 7= OH iBRIA DB ZYATE Ver %,

HEGH R v, Z L2 Table 4-6 (27”7

n

g g g
On1 i 05 ; ){0‘ .
VeffZZ : <X pl.i ) +<X p2.i ) +< p3.i > AVI (4_12)
Op1, max Op1, max Op1, max

i=1

72720, opi, O, Opi 20D EE, ¥=1, op1i, Omiy O <ODEX, x=0

Table 4-6  Various Verr for SGP OH specimen

vy Ve [mm’]
0.0 477
0.2 22.1
0.3 41.1

B oA AR Z VT OH s BRIKDOTREE &2 T3 5. ARBRIAIZ VD SGP A4 DOfiE
1L, BREISFUINED Z & & 4.8.1 TR 7-. ERROREEWIZHEIMER LT-5E, —

(VX F155 & 72 0 I 15 AT DSFEAE T B[ 18] T, BIFFEESAHIC 38T 3 DD HF1ksy
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Opl, Op2, ?SJ:U{\ Op3 & 3 /D@Eﬁjjﬁjz @Hi‘j(,fﬁ Opl, max, Op2, max, EJ:UO};; max %_’}Eﬁb\(iﬁ(él-—
6) iR L, RX@4-7), N@-8)DHE LRI A LT 2 & ifEfE=R P I3 N4-13)DIcEX
iz ons. B, R@-13)T0 Vellld, R12)EEHT5.

Mg g g d
pereol ()" ()" )5
00 0o 0o Vo
o A\ /0o A\ /0o <\
=1-expl-{(-ﬂéffL) () () }Lgﬂ] (4-13)
0o 09 0o

FEAT v THO|EME F(k=1, -, k) (ST D RARFIEH OBKE 041, max 10 &
Tabled-3 | TR T KRR THONIZT A TNRT A—H & FHNT, RIS T DIEME P &
NE-DICEVFET 22N TED. DL HIZ, FEM DILS153700 HIER R 2 R
H LU THEER ORE 2 TRl 5 2 L TE S,

454 BHHAFRERICKLS OH ABRKDAET A

Fig. 4-17 1%, HelbicAvEEmeR P, BN IE F ORRE & -7 OH sBRIKDOAIERESR /3 A7
ZRLT. 7r v ME, OHRBRIED AT« 72T o 7 3 TEI 1) 72 5 TR R BRE RAR
9. OH RBRIAD LYW E, 37245 Fig. 4-17 ({28 THREERESR P=0.5 O & X OAHT IR
B R IME (REZE) 1E, 0.0v72% 2.87kN,3.01kN(-13.6%), 0.2v,7% 3.84kN,4.05kN(-4.9%),
0.5v,7% 5.53kN,/'5.39kN(3.8%) T > 72. 0.0 D3 HRAAEDIKE <, 02v; 0.5vDINREIZ FHIFRIC
— BT HEABF Oz, ZAUL, woMEINT D & RRIEREIC IS 1T D PN R Bah i 2 S35
TLERY, VaEBETHIETEWTHRBENGEZ OND Z EEREBLTND. —7, 0.0v

BralE, MBS HIRT 2 B RE, RO T, 36 32O KEESE 23R 23 3R S 4050
T AT DITREEMIER LI L B2 BID. vl Ko THREED KRR 1 A3 5478 5 Z L i
%,ﬁ@%@%@ﬁﬁivyﬁé@8®@ﬁ®ﬁﬁ%%F%WUWOKMW%UU&®@%
ZEY, wOREEZ TR WT RGN D EHfF SN D.

LLED X510, SHnMERT 288 OFZAEA FEM IC X VR Hhiud, IEEFHD
£ 9 7R A A R ML A (EBNC R L7 < &b, S OBERTE A 1R 5 2 & AVATRE
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Fig.4-17 Relationships between fracture probability and strength of OH specimen.

2%, 4.8.2 THATZRIERGRAFHIAIZ AT, X5 0& 25 Lo OO m ks 25
ZTYHTE D Z PRI,

46 ¥ B
e AR, IR, K& S, BIUEMEROR22 SGP RBR A & V-5 BR % ki

LUA TIAREE TG Uiz, E72, AIRERMAT & U A 7VfaHI iS5 < EVT 25 L7z

FETHEEREEE L, AILRABRIRO 5 9ERBRIC X 0 FRIEOZ Y VE 2 BGE L7 fE RO B % LL

TICEEDD.

(@) SGP @ 3 sihiFalER, 4 Slhf5ER, B L OSIERBROME, MEMMMIVA T AT ay
R CHEELS, UA TIUREIT 5.8 105 17.6 ThoTo. SE L UA 7UREKIE, #lifES
FELEOMENS S Z WL L. £, SGP OMIEII-HENREZA L, AR
FOFNERENTIE CTHIIRIREE, 4 slphiFoREE, 3 slnh i FomEE ONEICAEMREE A3 % < 7 5
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(b) SGP DFEAFEAFERATxE LT EVT 28 U, MEARTEE A3 v A 20 AHE & ikl
DOERAFEIR LTz,

(c) APREEZFMMT & EVT 2] U7 iR PHNE RS L, MESHR 2B U 7oA LR D
FIER A AT S ToRE R, THUEIZ K925 EBRIEDFRZIE, 0.0y 23-13.6%, 0.2v 23-4.9%,
0.5v, 7% 3.8% Tod 1, MM IZ X HFHIIC TR M B35 2 & 2 L.
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F5E EEMRCHIEEaEMOTENRE
% B L 1= 2 8h58 B 5T

5.1 # B

SFRP 1%, R BIIE DFIF, MHEMIET, Jo X UMD 5| E Hh & 2 B M MERE 2R L,
BRI DL DD E BB TRE WO R ORWHE CHRINCE L2 HE1H D, %
D=, HEAOFERT 7> BT DAV RIREE 2 e & U O G A 1T 72 9 2 CHEEEHE
M2 IR 5 720 ORIE & EYRGRER & 4 0 IR T BN H -T2, I HIZ, SFRP OFREILHD
T W LR MR T 5720, MRIOEHENERIE 252 bH 5. Lo T, SFRP
DR E) 4 PRAE U COREERRG M Rl LRI AR I 5 92 &1, BRFE 2 X S Al %
ZEWCHEBESRNRD EWVWX D, I T, 5% O SFRP - OFEEHNINCK ST 5720, [EEkE
DRI IEZBIRE T2 Z LN E L,

—IRRNHEEDL, BRI RO AT 22T 1D SIS S b S b, MR kb
FTRRFVESZ OFHMEITEES FE03 @ T, HIFRHEHM RS TWD. SFRP 255 L L
7249t & LClE, Moosbrugger & Quaresimin &0 7 /L— 72 X > CTRE NI fEE LT
%[55,75,76]. BEVEAES~OEAZ B E LI bOREL, BT Rt AR Y 7 I R
RO 2 SRR & o TRORFEHIRD hZeskBr i 2 /ERL L, #h5[5R-1a U OfLA AT
(2 X D ZMIRERHEICONTRRTWD. Bli5[iRE AT Y MY & 5 2 TR DN T,
MATIES ARG O EZFTHEL T\ 5. LvL, SFRP O~HESNRN Sllsh 1238 &
(ET R R U CIIFZEHIs R 72 7200,

ARETIE, a7y a VKBS SGP OHiil/e b NS Ll & N2 1) 5 90 &
BL, ZOHEDFIZOWTHRET 5. £9, 38, 4 88007, BLOBIEEY - ATV
BB A RE T TV, Bl OMEL U A 7 /VRERHIENT L, WEETRE L A2hARE & o
BIRIZOWTER LS. £z, BIED - AL VARSI S SGP OIRE % Tsai-Hill i
HEWETERL, EVT 2T 2 FEEREL, TOAMEERNICHERT 5.
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5.2 HEMHSKIUHERSEE
5.2.1 HERA#H

SGP Dfflflk% Table 5-1 (TR, H 7 AfHEIL B B CS-6-SK-406 (kiR omm iR
10um) %, RRABIARITXEME LME 7 = 7 — VR (B SRR T3ER) 2 Wiz, v & 0%, 20%,
50% (LAF, 0.0vy, 0.2vy, 0.5v &7 d) O 3FHE LC, KX 300mm, % 300mm, 350K
JE30mm D/ M AT Ly g AETHIE LTz, BOBSRIEDE, BRI 140~160°C, 4
AU T) 20MPa, RELRFRH] 2508 & L7z,

522 BREAE

RETIL, g HWEERICBT 2MEL 55720, 3 5#F GPF), 4887 @PF), 5l
D, ALy, BLOBIEY-RLY ZlAabE iz =R (8 25C) CFEMm L7z, 7k
1, TATESME AR U 0 AR EE (MTS €7 /1 858, filifif 8 +25kN 72 5 NT
ALY FV7 220N *m) ZfEH L7z,

fT R O Z Figs-1 17, iR B oR S L, Eb, BLOES hik, %
AUS0mm, 10mm, FBEOSmm & L7z, BEIE, 5.2.1 TER L2 Lo MG, IBREC
A U 7o N Y BN & # Y ER i OFATEE & 3 7 O ORFEI 21TV, 4 vloxh LT 3 sy
GPR)FRER T2 20 K, 4 SHITAPRRERA D 15 A2 ENZNE0 L. 7oA~y ROE
AGEEETY, 1.0mm/min & L, Fig.5-1(a)8 L ObWIRT X 512, SMUA g Ly % VW C 3PF
BLOUPF BB A NG L7-. = 2T, s JISK7017[32]% 7213 ASTM D790[33] CHELE X
D L/ h>16 LD &, ARV L/ k=613 2T, XHESBIC L THITHREIC
KT B AN SOEEERE LT2[2930]#5 58, AR SOEIT R RIC K TR
INENWZ EERMER LTz, Ik, ANUVHORBOMENE, BEROFMEICEL OO TND.

WIZ, GIRED - T 0 A REBRIZHES U7 sl i ORIk % Fig.5-2 12779, Table 5-2
%, AR OHENT A= ZBB L TURLTEBY, 7Y v FEOER D, 77— 80
ERd, BEIXOBRBRAOS—Y DRI L, 7V vy 7T DRI L, &K L, BIOEDO¥HERT
5. WEFHNREICKHT 2 RBRIKDOKE SB LA E— ROFBEZHERT 5720, HE
BERZ ¢4, ¢5, BLOPI25 & LI=FB A 200 HUNMT L7z, AR OF OIS 4
HFURBUC OW TR L2 & 24, BEl-HE R ITHHIGE LT 1.03~1.08 LFHESNZ[B31]DT, 7
4 Ly NOBE~ORENIIECE D Ll Lz, MEARMSIEE LT, s o &

RVt 2y, BB FEEROREIZE W TRATIGE v (= nde)Ad, 1/0 (Fizal V),
-94 -
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Table 5-1 Configuration of SGP materials

Component 0.0vy 0.2vy 0.5vy
Glass Fibre [%] 0 20 50
Phenolic resin  [%] 70~85 55~65 30~35
Phenol [%] 1 1 1
Hexametl.lylene (%] 3 3 3
tetramine
Rock wool [%] 10~20 10~20 10~20
Zinc stearate [%] 1.0~2.0 1.0~2.0 1.0~2.0
Force
Force L,=10 ——
RS

R2 150 R2
1

(a) Three point flexural specimen

v
L | | ]
7%2 1,30 Q\ b=10

b=10

(b) Four point flexural specimen

Fig.5-1 Schematic diagrams of the flexural specimens.

Torque, T

Axial force, F'

-

Torque, T’

Axial force, F'
—_—

Fig.5-2 Schematic diagram of the round bar specimen for tensile-torsion combined test.
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Table 5-2. Specimen dimensions in round bar specimens.

Specimen Diameter Length Shoulder fillet
ID D d L L; Ly Radius, R
g4 6 4 25 15 60 20
$5 6 5 25 15 60 20
$12.5 23 12.5 60 25 190 30
Unit; [mm]
V&P +2=10 [MPa/s] (5-1)

11, 2/1, BEXO 0/1 (MGIE D )ORRZmET 5 L 25 Lz, ZolkE, E-DIZEKS
TRMFHREEG, ©) 2% 10MPa/s &72% K O ICHimmlE Lz, RBdi, ABpgiRe 77 F =
T—Z A RE LT,

AR, SEM (S-4700, ANiA T2 7 oo—XH) & W CRER T O 2822 LT,
SEM BIERNC T £ m 2 ANy XY v LCa—T 4 7 L.

5.3 HEBHERLIUER

5.3.1 WMHEEHBRER

BRBROICTTHE T EEZ LI FIZEET. £, 4PF 0TI owrld, RG2)ICL-TEHEZH
b, 22T, FITREBAICO N ARETHH. (5-2)IE, Li=0 £iE< Z & T3PFRABRF O
TS T) ospr TR TE D, £, AR O5IRIET) o (33(5-3), 2L VIS 12135
G-HZL-THZLND., ZIZT, TIHFRLY L7 THS.

3F(Ly-Ly)
O4pF= —th2 (5-2)
4F
OTen™ — 5 (5'3)
nd
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16T
T (5-4)

Fig.5-3(a) & (b)l%, 3PF & 4PF O HiE-AArdi#iz <9 F£7=, Fig54 & Figs5-51%, 5l
SR AN & R U D b a0 0 HEERIIRO vARTEME 2R v T O RIS A
b7, TRTOMBNARERI KR 2R Lz, Mo AEL, BIERAZ#EZ 5
EOTNINS L Tpo T, RAFEICE LI ERITHMICE 7.

Fig. 5-6(a) £ (D)IZ" T L 512, SGP OFER T ~HEIZI 1T D58 DURAFHEIE, SIRIETI-OF A
HifR & A VIS -AERIC Lo ThEA s D, 26 DifE, v AT IR
Br7p b ONCHREER & R U@ 2R Lz, 618, B OEZEEINT 5122541 7T, 5lIEY
BLORU Y BEREINRAT 5 2 & b Sz, Zh b ORI, mEAMERIZ LS
T, SGP OIRENHEHREZEETH L TEHTEX L L2RBLTN5.

Table 5-3 1%, % v IZd1T D3BRES L PHYIREE AR L CRd. RHITHBWT, BRIRH
Verld, B9 2 EIC K> THESNZHLDOTH S, KIS, Fig. 5-7 1%, FH5RE & Bk
FEOBMRZ TR L, HEASNVEIIREL opae %, BEEIASTRBR A R4 779, 3PF 72 & ONT 4PF O
BRI IRRE Ve e B L O Vg apr 13, BIEHIFRZES S HIFE— 2 MR BN X(S-5)72 5
NZG-6IZ L > TRHR &SNz, bR OB AT, EEIcB W THlIRIN I &Rl
VISR —RRIZEE LTS RE LT, XG-7)THEAE L.

Vg, 3PF— th2/2 (5-5)
Vg apr=bh(L+L,)/2 (5-6)
Vg, Ten™ Vg, Tor— ndzL/4 (5'7)
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1000 1000
BOO | 800
& &
R B e S0y 8 600
5 S
- T—o2 -
] v “Vr <
S 400 foo et E 400
L e L
o ot F\\\ =
200 p----frt et L — 200
0 ! ! 0
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0 0.2 0.4 0.6
Displacement [mm] Displacement [mm]
(a) 3 point flexural (b) 4 point flexural
Fig. 5-3 Relationships between flexural force and displacement.
8000 25
N 20
6000 - 0.5vp =
0 o 15
2 . =
S 4000 F--ce e =)
- R 8
2 _-" N\ < 10
ﬁ 2000 F-----/F-- ;7,’,f ,,,,,,,,,, (,),Q‘if, ,,,,,,, %
’/ @ 5
//
0 N S N N Y T T N N S Y T T T Y S Y | 0 S N S S S T S S SR S SR S SRS S S
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
Displacement [mm)] Torsional angle [rad]

Fig. 5-4 Relationships between tensile force Fig.5-5 Relationships between torsional

and displacement in ¢12.5 tensile test. torque and angle in ¢12.5 round-bar test.
100 100
— = 4.0
S 80 t \;"54 0 £ 80 | ¢
=) =)
2 60 | £-950 2 60t , ﬁ
E Tens1le g II’ I
‘B 40 ” force || ‘@ 40 I
=] ,/ =
S - \ 4125 ‘ \ RS Torsional
~ i torque
20 | L ‘ 20 \Qﬁ
0 1 1 1 O |
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 0 5 10 15 20
Tensile strain [%] Torsion angle [deg]
(a) Pure tensile mode y=0/1 (0.0v,) (b) Pure torsional mode y = 1/0 (0.0v,)

Fig.5-6 Specimen size dependence in round-bar specimens.
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Table 5-3 Test results of SGP for various loading modes.

Loading mode vy Number of samples Averaﬁzpsgength Standaac/ilg:;iation [Hll/;ig]
0.0 20 80.5 6.7 8.9
Three point flexural 0.2 20 88.7 6.2 6.1
0.5 20 128.1 8.3 9.2
0.0 15 73.0 5.7 33.9
Four point flexural 0.2 14 84.7 6.8 26.9
0.5 15 116.3 7.4 34.0
0.0 - - - -
¢4 tensile 0.2 3 70.3 6.0 314.2
0.5 72.7 1.7 314.2
0.0 - - -
@ 5 tensile 0.2 3 62.5 2.9 490.9
0.5 3 62.0 7.7 490.9
0.0 6 37.6 6.4 7419.8
¢ 12.5 tensile 0.2 6 45.1 5.2 7471.6
0.5 6 60.5 6.0 7393.8
0.0 3 56.3 1.8 61.6
@ 4 torsional 0.2 3 81.7 2.7 51.6
0.5 3 80.1 2.2 62.6
0.0 3 58.0 6.1 96.2
¢ 5 torsional 0.2 3 75.6 1.1 80.7
0.5 3 77.3 5.0 97.9
0.0 2 40.3 16.9 1442.9
¢ 12.5 torsional 0.2 2 49.2 32 1210.8
0.5 2 58.9 9.0 1467.9
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140
e
120 l
5 r
= ~‘.~
= S 2 T-E
= 80 Tt
) 60
E v, | 3PF  4PF
= :
= 40 00 | © o
02 | o @
20 05] ¢ 8
0
he 103
Specimen volume [mm?]
(a) Flexural strength
140
, 44 $5 9125
= 120 o 000D A
5 021 e ®m A
2100 05 le w4
=
e A
% 60 T 1)
> U T
o TT1A
20
0
102 v B
Specimen volume [mm?]
(b) Tensile strength
140
T ed g5 gi2s
= 120 2| o @ a
2, 100 a2 = 4
on
5 80 r smes
T
[ o= S RN RSN
0 e T -] T-A
Z 40 11
-
0
L - 104

Specimen volume [mm?]

(c) Torsional strength
Fig.5-7 Relationships between average flexural, tensile, and torsional strengths and specimen
volume.
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Fig.5-7 (R X912, FlBRf OV L, fEARTRRIC X & 35 BR A R 3
DIZONTIR T 5. ZOM[EMIE, SGP OMEENGERA HEAEE L 2T UL —ERIIHRE
THIENTERNWI EERBLTWAD, ZHOOHAIE, Hashemi [211& Wang [22]I12 & -
THHE SN TWED, 50 LB 15 L OBIRITEYICHA S TR 5, MG
HWHTE DIFEITEH I TV, S5, TRTORBRAIIMEAMEXOENICE S
PMEIERREE 27 U7, AR RBERRIIC SOUN T, 5198 Y Rk 4 Fig.5-8(a), 1T RkET % 8(b),
BLORUVBIEEL 8(IZENEILRT D, WTILh & RUIRKR IS H AN EEIERE L
Tz,

Tensile force ’ Tensile force

(a) Typical tensile fracture (¢ 4 tension, 0.5v,)

Crack tip

Flexural-compression side

=

Flexural tension side
10mm
——

Crack initiation

(b) Typical flexural fracture (4PF, 0.2v,)

Torque

Shear fracture

10mm
—

(c) Typical torsion fracture (¢ 5 torsion, 0.2v,)

Fig.5-8 Macroscopic fracture morphologies of the specimens.
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Fig.5-9 1%, Bl 3B A O SEM i m@lasfE a3 . BMEEEIERIZ L 5 &, SGP Ok
RUE, REFTIIEFAEL TORNZ E0 D, WEIKEAEINTH 2 LHES Sz, £z,
REMBIIR 11328 < OMIHMES | S T IT B HERR Sz, kD35 X 8T BT BNTIE SR 34
U7eloth, KW ERIERICRKIIS N F A & TBE G EEMRLL, RLEEBE L&
FBEAOND. ZOX ) BRAEMIE A Z MM ENT, U A 7UVIBEERH R MICNE D T &
PABITND., FREOFERIZE D &, SGP O-HEZ RN W EAFRE & BRSNS
ENREESI TS, LA >T, SFRP O, VA T/ERET WZEES< EVT IZ &
STHETE D EZZLND.

54 A TILETIVIZED L HEaHAEMT

5.4.1 SGP OF#HITHEFERFER
BATITBNTC, 28T A—F UL TAGAE AV THREZEI L. FRBc L >
BONTEREE, G- THEZBND 2T A—Z UL TN TESND. 22T,
BRI IZAE L DI0T), oo lIREREL, m XV A 7R E KT AR OIBIHRE o 2%
S DM Py, NG9 TERDOINDIAT AT I 7ECIVEV YT, 22Tk
(ES/AN P - S R Vs Tt O e T A

P(o)=1-exp [— (;())m] (5-8)
Pi= % (5-9)

SGP MED T A 7L 71w M % Fig.5-10 123, BUTRT X 91T, RT3 5 SGP
BREDT A TN T ay MY, frEARERICERR SBERER RSN, 20—, AT
JAFE m (I EARTHRRIC L > TEBI L. BNV A T3 T A —% % Table 54 (TR
T 125 SIIERBROYGA1X 5.8—102 TH Y, #HTFHBROLGEIL13.5—17.5 Tho7lz. Th
O OFERIT, EWHRE L ZOIX b oA, WEAMEKSN, WA -HE B wItkFET S
ZELERETLEDENRD.
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Fracture probability [%]

99.9
99 7 LT
90 dhu
il
50 T B
Jild
10 /. A ./
A 12.5
vy t"i nsile 3PF 4PF
1 00 ® 58 O135 @14.1
02 A 81 Al6l1 Al157
05 W102 0175 H176
0.1
10 100 1000

Fracture strength [MPa]

Fig.5-10 Weibull plots for SGP tensile and flexural strengths.
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Table 5-4 Weibull parameters obtained by 3PF, 4PF, and ¢12.5 tensile mode

Scale parameter oy Shape parameter m

Loading mode vy Number of samples

[MPa] [-]
0.0 20 83.6 13.5
3PF 0.2 20 91.5 16.1
0.5 20 131.9 17.5
0.0 15 75.6 14.1
4PF 0.2 14 85.9 15.7
0.5 15 119.7 17.6

0.0 6 40.4 5.8

@ 12.5 tensile 0.2 6 46.8 8.1
0.5 6 63.2 10.2

5.4.2 SGP ~OEZMETEEIRD AT REDRE

5.4.1 Tik~7- X 91T, SGP OFHAUMREI XM EAMMKRITEKTET 2 Z LA MER Sz, 372
bbb, SGP O, WBRA-NEZEE LARTIE, —BMICIET D Z LNk, &
BT, SGP OHEMFIIMHERAMENIZL BN & bR ST,

SRS DR E EVT TRt T & U, IS oflr s X OSHES R 2B 8 L= LAMED
b OMELRENEOND EEZBND. T IT, Kix e EARHROME R T 5k
RBa2 T A TIVEHEERICEE S EVT A L, ZOZSMEC W THRET L7z,

ADDHER LTS MDA L T DEEDERFEIZINT, RED 2 /NTA—=FTUA 7)1
O34 PLBNE, AL CWDIET o, RERN o, EHEL T DR Vo, KL THT 4718
T A=K myEANTRGS-10)TET I ENTE D, Fio, AR Ve, RFIET on &
WTHG-1)THEZ NS, BEOXEEET DL, 8E o & e DHIE, X(G-12)IT7RT L9
(AR DEINATE Ve & Ve DELD mo Tl L < 72 5[13,21].

72, BVTIZ LU, KGR ENTZ L DT VerlZI1T 5 SGP 38EE X, LEAREICHIT
L o0BEUmIZBEALTHEOLND. I TIEEHOZD V& 1.0mm® &ARE L7z, HEF T
(ZE Y mo, oo DTFRNEZ R T M & GoDIEZETZ. 2O OHEEEZNG-12ITRAT S &,
SGP DR o1 & Ver & DEIRITE, A (5-13)DETHRED.
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fxo)=1-exp[-(£%)m°£% (5-10)
Vo= f (i)mOdV (5-11)

o V. o

2 ff1 "0
0_1:<V:ffz) 6-12)

1
m=80(£;>m0 (5-13)

i FEER, SIRERER, FL 0L 0 RBRICHE S NT-RBR T OF AL, Thein(5-14),
(5-15), BLU(S-16) [28lIC L - TRz, 7ok, K(S5-14)%, Li=0 L& Z & T 3PF il
R D Vegrape BROBILD. 7286, A(5-14)DHHOEFET, FHERICH L. FRABROA LK
T Ve, MTREEZZE LT, HEINHAIZESWT 0.01mm OFEE CFE S,

bh(L,+ipL
_ (z my 1) (5-14)
elEAFP 2 (71g+1)2
nd*
Vett Ten™ e L (5-15)
2 nd
v, (5-16)

o™ =y a

NG-1) TR LI K 2SS A R 0BRA D Vel L, £ DIE T 0 & REIETT oxn DEE mo
FTDHZLICL S TROOND. ZD7=8, JEIEF R D D3 OF AR, B RFE
E0 /NS BRDEEEDRHD. Lo T, KETHW BB D Vg 23K 6D 2 55125(5-
15) 5T 25813, Ve ZIAKFHIT 2 WTREMED & 5.

Fig.5-11 1%, or & Ve DEMRZ WIERRX ETE L7Z EVT © 2 F 7%~ 9. EVT F¥— b
1%, Table 5-3 (2R L7cikBRAE ROWFRE L Vg e 72w b UTHERR L 72, BB D Ve I3,
RG-1YPHRG-IOWTTR LT L I m ZHVWTEETEX S, 20L& mlE, WMELAMK
& ORRE R L CHEET D HERH 5. 3, —FH072 molZxt L TR Z 5 %,

WIZ, WX BB T o & Ver & ORREZ /N FITPIL, HE meD7 4 v T 47
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B RoT=. 2 LT, —Rillem 7 1 v T 4 7 ST R AR O mo 12— 5 &
TG L7z, K OEBIL, 3PF, 4PF, 1L U12.5 51HERER A O IZ ISV TR 7=
SGP DEHEEMZ/RT. 708, ¢4 B & ¢5 BRI, SRET — X 0D 7o =729l
FEIEIZHWTOW W, L NTHEE Y A 7 /URE % Table 5-5 [ZHHL L TR

EVT F¥— MIRSINTWD L9, #@allph & g5 il oniR0 B X0t v i,
Ve \ZBfR7e < EHEEMRIC AT Lz, LLEICK Y, WEAMRRICBERZR <, SGP Ok
FEIXEVT THREDZ 2R LT, 3725, EVT Z MW T SGP O—MlifffE % Tl TX %
VR D RIFFETIE, WHFHRE TR O/ NT X —H B L 06 %, BB & far AT
MR EEZELZEAEDOTA TR E B LT,

400
WO0.5v,: 7, = 8.3,5, =167.8MPa
|
= 200 3PF ;
£ 4PF $4 Tensile A0.2v, :im,=102,5,=110.3MPa
= = - / ¢S5 Tensile -
$ 100 — 2 ) 00.0v, 17, =83, 5, =105.9MPa
E 1 Rl
g‘) 80 /N ! B u
2 o - n
2 60 C
g
2 40
3
= 4 Torsional: ¢ 5 Torsional
: ¢4 oo CIS
20 @12.5 Torsional - ¢12.5 Tensile
10
100 10! 102 103 10*

Effective Volume V_; [mm?]

Fig.5-11. Relationship between fracture strength and effective volume obtained by the EVT.

Table 5-5 Determined Weibull parameters for calculating an arbitrary effective volume.

v iy 5, [MPa] Vo [mn’]
0.0 8.2 105.9 1.0
0.2 10.2 110.3 1.0
0.5 8.3 167.8 1.0
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5.5 BlaRY-1a L YISCHIBIZE T HHEMEEDKRE

5.5.1 ZBEIRERE

4 23BN T SGP DFREEE, BB ICH T DM EMANIC L 5T EVTICHED 2 L 2R L
7o LU, REEROISIPIREEIE, BIZIE, SR & U V))& D3RG ST L
NFZEHEINDDOR— I TH L. 20X 57, 5lEY ALY G TS IREE
ZBIF ARENHEEET T L & LT, X(5-17)0 Tsai-Hill BRIEIEHE[25]2 8 5. AHi Tl
SGP D¢ 12.5 MAERER A DI51HRIS T & AT 0 ST 2 G DR T BRI L7z & v S BLss
5 SR HHE SOV TR 5.

L2y (5-17)

ZIZTXETIE, MEHEEERNCB T 28RV LR L VRS EZRL, o & mld, GRS
J1ER LV IETERDT. TRHEXF1BLO121E, 5IERVISIOF B LR T YISO
FzZNEIUR L CWA. Figs-12 1%, o P ko7 a v ks S-S 71350 SGP O
FUBEAE R R, S5, BN, B OWHNE, RG-IDCE > THEZ LI 0.0v,, 0.2v,
BILOOSyOMEDOTRE G2 TRV, B DBEHRICIEN 2 5T, HATIShty %
L TWS. Tsai-Hill BEHEEAEIL, v DI ONTHER SN TWD Z ERbnd. fE-o
C, Tsai-Hill IZBHEFAEIC L - C oo Pl LD y £ vIC L O TREEHEE T 5 2 LAVR
STz,

55.2 AMAEEEERLI-5IHELQLYHESEREDTA

ATETE TITR72 K 91, SGP I, AR & TSR OME IO SE R RSz, &
27T, SGP Z MWW MHIERFHIBW TIMEERED TS DX 2 0B ET HLERDH L. S
B2, SGP DG IPRIEZE FHMT 2 720121, SIS &R T VIS IREEOm FIZHT 5
AR ZZRE L 2T UT e b7, £ ZTAREITIE, EVT 23¢12.5 515RaRER A ORIErIRE 4
THF 22 HBHE LT, Tsai-Hill BARIEHEZ W8 LWEHET 7' 7 — 220 Tk
%. BEVTIZEIUZE, ok Ver & ORRITARTET— FIKFE L7V, £2T, ¢12.5 51ERED
oL & s DBR%E, EVT IZEB T D EAMROENEBE LN D U A 7 Uk % T
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Fig.5-12. Relationship between axial strength and torsional strength by the Tsai-Hill criterion.

THIL 72, 2(5-15), (5-16)ZG-INTRATHZ LIZXY, X, T, migDERZFLIRT 52 (5-
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Ciz L G200 607, ZZ2TXIE, RGE-1)TEHEZLND LI o EEMTHD LK
E L7z, SGP D Veg & B & L TAEIE Tsai-Hill SEEERLHEL, Fig.5-13 1%, ¢ 12.5 3BT O T
& ERERDREN TN,
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Fig. 5-13 Modified Tsai-Hill failure criterion described by relationships between axial tensile

strength and torsional torsional strength measured at various fibre volume fractions, vy, in ¢ 12.5

specimen

WIEMETH D Z L aRm L TWD. WL, §liRA L D HEEISIPIREBIZE T 5 SGP D
TR, wIZTA TR TA—=Z E@NT 52 LI i TTFHTHZ LN TES. ALY
SREEIE, Tsai-Hill BHREEICESWT—BRICEHE SN, BIRVBEL U A TANT A=
1T, EVT Ik > TikESh 5.

VDS 0%~50%DHFPHIZISIT 2 SGP ORWHRE Y, EVT Z /72 2 LIk v akBrA~HE
IREBEUICRE TR TEL T LAVRE IS, 22T 7 —Fi%, SGP 123
T2 ONRIEFICES TH Y, JEROBFE26] THE L STV e X 512 Bk EtE 72 SFRP
F LB E R AR BT DRI 2R AR D 2 E N AREE L e, SHER A B LT SGP
OFRETFRFIREL 725, BESNTELMENT 22 LT, REFEIT 8o SGP MET —
Z5 SGPBEARIH T L bAlREL 2D,

5.6 % B
RETIE, ar7Lyya  l]iBETER I 7 SGP D583 5 ~HERWEL 200 & )T
L7z, 97, MR I KIET v, 72 D NS E A AR O A A FHG§ 5 72 ®, 28R T 3PF,

4PF, BLOMIEY AUV MAERERAZ N LTz, ZORmIILL T O L 9 IZEHEND.
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THITHDIZHEN TH -T2,

FlaRAA L VAR TIRBIC I T 2 ¢12.5 B8RRI OIME 43 Hli T 5 72, ARhAE A
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FOE MHESHEBMOTEIRZREIC
%R L 1= SFRP D54 F il

6.1 # B

SFRP D FIE & LT, kiR md L OWkHER S 0434 & B LI A HIOE 2RI
HIFFENEL < U BTV 5. Mortazavian & Fatemi [1]1%, 2 DO FEflHETR L2 m] ¥4 HE
D5 RZREN RIF T FT7 M & AR DR 2 EEIZ LV B H2NMZ LTV D[], SIRFRED
THNCEE L C, MR X3 X OSRHERL IR /04T & AR M ORI & 2 0F Lo EE A IR
EENTWA[2-7]. Fu 5[8-11]i%, FOD (Fiber Orientation Distribution; #HERCIF4347) & FLD

(Fiber Length distribution; ##ffER5340) OFERET L ZHEE L T\ 5. FOD 35 L UVFLD 134
IR CR I, HEREHR & FEBRIC K VRO L7z SFRP DR VEHMEAREL D2 Y PEA
MR I TV B[9,12-14]. —J5, Kang H[7, 1511, AR & o MR PG 2 /LA A bW - i
THIFEERREZL TS, Fo, UERICEIT 28HEENE, FOD & FLD Z K& < A+
%724, SFRP DO LM< 8T 5. 07, BHIERERITICE T 278 LG &
ILTCUN5[16-18]. Bermonte ©1%, X #f CT EIC X 25 V& Ve 2B/l L C, I Afn
TIZBT DA T AFEHETRILAR Y 7 X ROHEEIBU KIZTHRHE DM OB O TR LT
WH[19]. 2D & E, EEROMHMIEGE 2 AIREFRVEZ L VBT /UL, IS L TV D,

AL ST TR/ L 91T, SFRP OFHUTRE L, FRIRCHEIKTFT 2720, SBM
BHOEH SN DRERET 70 —F I L > THEET 2 Z 138 L V. LasL, SFRP OER)
BATBET B WS 13RO TR BTV S, De Monte[20]1%, 3 /KIEDIRIE 243 % FEilkkEra(k
GFRP OHHAIERZBIE L, SHHARICK LT 8 HIiZtl v H U 7o ikl i 4 HEFRiIRtER1C
g2 Z LI X0, BB RIETRES LIREOFEZ T\ 5. Fiz, Hashemi
BRINE, HHAY S Ek#ET R GFRP D59 Y & #5238 Ty, V=L R A
VR AT T B S HENROBLE TG L TV D, SBIT, VA TNANT A —F[22])%
WATAZEICED, SRS LTS B ORFEEAET 52 2R L TND.
Wang 5[23]1%, B722% %A XORERF % H - ki GFRP Z #0936 K OME F7 58 It L,
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SENRAFHE L T D, L LR S, Zis OFfEFIE E 7o G s aH oI — i i
AENTEHT, FEMFRIC Lo T SFRP W OMMERFDIRIZRETHSH. T, Hi
ARTRER T O NI VEI RSOV TR ERLEERELHRE L, AIFE2M0 RS Z L TfF
FEVEZ TR D ONBFETH 5. AFETIL, SFRP OUEFHIIRIE & T35 7= O O # TR
IR FIEERET D, £7, BEREE AR IR B A 2l L, i, 51k, BXUn
CORBAICHE LT, VA 7 UGBS IS X, RMRIIE O~HEh R A — BB L 7.

Z LG, EIEEERNCRB O THENR & Tsai-Hill BB IEHEZ M A A DY, ZMEERGET 5.

6.2 EEBAFE
6.2.1 HERA#MH

SGP DA EH#RL ZHE P LT Table 6-1 (9. A7 AflHEIT H AR CS-6-SK-406  (HER:
6mmHERE 10um) %, FATEIISIZBELME 7 = 2 — Vs (A bk TR 2 M-, =
YTy va VIRIBIEIZE D, v Y 0%, 20%, 50% (BLT, 0.0v,, 02v,, 0.5v&RET)D 3 Fl
L 725 K OICR S 300mm, F 300mm, 35 K OMWRE 30mm OFARAMER L7, BB,
BHUREED 140~160°C, ML) 20MPa, FE{LIRFE] 250s & L7z, 7245, RPIITMER &5
ARwbRDOLTND.

6.2.2 ERRERERAE L ERMEREIC X ST

7 DT EAMEROME Z 5T 5729, 3 s FHERGPF), 4 siiF@PF)RER, B &
CHIEYD ALY OMEFRBRZ =R T CEm L. BRI, 7 e 2~y FREMREDN
1.0mm/min 72 5 ONZZA U Y AEEEAS 0.017 rad/s DZALHIET CITo 72, aRBREEE 1T, EXIME
P —RAG IR U Y B EMTS 7 /L 858 ; A7 =50 mm, EASHHHTE E25kN, EHAL
0 AREE270°, BIOVEMKAQ LD hL7 £220N - m)Z2FH L7-.

WL OB IOV TIE, i35 FEM fTHE RO 2 MEEd 5729, DICIZL
3T OTHREEITo 72, AFETIE, GOM +LASBRFE L 7= pa FH o Mg AH BEEFHI o A
7 2 ARAMIS 4M™ Z-ffif U7=. #ESHEHEE Somm O L2 X% 2 R385 L, B Rmloxd
HFABFAEEN 257 LD L OITRRE LTz, T A T OfMEEEIX 2048 pixel X 2048 pixel Th 5.
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Table 6-1 Configuration of SGP materials.

Fibre volume fraction, vy 0.0 0.2 0.5
(Fibre weight fraction, wy) (0.0) (0.36) (0.63)
Glass Fibre 0 20 50
Phenolic resin 70-85 55-65 30-35
Phenol 1 1 1
Hexamethylene Tetramine 3 3 3
Rock wool 10-20 10-20 10-20
Zinc stearate 1.0-2.0 1.0-2.0 1.0-2.0

Unit : [%]

JERESE, B S 30 mm, 15 24 mm, 38 K OVEE 25mm Th Y, i) B2 2/VE0349 0.015mm
Thotz. FHIRENCEGANTIZIE, ARAMIS ¥ 7 b Y =7 v6.3.1-2 & fiz,

FRBRAIE, 6.2.1 THHI LIz V7 MEHEI UM L=, 819 1 UINC% 0B v
REIL, MTEEEL, HSRABREEZA O OUNTEHASAERBRAI CIRER T THHZ L%
fesE L7z, B TRRBR ORI ~Hk L i S E 4 Fig.6-1 (TR, 4PF IZPHIIR S8 Ly & Sl
ANUME LT, 3PFIXLi=0 & LTENENRBREZITo72. BRI ORI L, b, BLUORE
S hik, ENENS50, 10, BELOSmm Tho7o. gl e 2 U0 RBRoER A ~1E% Fig.
6-2 L Table 62 |\Z/RT. DOWAMER D, 7F—VHERd, &Kk L, BIOT—VES LD
AR 2T, SRV EEBRE TV RBRICAE L 7.

6.2.3 #iHRS LHHERAESMOHREAE
6.2.1 |25t SN 7=RBR OOV, FOD & FLD Z5HAl L7=. SRHERC S M o 13,

FUBHR A /N 7 ATEE L 724212 SEM 81Tk L, 72 2 VIEig 0~ B9 800 B o 7L OfglHE 4 BE
ZRE L. WESNZ ald, 0<a<w/2 OFFATEIL, BESMT L. RS0
WEIZBANTIE,  JISK7052[29]2 2 L, BABEEIC LD T A2 BRI bRt L7, B
REYIIE, SR Z2 VT 600°CIRFHS T Tkt 4 2 RFEIBERL L CHINE 2 BREBE S B 721k, Y
300 Yo VA BEERICHI L7z, 7238, fdERC A 36 KX OMR S 1%, WINROOF ver5.5 (Mitani co. ,
Ltd.)Z AW CHIE L7z,
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Compression force Compresswn force
=10 —*—

Eiu ] T m%&m|||
R Q|- P Q-

_ R2 | 1 R2
b=10 ‘ L=50

g

Unit: mm Unit: mm
(a) Three point flexural (b) Four point flexural
Fig.6-1 Flexural test conditions and dimensions

Torque, T D Torque, T
d
Axial force Axial force
R S [ _.@/ ______________________________ —_
WV Ly x/
L,

Fig.6-2 Round-bar specimens for tensile and torsion tests

Table 6-2 Dimensions of round-bar specimens

TP Diameter [mm] Length [mm]
D d Lo Ly
1 6 4 60 25
2 6 5 60 25
3 9 8 60 25
4 23 12.5 190 60

6.2.4 HRERZKIZEKSEITE T ORI
SGP DIREFHNEAMEEST 720, UA TAKEHIESO TR O EREZ RDT-.
ARAERNT, T RERR X OB ERBRICAV D IR OREBR T ThiuE, MRS
HASWTEN AN BHEGRFIFR RO D Z LR D. L L, WEMO L D 2B R
BlF, HEREE CIIA DR HET S 2 LIRS TRV, FEM B AA I TH
5. 22T, MR U723 O FEM fRIT 21TV, SR O A EATELZ F1H R T 5.
S5, TDORYME 6.2.1 THh~7= DIC & W CHiGET 5. Fig6-3 & Fig.6-4 1%, mhilfER
S & IR OABRERET L LRGN EZ AT, TR L, IROXIFME & RS
FEBE LT 14 BEROFRERET VEIER Lz, & 2 CHEARNOS LT EBES
D, MRERTE LV 2ET /b L, BEEMRIL p=0.2 O EiR 4 E#% L. B DE S
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Flexural force

oL 3, — Upper pin (rigid) GSP specimen (elastic)

>I

/U

Fixed in the x direction
as symmetrical
conditions

X reference point and the Fully fixed in the x, y, and z directions Y
rigid body 5

Contact with friction
coefficient u = 0.2

“&—Lower pin (rigid) !
Fixed in the x direction as

Reference point symmetrical conditions
Coupling between the

Fig.6-3 Finite element models for stress analysis in 3PF (as L; = 0).

Fully fixed in thewx, y, and z directions GSP specimen (clastic) ‘/Grip region

Torsional torque

Tensile
force

Reference
v Coupling between point

reference point and
5 grip regions
Fig.6-4 Finite element models for stress analysis under tensile force and torsion torque.

Table 6-3 Material properties for FE analysis

vr Elastic modulus [MPa] Poisson’s ratio
0.0 7,140 0.27
0.2 11,800 0.20
0.5 13,200 0.22

FHIREHRL, 10 FIL, BEE S LR OBMGEEIE, IG5 & AMERTEI R~ ERE L
TSEDONAT RAENT 30, BB RFTMHRE TR DORZ 30 EHRSEI LT
FlERF KO W aRBRA1E, SR ATEH S ORI DR ST 5 72 IS D9 Bk
FETITRTETMEL, Rpf s RICER Lo frEAR S & BB SRz 1 7Y
YW UL, R NERE SR, BFM, MEJM, BRLOMEESMIZ0.5mm & Lz, 2
FX, TU—7 T ARSI 1R 6 EROREFE Y E 32 (C3DSR) & H V-,

SRR T OIS TIFHRIE, MRVTET /U 20 AT 7% 7GR i A BRI AT 9~ 2 TRIEARIT & L
Te. BAT v AHET 2 FIT) & ARFE 2 E 2 B3R T LI L7z, Table6-3 1%, ¢12.5 #klR
T OBISRISI-OF Z D> B SR O T fFAT AT FH OTEPERFE A 7”3, 2 2 °C SGP OB
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FEHHMERAECE Uz, ISR, LA BRESRIEMT =2 — K (ABAQUS / Standard
™ v6-14) % A=,

6.3 HEREER

6.3.1 SGP OffR < LA RAESH

Fig.6-5 & Fig.6-6 I, 0.5v® SGP (T3 H#kHERL M & iR & ORFAY7e SEM BIZZEI% 4
Y. BRI X0 SR AR U 7235, 8 OMKEIL— 7B 3 2 8m 23, AUk
EROOREHEIT T o F AL DA 2T a7 v o VBN B SIS, LavL, AWFE Tt
Lizar 7Ly ya VRO a7 v o VIBREIIEREN 2 -T2 2, 2Lk
DIEFH 30mm & RKEDo7270D, a7 v /VIERENRFEIUCL o= EHERI LT, ZD7-8,
Z ZCHE L T2 SGP DRkBR I, fEI A IRIZ T o TS 7 > 4 AZE LTz &0 2 5.
MHEDO R 13, 2 oo PN THIE L, JRWEEFAIZ2NT TREIT 5 2 L 2VEE Sz, MRl
WX, NTZHFEE# O 2 ot N THIE Uiz, SFEmIMIELR L7277 7 A 7N2 20T, 2 /ot
WHEIZHEE LT a Z2HIE L.

Specimen longitudinal direction

Fig.6-5 Typical micrograph of fibre orientation morphology for 0.5vr.
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Fig.6-6 Typical micrograph of fibres after matrix resins had been burned.

Fig. 6-7 & Fig. 6-8 1%, #EatidT /> HHERI X417= FOD & FLD OfERS iz R LTEY, T
FIT A TN & RBAER A 2= 3. R OTIRZ i 5 2 Lic kv, EHEr
121X FOD & FLD (E v ZIAF L2 2 LM ERE S 72, Kang O [7]1%, SEBRIS L ORERGmfE
HriZ &Y FOD & FLD 23U A 7 Vo040 & IERDAMITIEE B L T oL 2 L amie L TE Y,
Fig. 6-7 & Fig. 6-8 DREZIAMIE,  SCHR[6, 7] THEE SAVTAER & REROMEM 2 7R L7z, iHERD

Y FES3A DR PR FE B Awyds K OWIHER: S ORERB R g()I, 0.2y, DRSS
T A =55 (6-1) & X(6-2) ITRATDHZ LTI > TR

iy

-2 (2)" e {-(2)] (6

m Q0

gD)=

2
(x-p2) } ’ 62)

V2msSD) T { 2(S.D.)?

FOD [8,25-28]DIRAEZ MUK T 728, H(6-3WZ L > TH X LI DMHERL /X T A —% f,
ZROTZ. ZIT, HRHERERNICR S TRFPHMIHTICHN E iz boREEE £,= 1.0, 7
VHE LG E =0 L LTRDIND. F, £=-1.01F, MHESmEANICTREIZEL A L7REE
ThHILaERT D, SOITHHEOTIEMIEL R DT HMBEE (o)L, LLTFICEER S5
(6-3a)~(6-3¢) &l I= T LB B 5.

1, =2(cos? a)-1 (6-3a)
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Fig.6-7 Frequency distribution graph of fibre orientations.
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Fig.6-8 Frequency distribution graph of fibre lengths.
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Fig.6-9 Typical stress-strain curves obtained by tensile tests in ¢12.5 specimens.
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Fig.6-10 Validation of FE model with material testing and DIC full-field strain measurements of
3PF in each vz
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Fig.6-11 Validation of FE model with material testing and DIC full-field strain measurements in
torsion tests for 0.0vr.
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Fig.6-12 Comparison of fracture morphologies in quasi-static fractures.
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Fig.6-13 Weibull plot of SGP.
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Fig.6-14 Flow diagrams to obtain fracture strength by considering size effects.
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Fig.6-15 Flow diagrams of V. calculations using FE simulations.
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Fig.6-16 Relationship between strength and effective volume of 0.0vrin SGP.
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Fig.6-17 Predicted fracture strength with function of Vesr and vrin SGP.
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FTE AMAFEEMRICEK S SFRP ORE
FPREOARKEICET HEE

71 ¥ 8

SFRP DOEESHEMREMIZ BT A0 & L CiL, MRMERLIA AR S 0 & B R LA A

(Modified Rule of Mixture) %1 H L7-WFFERR DL < @G STV B[1-8]. ITHFTIL,
BIHREE T R & 55 2 & T, FliZ BRI FRMEE DR & S EREEY OFFHTHRE R
e [ S TS OIS % I 5~ VT A - —)L CAE % W2 [9,101%0, X ## CT 14
ICE BB LT27 — 2 DS L7z 3 ook T — & & T FEM AT 24T\, AldsEni
EWET DT VAN T =T Y TR B EA TH H[11,12]. 26 ORI, #
MEZ2 SFRP DA T = X LOHEEIZIB W THRNIREFETE D D LHR SN DD,
BEMERORES AT I B9 2 BEF AN 2 CRtEREZ s @S EE L 7 723D, K 0 flifd)
O RRGTFIE AT O NEN D 5.

AGROCTUL, A & R, BB RS~ ORI ST D SGP O
SREEASHEMR N EAIR ORI A2 BB & LT, TREERFMIC RIZTRIE O, S0l 77 ReEaT
fili, BLORTA TVEFICIE DO TR 2 R IF T HED RISV TRR U T& 2. AET
IZ, SGP DIAEER T % WV 7-518RA U 0 AR5 b A7 SR A 2h AT Bl 2 1
L, ZOHMMEE —MMIEIZOWTIRRET 5.

7.2 HERAFO#MHHEIUVHREBRAE
7.2.1 HEROMH

SGPO#FHAKZ Table 7-1127%9".  H HFHHRICS-6-SK-406  (fHE R 6mm il#EE 10um) %, REAI 4
MR 7 = 7 — Ve (RSZABp T2ER) 2 MW, a7 by va URIBIEIC LD,
V& 0%, 20%, 33K T50% (BAF, 0.0v, 0.2v, 3850050 & 589) & 725 & 5 12300mm X 300mm
X 10mmOBH & fIZIN L LTz, iRE S ESRIREE140~160°C, 'L AJ£7)20MPa, 3 L
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Table 7-1 Material composition of SGP.

0.0vr 0.2vr 0.5vr
Component (%] (%] (%]
Glass Fiber 0 20 50
Phenolic resin 70~85 55~65 30~35
Phenol 1 1 1
Hexamethylene tetramine 3 3 3
Rock wool 10~20 10~20 10~20
Zinc stearate 1.0~2.0 1.0~2.0 1.0~2.0

Fig.7-1 Typical microscopic image of fiber orientation for 0.5vy

L] 250s & L7z, ER AN T4, REMHINFEZEERD LB L.

Polished observation side

Fig.7-1 1%, #%ik3 2 kil b O EERIZI T D etk OBEiHEDBL Mk &2 7~ 313
IRPESEEBIEE R TH Y, EED, REBRA OEFHMB IO IChZ>TT v & A

IZREm L TCWD 2 & Al L7z,
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722 BEERROM

KRBT LI AERBR A % Fig7-2 (R, a7 Ly a VAR LT BT 7 & B
9mm, K& 127mm OHEZEIH L7, #irm itz & S 60mm (2072 - TERE 6mm (20
TL7 ZkalBri RS, PRI RSO S L2 n K OITRINT L.

7.2.3 REAE

AUBRAGE L, BEAHEY — R A EERBRIEE (MTS 15 Model858", Hififif FE7¢ i+ 25kN,
V2 458 220N-m) Z AW, 3R, V=77 7 F 2= —ZIZ K D5RmE Ly m A R
n—7&, MITI7Fax—FIZLHR0LY M7 RO MELZTELT. FliRAQALY
AL, ABRAIEEEHOREICAECL5RICT) 6 LR L VIS 73, o FHEIZBWT, ME
WIS w (=n/00)78 10 (BHERT D), 2/1, 1/1, BLO0/1 (HEHBIE) D 4380 12501,
e R T2 & 0 IS AR (6, 1)3(T-1)DOBMRZ 7= & 5 (R E A HIE L 72[6,7].

V& + 1 =10 [MPa/s] (7-1)

724 DIC IZ&52BEHVTHHIE

SRS OFBNEREZ RO 5 72D D FEM T E T L OZ 42T 5 728, —HoRk
B Fri2oWWC DIC lE&#4T > 72, Fig7-3 1%, DIC HIE % L7270N 5 ALEERER i ORI~ A B TR
HOAMBIRZIT > T DR 277, JIELEEIL, GOM 3L ARAMIS 4M™ Z IV T,
50mm LR 2 BAEMGER 2508 70 D KO ITRRE LTs. RO KR & 3132048%2048 7 &
LTHY, 1 E7 BBz OSRAEITM 0.02mm ThD. 7k v MEKOKE X1, 19x19
vl Lz, B A REE, FR0C A ROBE SRR 2 BB TR & 1T, G 50fps T
ARERBA LA DK 5 F TR L7z,

7.2.5 FHREREBAETI

Fig.7-4 1%, AR OMITE7 V2R, SIRME ALY Moy, Bld 5030
HEDINTMBEERNTH L7720, T VOMHEITEEE TR OB E CE x5l
L7e. BERGARE, SBRA s ofh ISR 7SRRI 2 b d . MEEBERIZB
TR LB EmE Ty 7Y WL, —HIIEEMESRLY My {5 L,
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G
Torsional torque
$9 66 \ Tensile force
e \
a—|-H-FF -————— JI—=|+ -4
< 60 )
< 127 N
Round-bar specimen
CCD camera

Fig.7-3 Tensile-torsional combined testing with a digital image correlation (DIC) measurement

system.

Fully fixed to r, @and z directions Torsional torque

r
(XU \ Tensile force
Coupling between reference point and

grip regions

~
-

o=
N
N

Fig.7-4 FE models for stress analysis of tensile force and torsion torque
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Table 7-2 Material properties for FE analysis.

vy E [MPa] v

0.0 7,140 0.27
0.2 11,800 0.20
0.5 13,100 0.22

7 IR St & Ui, APEMAPEIEIL, Table 7-2 (7R3 HAES | 3ERBR T15 L2 v D
MEMERREL E LR TV v thoa A1 LTz, BV, 8 Him 6 EIROIKIEFE /23 (C3D8R)IZ
X0 RSB, EEHT 2,520, Si555013,367 THD. WEIL20 AT v THHRTHRLI
VT 5L HIChZ, AT v 7ITxind 5 EIG sy & S BERERE I L. AL
AT U AR A b &Y 1T, PURARESRE 27— K ABAQUS/standard ™ v6-14 T 5.

7.3 BREBRERE KU
7.3.1 HWERBRFICKS5I5E4 L YRRER
LSS TSR D SGP DOFHNIEIRE 2 or Pl EICT 7 v b LIRER%E Fig7-5 (R

3. BN 9RIE ) o, MEEARC VIS « 2. KB o T, (72)TREND Tsai-
Hill AR RI[ 130 & B A aigi a2 £,

2] (7-2)

K, WO 1IIEERE T, 2 133 E AR L, X & T, BHiS5Ry=0/1) & B
ALY (y=1/0)DFRAER 2 B TRIE SIVAOMBIRE 2R3 ERENDRNTz), X5 E N
KREWZ L EEET DL, SGP OFME I Tsai-Hill AHERITEED LW 5. w5
(O TR REIEDS RLORITIEDN 2 Z &6, v HEINT L 2 BG5S [BRIREE & Biflita U v Gl
DOmERIT, RETHoZZ L3 DN5.
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Torsional strength 7' [MPa]

Tensile strength X [MPa]

v\ w | 1/0 2/1 1/1 0/1 Predicted curve
0.0 A d & O ----
0.2 A ([ o @)
0.5 A [ . o —_—

Fig.7-5 Relationships between torsional strength and tensile strength with Tsai-Hill failure

criterion for SGP.

7.3.2 HEGEBRAEOWEMRI

PSR X 0 B U738 i ORI O — 31 2 B PR L C Table 7-3 1R . vAZ K 577,
MR Tl D, $ADEDEIRILL v TS L CREE O A EESZLT 5 2 & AR
Tz, BB B JIE L= 3B R T N3 2 BT i OB 1648 fop 13, E— /L OIS
HHDE 2 F505R(T3) CRO TR IIEN F g L AETHS.

1

¢th = Etan'

2‘[12

01

1 (7-3)
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Table 7-3 Comparison of fracture morphology of vrin various y using optical microscopy.

W= 112/01 1/0 2/1 1/1 0/1
8
.8
(&)
2
Q
&
=
Pexp 45.4° 35.8° 30.7° 0.0°
bin 45.0° 37.9° 31.7° 0.0°

PLERA~7= X912, IR LT W EHISI5CIIT 5 SGP O, HRFIIIH M
XU CHEEISER S L7, T OBIEMRMIL, B4BENOE6EETIRLMT, HoHWIE
HHBED X 5 72 HlS ) FCERESNZbOLREEE VWD, KoT, 5IEV R LT VHME
WIS D RENRRFICSI TR CE L Z & 2R LTV 5.

7.3.3 AMEHEER

FTAE)DOE 6 EICHVT, SGP OREMIREE - KIT TR, AREEGRIC L - T
BECE D2 L2~ AOAEER T, HDISNNMICET 288 v ofEmic BT
DAEWTEREE D 2 R T A 7 AMERSAR Plo)lL, (7-4)TH 2 Hib[14)].

P(0) = 1-exp { (aio)mo (7:)} (7-4)

ZIZToldERE VIZRAET DI8T], oo SRR, Vo RNEHERRE, mo3U A 7 /WVRE A KD
T UA TIVHEERIZIBNT, 2D GINRRE Ve, Ve R OEM DIREE 01, 05 D ELITE(7-5)D
JECTRbIND.
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1

(o) (Vel>m_0
2o (= (7-5)
o Ve

TR DA MR RAT T 256, TOMEIIMEEGOL DL L T—RBIRETET,
AfRERIC Lo CikED L EZ DD, £ 2T, 7.8 THE L-AMRERN B 722 2 380 F ok
FEZ A MATEE R CREEL L, MBS OS>V TR 5.

7.3.4 FEM GEHBHITETILOZR L MEEREE

AR R AT 5 720, AUBERBR T OB AR A FEM fTIC &> TR 5. RHIClE,
FEBRFEF L FEM fRNTHE SR % Ll USRNTE T A O 4 E 2 iR d= 5. RERIARES L LC, Bl
ALY (p=1/0) (ZFBF HAEWTE RO DIC JIERES: & FEM TSRO Li[X % Fig. 7-6 1277
BRFOTHOAL Z— X7 MV Z T 2% &, DIC I THAS S 7-a B i3 D fc
REOTLBOME, TR L IFHE LTS Z &35,

+1.500e-0Z2 158
+1.375e-0Z2
+1.230e-0Z2
+1.125=-0Z2
+1.000=-0Z2
+8.730e-03
+7.500e-03
+6.230e-03
+5.000e-03
+3.730e-03
+2.500e-03
+1.230e-03
+0.000e+00

Arrows indicate the vector of e, max
(a) FEM (b) DIC

Fig.7-6 Validation of FE model with material testing and DIC full field strain measurements in

torsion tests (y =1/0) of 0.0vz.
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Fig7-7 1%, RTINS ERREOTHOERZRT. ERIEORATICNE, K(T-6)2LY
Red, T RTEOT AT TRE O P2 Tz

01:ﬁ+(ﬂf+$ (7-6)

FEM it TR DTG O A BRI, STEAMEEN GIPERE RS, FRRREREZ R
SHATETWDZEBDND. b, FEBRTIIRBRA D RAIEDITEIET 5 & RIRFRET L
o T TR, v p IS E DRV AR L. MR X ST, AT
72 FEM BT £ 7 /W3R TH D 2 & D3R Sz

‘<
[a¥ 60 s
= Experiment pe
s s0f - FEM calculation ,o"
= ,o"
T g
5 ,O’
= s
Z 30 t >
< ’
= 0
£ 20 | o
= ;O
3 5
= 10 r S
£ g
c>§ 0 O” L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
= 0 0.005 0.01

Maximum principal strain &,;

Fig.7-7 Comparison of relationships between op, max and &p, max in DIC experiment and FEM

calculations.
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7.4 BEYAEEERIC & S ZSHETRESTM

7.4.1 SGP DIHEET A TR

B4 BTV TIZBWT, SGP X vIZ X 69 5[8E, 3 s, BL U4 SR BrosssE
(XS D SERAEHEDS A NATEBGRICIE 5 2 L b~z $7b b, ANARE Ve 3 72 573K
BRFT DSREE 01F, VA T AR mo DHEEME Z g, NERHEK 00 DHEEM 25 & £HIE, X (T-
NOBIETHEES. HiE LImT A 7135 A—H % Table 7-4 (27T

o5 =0y (fo) (7-7)

Table 7-4 Deduced weibull parameters for SGP.

vr g 0o [MPa]
0 8.94 102.9
0.2 10.5 108.3
0.5 9.24 161.5

742 HETA TIREZERVN-BEHEBROER

FlIIER U Y MATIS I DMER Sl skt i OB RS Vel L, EFREn THERUE S
72 FEM fi#HTIC L » TIE O NS 104 = N(T-8) 5 Z Lic k- TkO BN 5. FigT-
81%, K(TYETHNWT Vg Z3HT 270 —F ¥ — F &R

O e I e S U
pl max O-pl,max pl,max
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| FEM model with n elements. |

o and t were applied to model with
increasing step by step in 20 increments. "

I Stress analysis |

v y

Upl, i, 0p2, i, O-p3, i o-p, max A Vl (i = 1~n)

Up3, i

O 0. -
pl, > Yp2, i
=0?

Yes

1

0 b

Weibull parameter, 1y —
n a1 ot m,

Z (X(Tpl,i ) 0+<X0-p2,i > 0+<Xo.p3,i ) 0 AV,
Py O'pl,max Jpl,max o'pl,max

Calculate Vg

Fig.7-8 Calculation flow of effective volume in SGP.

FEM JEIfRHT T DTSRRI S, IR FIETIOBKIE 05, man, EFR | OIRFE AV, BEO
3ODEIEIME 01,1y O, i O BIRHT D, 22T, FIESD oo 0,5 03,13 =0 DEFE
1%, EOEBDPFIRISIES HFRO LWL T =l &T5. ZTD—H, {oo1.5 o 031} <O

B, TOEENSIRIG IS 2R 720 EHE LT =0 &35, LLEo7r—ZHo
THEFIIIBTD oo opi 0, BERAVZR(T-IMRAL THRINEZ & 5 & VMG H AL

%. FAERER T D FEM FENTHE Rl 2 U RO TR %, 38R C5 O - P iasE
Ot ave EAEVE(RZE S. D. & XS ST Table 7-5 (2R 9. RHPUTIE, BERFEAD 3 sy, 4 Sl
i, BROYI2.5 BIRERBRAE R & IRE TR D Be 5 FIEIC Ko TR Ve 79, 518k
U0 MERISDMEN T 2 IR DA NAEFE Ver 13, MHES AR T L BT, B LY
W=10) Bnb-o L b/hS<, wNEL L THMBIE (y=0/1) ([THEET D I2HE > THIINS S
SRS S VT2, TR o l2 OV TIE, BBREENEHBRAIZOE 1 RV L3 ATHY, IH
DE DB B TE RN, EMMIITADIEBENRE 020 LBEIMET T2 L0 2 5.
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Table 7-5 Results of average strength with corresponding to effective volume for each loading

modes.
. Sample 0% ave S.D. Vesr (Iteration) Vet (Prediction)
Loading mode U number  [MPa] _[MPaj (] Bending [mm’] _Round-bar [mm’]

0.0 20 80.5 6.7 8.9 5.1 16.2

3 point flexural 02 20 88.7 62 6.1 3.7 92
0.5 20 128.1 8.3 9.2 2.9 6.0

0.0 15 73.0 5.7 339 24.6 488

4 point flexural 02 14 84.7 6.8 26.9 203 34.1
0.5 15 116.3 7.4 34.0 17.6 26.5
0.0 6 376 6.4 7420 7420 7420
@ 12.5 tensile 0.2 6 45.1 52 7472 7472 7472
0.5 6 60.5 6.0 7394 7394 7394

0.0 3 349 9.2 437 365 598

y=1/0 02 3 547 7.9 394 314 473

0.5 3 52.3 0.3 464 281 394

0.0 1 42.0 - 545 463 724

y=2/1 02 1 56.9 - 494 402 583

Tensile- 0.5 1 55.6 - 576 364 498
Torsional 0.0 2 32.0 74 677 583 882
=11 02 2 50.7 12.4 618 511 718

0.5 2 71.9 14.9 711 464 617

0.0 2 29.6 0.6 1530 1480 1635
y=0/1 02 2 422 44 1500 1442 1552

0.5 2 52.3 0.1 1550 1415 1501

7.4.3 HMEELHNBEAOAMNEREROEA

Fig.7-9 (%, Table7-5|ZR U727 —# %W, Ver(teration)ZHEHHIZ, op 2 HERIZ & > 721
KEEARE T, XL, SGP @ 3 sphlS, 4 58T, BIOI2.5 51iERERIC X 2 BlflnREE
R, R(7-5) TR v EOMMERETER, BLOSIEALVREBREREEZ 72y ML 22T,
SREEHEERR OB X gL, v Z & iy 2 RE L TRO T Ve TREBERZ 72 v b L, 7u v k
U 7= Bt Aok LBl 2 5k 60 72 & & DERROMBE 1mo DWEAME L=y & —Ecd
% FE Tl N RIEIC L D IGEHR LRz, LLEOTFIEIC L 0 Rb 7= BfiliakeR i o5k
ERMC L D &, AR OBEILEOIC T S DB Z7R L7, v Ik o amEsEl
TETWDHEWNZ D, THERFEDIZZR o7 B & LTI, Vee?d 100mm?® LA EOHFFHIZ IS 1
DEBEND I oo ZEBNEZ BND. £z, ETTHIRARD N, SMEHEERZ RO 5720
DUA TIREBEHET 2 FRICHIRET 2 L Bbonsd. - T, SHEBRKEWEEBRAIZO
Wb TR & [RIERREE O KBRS 2 UG L, TREEHEER & OGBIE 2 RatT 2 LERH 5.
LI EAEETIUE, v 0.0~0.5 OHEIFAICIVT SGP D Ve & orlE, Wil - THIBIA
HHEVWRD. £z, 5IER LV HEEREGIRD, S & g9RIC X 2 BlhEERaG R 5 ke
TBREHEEAC L > CTHRITE 5 Z LAVRalz. & 61T, 7.8.2 Tib 7= SGP Ofiff i 234k
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‘ ’ Loading mode vy | Symbol

400 3 point flexural ' | 0.2

‘ 0.5v,:/M9=9.24, 5(p=161.5MPa

[ I 0.0
200 3 point flexural &/4 point flexural'®) 4 point flexural ' | 0.2

— Tensile-torsional stress 0.5

#lH ¥ + @ ¥

~

iy

! ‘ 0.0

100 B M : SR IS 4125 Tensile! #12.5 Tensile '™ | 0.2
80 0.5
60 = 00
58 w=0/1| 02

40 ‘
0.2v,:/y=10.5, 5=108.3MPa
: [ Ao w=12| 02
Tensile 0.5
’ 0.0v,:7/1(=8.94, G=102.9MPa -torsional 0.0
l ¥Y=1/1] 0.2

B DB ox

Oﬁ

X % P}'#X{}
(=}
W

Fracture strength [MPa]

20

10

1 10 100 1000 10000 0.0
_ w=1/0| 0.2
Effective Volume Vg [mm?] 0.5

e O O|¢ ¢ Om OO

Fig.7-9 Relationships between or -Ver obtained by effective volume theory with iterating
calculation.

RUBRES D&, SGP OIS orld, mATICZANT vl ADRREI R CREITE 52
EMPTRE S LT

744 HETA TILBRBIRIFTRESEOREOFE

7.4.3 TIRATZFRFEIC L D &, RN R 5 ERUE MR T UL, 38 o BEyv)
RWGATHBBLZOMELHETE 2FEND L. ZO—F, FFEORBRITIEC X 2 5MHE
T B RGN L TR B L2 U A TR ARG ST L, SREEA T 2 HEN
bHb. TIT, VA TIMEEEHEE T 2 IFEOE D REEHEERIC T TR OV OG-
D, T, BTRERFT, 3 KOS ORERN DHEE Lo U A 7RI L0 SREEHE
TERR A VRRL L7z

Fig.7-10 1%, 920 SOMET —% 5702 3 Tl & 4 SHiTFRBRo v A 7 AR50
YHEZHEE D A 7 MR m & B U CTER LTz or & Ver ORI THD. 22T, ot 3
SSHHITHREE & 4 STHT P IREE O IE, Ve AS 10mm? 238 Y, B Xim & 7 D REHEEIRE 1ERk L
7z, FE7z, Figl-11 1%, AR 07 — 2 & /N Pl U CS72 BASRir DU bt 2 SR EEHE E
L, ZOMEml L > TR LTz or & Ver DRSEEIRX 2779 AUERBROSREE T — & 3
DIpm o Tl D, RKRTIE y OBENEBRE L7 oTo. LED X DITRDTomy % vl B L
T, BB A Table 7-6 |2, FUEEERERFT % Table 7 |2, mold, HITFERERTH 11.1 225
5.1, FAEREBRF N 4.7 005 58 Tholo, 3BRA-~HENW NS S RDIZHES T, myBKREL 8D
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[ [
400 0.5, :77ig=15.1, 5, =135.0MPa
= 200 3 point flexural'® | 4 point flexural'®
% Tensile-torsional stress
: 100 T ¢ 12.5 Tensile'
2 80 ST
5 60 o
2 A Q%
2 40 ﬂAﬂ% 8
2 O.2vf- :my=13.3, 0,=101.3MPa X
§ . A <> Q X
" 20
0.0v, :/ig=11.1, 6, =97.7MPa
10 '
10 100 1000 10000

Effective Volume Vg [mm?]

Fig.7-10 Relationships between ot -Verr with Weibull parameters obtained by averaging three

point- and four point flexural tests.

I I

400 0.5v,:m,=10.2, 6, =157.8MPa
= 200 3 point flexural'> 4 point flexural'™
E i — Tensile-torsional stress
: 100 F—= _ R ” ‘ [ $12.5 Tensile'
*éjo 80 \\’1?
g o L) i
o 40 T4
£ 0.2v, :my =8.1, 5, =114.6MPa A N
e Ve my 1,04 . <>
= 20 I

0.0v,:m;=5.8, 5, =115.9MPa
10 |

10

100

1000

10000

Effective Volume Vg [mm?]

Fig.7-11 Relationships between or -Ver with Weibull parameters obtained by Round-bar

specimens.
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B, B0 B5], RES[16]D% T 2 v 7 R &8 & UioHERICB T A Mt & et
Z—%3 5. Table 7-6 BE N 7-7 \TR LT= U A TR A X CORBRT I LRz
HENAFEIE, Table 5 (2 Ver (Prediction)& LT/ L7z, Fig7-10 lICEH T2 L, VDV S WRER
FCUA TIMEERETE LTZGE, VSR E 2238 OMEHEERRIImOIC G2 bhd, &
HIZ, VxS 100mm® % LA &, FREHEEROGEBIE, vV hE < RDICON TR T T 518
Mz~ LT, —J5, Fig7-11 1R U= AUERBR 12 X 23 HEE R IE, Fig.7-9 3 X O'Fig.7-10 &
T 2% &, Ver S 10mm® 705 1000mm® OFEFH T vl X HTRERT —H L 5o TE TV 5. =
DOFERIT, FEFREEIZE L TIIANR THWED 52 415 Z L 2mEB L TWDD, myi/ &0
72, WY BLBAERIHNARE o T2 LHEE SN D, I EOBFNZ L5 &, SGP FED
TA TR, BB HERIS OIS Lo TUED DL T2, ity D oREE R & 28+
DT EDIRENTZ. VA TIARBOBAF I L O P MEHEERXIIERE R L2 HB & 5 L
WX DD, T7.4.83 THRATNEGHRICE 2 FELZ I BITHMFT 22 812K 5T, JEWEIPHD Vg
(ZH61T 2 EHSICE BT DIMEHEER S DD LB HD. LR~ X512, SGP D o
& Verld, PrEARRIC K & TR L CHBIT 5 2 L3R ST, SREHEEHROM X %
T DRI K > CPRIFTRE ARG PH-CRE A #3528, SGP DFREE I RAT T ~HEZNRN,
v 0.0 225 0.5 OFIPFAIZIB W THNMARREG TR TE 5 2 L 2R LTV R 5.

7.5 FEM BARETIC & SAMEHREFEO—ME

SGP CE#L L 7= OH SRERAD AN AFEZ FEM figfric X v sk, ~HESHE%Z%EE L7z EVT
I U CHMEER MRS 2 A4 55 4 O L. FEM fRAT 275 3 2 BRI B3
XL, BRI, ERE, ISETEBE L EROME, B XOERREA MR 5
ZEThHD. LinL, TURR MREEREREMRT LT Y XAOENRC— P2 L HEH
DEIDOBGHEDZEPFERIITO X2 525 2 ENREIND. £ 2T, 4 FTik~7= OH
REBRIRE G & LT, ERNFINEIRDMHTET VORNIEEFIR L, BEEREEC X
0 ARREFIEO MOV TEHET 5.

4.5.1 Tk ~7z OH BBRIA DT E 7 N2 B L LT, BB R LET 1V L BHRIRD
HIpBDET NENER LT-. Fig. 7-12 & Fig.7-13 1%, WEATER & OSHATERIZ X5 OH ik
DEFNEIXE T, ZIENDET BT D ERHFH A B L T Table 7-6 12777
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7/

Element number; 6,726 LUETTENL NUINDET; Z1,04U

Fig. 7-12 Tetra-meshed OH specimen models.

77

Element number; 1.232 Element number; 2.068

/ / y
Element number; 22,000 /X< X

Element number; 6.160
Fig. 7-13 Hexa-meshed OH specimen models.
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Table 7-6 Various FE mesh in Open-Hole specimen for validation the proposed method.

Element shape
Element number
(Element type)
Tetra(C3D4) - - 6,726 21,540
Hexagon (C3D8) 1,232 2,068 6,160 22,000

YR UIZET VA VT, OH BRI DREME R0 & Fig.7-14 (T3, b =R
P, MBhMTE F TRIN, 70y NI OH BRIKOMIIRE 2 A7« 7 T o 7 IETEID )
FHENTWD, FER RSN AEERREIRL, vICEOTIEEAE—HELTNDZ b,
BRRSPEREAKTFE LIS WD EB 2 bND. BEASENEDD &, BEIGHOH
AR AT 5720, HEROIETIFHE CITIEZ 2 & 2V TR L2272 R R x5 2
L%aidolz. LU, EVIICK D2 FEZEM T2 Z L2k Y, ERICESE LTI Sz SGP
HEEP Tk U CEBEM RS FTREIC 72 5 Z R Stz EKIHITIE, 0.5v 12D
VT Fig. 7-9 725 Fig. 7-11 THUE L= U A 7/URENT L 1 skob 7= e 5 A i 27 L C
WD BRI, ARV E RO D U414 TR KB SN D v 2 B, HifRE b
BT &, ARMSUTIRE L2 B 5 AR OB B 2 BRI L TR 2 FiEN R b E
B L BB WD, 6o T, RNV ARWEAETH-TYH, EEOWERERND EVT T
HEE LT T A TNAREE VD Z £ L5 T SGP OFEAEHIC TR TE LB b5,

Fracture Strength of OH

specimens by experimental. 0.0v,  02v, 0.5v
1.0
2 08
= '\‘ = =
< m0=9.24, [ 161.5MPa ‘ Iterations
5 | m=15.1,5,~135.0MPa | 125 tensile
=
E 0.4
§ ‘ my=10.2, 0,=157.8MPa ‘ Flexural test
= 02
0.0
8 10
Fracture probability distributions Fracture force [kN]
in OH specimens by FEM

Fig. 7-14 Effects of FE mesh size on relationships between fracture probability and force.
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76 ¥ B

SGP DOFEERER 12515 U VLGS 2 A LT AR R R 2 BfG L, U A 7 VEGS
WIS HMAEEG R 2T 5 Z LI L D EOESE AR L. SO EEZ T
IZFE 5.

(@
(b)

©

(d)

©

SGP D#fi# UV SREIE, v~ w T & 53 Tsai-Hill BHARANIAE S M &2~ L7

ML, w ISR TARENELL, BRFISHMNTTE U THEREITTER S L5 Mt EmdiEsk
HESELE.

AEHCTRE LT 280 DT A 7 /UREBHUG T & 2 5REHEEHRRIT T b ERRE R A
L2, HGRIC L2 FEEZEAT 22 LT, K0 IRWEIAICEIT 2 Ve IS8T 5
FREZTHITE 5 & HIAENT.

ARG U 72 SGP DFREE o D ~FHEZHEIE, vids 0.0 725 0.5 OFIPHIC I T RIS &
ST HEMAEGR T TE D Z L AR L.

EVT (24 % SGP DFffEFHiIY, BSRPRSCERMOLELZITITS W LRI
o =7, WREERERDATHIRT T A T AR AKAIFT D03, AU CIRE LR 5
AAFEOFERFE R A BRI L CTRD D FEOREE D R b AE IS E 5.2 7.
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H8E & o

SFRP (Short Fiber Reinforced Plastic ; i (LENEEGHY) 1, RGO mMERELIC &

o> CHEIBEREZFBIT 5 Z ENFREL /oo TET WD, D72 SFRP I, @72 71540
BRBE T COMAC, —UEESM ~OmMHANIAN Y D28 5. £z, SFRP ITHEHERTROE
i —RRE CE D72, B, REHHE W, B X OEENRMER EDRTEBMEILY b
BEND L2 D, £z, BHIEORECEEIERICHHIS LIz A BIR ST D, SHHRTE
BEEIGH LT2@Y A 7 VERTESIT bHESL S >0 H ), KEAFEME SR A MEEZENLT 5
ZEMAREICR > TE TV D, ZOX )55, SFRPIZHENE, RN, BI04
FEH e & OB BT D EHESE S~ O A N BRI A TV D, ZD—J5, SFRP
13, @BAELE B0, BIIEEI, SHERTCHR T DS AT R B A g, 72, TR
JEOEBNRE WD, WEORZEMEERGET 5 7o OITIXE R O BRSO B O TR T
fili ol U CHERT 2 MEBNR D72, & HIZ, SFRP A& L CHBIEKRT 5 7201
1%, TREERHEICRIE TSR OZEEZP LI L, FEHEE RO T WL Z: SFRP O
PRGN 2 ML L, BBRORIEZIRT 2 Z & REaB Th D, LLEDZ &b, A% T
IZ SFRP ®—>Td % SGP (Short Glass-fiber-reinforced Phenolic resin composites ; 7 7 A JEflik:
Sb 7 = ) — BHIEEGH) Zxtgl LT, ZOmMEEENZ fH{E > mEEICHE T 5 F
EEMSITHZE2HNE Lz, 7, SGP ORIEIEDE DR R KT T B A FhR
ICE VRIS 5 & & HIT, MEDIXL DX ZHEHIT LTz, IKIZ, UA ZREHIE S WA
RNVTE PG 2 WIS OFREE LI C T 9~ 2 HiEE R L7z, S 512, SGP O HESRZZE
U 7o B TNEA B IR E T 2 & & bIT, AWFE TR L 7R MR HIE O PLAMIC
DWTHRRT LT,

H2ETIE, HHEEE (Typed) b WNCar Ly g VB (Type-P) TIERIL 72
SGP # Dl % VT, 4 s IR EERRER & fAE M OE /L 7+ v O — 2 BAMEBIEE L T-.
EBHIT, BHITRERICESO TR Z TRIL, DL OfSRERTz. 7 A RS S
ARy DSEINIT 512030 C, 4 FHITTREE 70 & NS MR EN T IN3 DA 2 7= L, FFIZ Type-
1 DFRFERFHEIC RIET v ORRELL, Type-P & LIS HHAIAGED bz, F7z, SGP D 4 sifhiS

SREEIE, UA TR T 5 2 E AL L, UA TR m X, Type-l 28 17.2
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~23.0, Type-P 739.1~33.6 L 72572, & HIZ, SGP OHEMRAIHEHET RAE T v OoiERL I DB
A B LT NT A —H y, % 3 LT, g, % Fukuda-Kawada D272 5 ONT Fukuda-Chou
ORI L7fER, SGP OMMEIR e & ONTIREHRE DS, 822 15%LINOREE T THIT
DT L EMERL, MOBMERCA R E AR 7o MR AR X A S L 2. DL LoD SRR & B
2k, BRUZ I3, SGP OMMARHEIC R KIE T HIBIEREE AR BETE 5 2
xR LTz.

53 BETIE, B REME LU Y MR AMEAS DR G 5 1T D E L OYESY
SRECRFPE A U L, BGVER RO FIR R IR I LD < YOI ) 0% 57 F i TRl ~DF
BEIZOWTIRET LT, 2ORER, DUFORRZS-. Bl f N2 T, JRE & MR
13 v & RIBIEICIRAT L, AREBREFA Tl Type-1 Ofl TGS oo (ST DIE N R b < 725
B[ % 157, SGP OFFIOREETRIL Y, MIMIEOREL BB 5 &, REFRFPH ClI Tsai-Hill A
FHEAE I VIRE TR TE D Z DR INTZ. FISTNZ L DR U KIS % vz SN
HEARN S, Type-1 1L vV NE < 722 LI FIREDMK T DEA DGR Hivi=. —J5, Type-P ®
SN HEFROBX & v OBIRIE, Typel 1T EHABECTIEAeD o7z, FIRSIDOIRELL 01, madGpr0 &
SGP @ S-N I T2 Z 12k - T, BIE, wIlikfr L7z SN BIFN G-, &6
12, Type-l DIEFHIURE b & v IXERMICITHIERERRH 0, b ICKIET vOREIE, £
il ) &0 S BB I MER L2 SE 108 < e DM & R Uiz, ZHbS7) T C o §iiE
FEYEIZ D < R GTAAR Y4 )IE T 0% % SGP O SN HIFRICHEA T2 Z L ick» T, aowvic kb
PRV T IR CRE IS C & 5 Z L AR LTz, oMI B Ha Tl - CHBh R
NIA=ZE L THHATEDZ LA BN L.

BATET, MESARE, PR KES, BIXUOAMARORLD GSP B % AV 758
FERBp e Ehii LV A 7R EEIS Uiz, £, AIREREMITE VA T AEHIIE S < AR
IRFEPR AR 2308 U7 iR TIHNEAAREE L, AILRBRIR D5 BRI L 0 THREDZ 421
AEL7z. DR, SGP @ 3PF (3 point flexural ; 3 sf#hlF), 4PF (4 point flexural ; 4 s5hiF),
BLOBIROMESANLIT A 77 0y TS, HRESMOREEZE£T VA TR
1%, 58775 17.6 /R LTz, MEEE U A T NARBUE, v E IEOMEDRH L Z L B M LT,
F7-, SGP OFREEIE, RBRA OAFIUIIS CUTHIE, 4PF, 36 XU 3PF DNEIZRERE . & < 72
DRERAR LIS D, HEOENEH TE RN ERNRB I, 22T, SGP Ok
AFRERAE Ik L C EVT (Effective Volume Theory ; AZNAREFH) ZWH L, VA 7 /U425
g & NEREG, % vy T L ITHEE LTz, HEE SNV A 7OUREE WTC, ~HESIREBE L
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T AT MATE Ve & BT 0r DBIRZRDT=. S 512, FEM (Finite Element Analysis : £ BR%
FA1E) L EVT % U7osRE TR AR L, WHEER A4 L7 OH (Open Hole ; H4L)
ARRIAROTRE 2 TH L7z, OH RERIRD 5| 3R & e U 7= #5258, THRIEIZ R 5 ERiEDRR
21, 0.0v73-13.6%, 0.2v,73-4.9%, 0.5v733.8% CTdH Y, EIJREWrHREIZ X 25 b~ TR
FERWM BT 5 Z & AR LT

95 5 FEClE, Type-P $ SGP OLHih&S /11T 5~ HENREZ I ST 5720, FEERIIZ
BRETAED T, F 37, R AL KIS v & fr AR D 5B 2 33 5 72 8D, =83 T 3PF,
4PF, BXUBIEV AU VAR A M L, Tsai-Hill BHEAEN SR L D HEEAE T
IZBITOMEL TRITHOICHENTHDHZ L amER Lc. £/, SGP IEfmEAMEI LI
BIRDWE LR Z LR SN2, £ 2T, EVT ZH L CRER IR & iR AmREE
BRUIHETE T A TNRT A =S Ly Kb, R TIR & TR AMEZ BB L EA
DUA TR E Fr7e LTz, I BIZ, 53R L VEEEILIIRIEIZEB T 5 ¢ 12.5 51ERE T O
SR A RIS 5720, AR A BB LEIE Tsai-Hill BHEEMELRE L. E1E Tsai-Hill
ARIEHEIC L D &, vl & O PRERER 5% ~95% DHIPIN CEBRAZHITE 52 L 2H 5
Nz L7z,

% 6 B TIL, Type-P 1 SGP DUEFHATREE % TIT 2 72 6 DI G B D BB 7 R EE T
ZBIRET D120, Fhx BHERTEG AR B - NEA AT 2 iREA, BIIRRERA, B X
O U0 BBk 2 O CEERFERBRICHL L, VA 7 UREHIRITIC RS\ A R 2 B
LIe PGz RR L, TOWEMEE FREZ LI L7z, £OHKER, SGP @ FOD (Fiber
Orientation Distribution; f#ERCE]5347) & FLD (Fiber Length distribution; ##ER3A0) 1%, wiZ
LT UL TG EEER AT CENENEE DL Z LW LT L. £/, SGP O~
R, HEhRTE SR & U A TUREHENTIC X o TR T D s = L AR L
EHIZ0.0v; F7edoh SGP ZABRLT D R RIHR OUERASREE DS, EVT (2 & - Tk
THR—ANCEE D Z EEZH LM LIz, SGP OFMEHES, HERCH /T A —% £35 L U'FEM
FEATOFRERIC LD, 1FET o F ACEA LTV D & Ade Sivie. L EORGHERICE S X, fif
HAM T 2B L7 Tsai-Hill BHEREAEZEIEE S RANTHEZATIEROFIES, RO
TR A 5T DFRAKMEYE, SGP OMMBHIRE or % Vel LUV vy ORI L L TR LT
B RHIE o OBRLE Rl E DB S HTIC L DIXO X 2BET D &, THIfE L EBRES R
<—EH L.
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557 3T, SGP DOAEERER /125 IR U 0 fLABIS S 2 At LT 3A ORNTREE 2 s L,
A TNV RS < AT R 2 A U CREOHESR AT L. TOfER, SGP @
A U0 SRS, v w lC & 5 Teai-Hill BHBANCAHE S M 2R~ Lz, £, 3B Ok,
AW y I X THENZME L, BRI st U CHREICIAL S 41 5 Mtk
MERLE. S6IC, AETRELEZ 218 DU A 7 /UREERS I K D MEEHEE X IX
WIS TGRSR A BB U722, DORGHRIC K 2 FEZ AT 5 2 L2k, BIZAWEFRIC
BT D VerlZx L THRENTRITE 2 Z E0RENTE. IHIT, AW THL7Z SGP DI of
DOHEDFIL, vt 0.0 235 0.5 OFIPHIZ BV CRFEATRIC L & a2 AR Tl T &
o BARIC, EHROHBECIROE DR TR RIETHEIC OV TR LT & 25,
A SCCTRRRT LTCH/EPA Tl SRS A T ORI NS W2 L 28 Le. BLEDZ &b,
AREFETIUAENILLS, EFANTHL LV 5.

BBIZE 8 BT, 2 WmADLE 7T BETTHLIICRHRERAE L, AFEORMIIONT
ERa. oY

VL EIRA~72 X512, ABFFETIE, SFRP OFREERAEC KT TR - HEN R O A I 5 />
(L, MkHEEA RIS L2 DA BRI Z200E 2 T C X DEANAMEE L7z, AU TR
BATZEIE, BEHISCIRW CGRIEOIRERCE MBI OREICE T 5 b0 TH Y, ko
A BRFECIL SRR T O KIEZ2IME IR T& 5.

4%, SFRP I, MRS N COMMA—UMEHM ~OmHMEE ST D & THEND. &
DIz, KO REEOEVIREFHIES, RIMAMEO TR ERERIND EVWx b, JTHET
IR FREEREDTRERAIC I B LD Z &, ARETOAB%OISHE & U CRiisS i
W2 Bfel U 72 SRS FHE DI L A 28T 5. AGRSCOEIF T &b DI R ED DI A 15
EETDET VAL, FEM fATICHET 2 Z & T SFRP OEAHEE> & S0 A2 Tl
T5Z&T, MAOMAMHECERTE S LEZ 2.
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Appendix -1 BHITERER Fr~TiE DR L HEREE

AL TIT > 72 SGP OHFaRBRIT, TR OO AL v 280 B ES
HRAWE) L/t=6.0 TITo7o. SBRAEL T DB L7ogIE, JISK7017[1]& JIS
R16012] CHH. 7T AF v 7 OTRBBUE THELES N D L/t Z16[1], BT I v 7 ADH
TRBRERS CHERES D L/t Z10[2] 2V ivd TS SHEE 7eo7-. FEM TS L 0 dhif
DR AT, ANV RO SICERT 2R F~ORELM L. F/o, H2 =
TR K 91T Type-C 1, BHEDS vIZ K BT & AT 2 610 2 BT T 5 7>
IZL7z. 20728, AFmCTIE SGP 2% MR EF & 7272 LT FEM f#firicfi L7z,

AWFZETIL, PURAFRZEFRIEMNT = — N ABAQUS v6.14-2/Standard™ % FIV N CERAGHIMEIR )
fEMT 24T > 7=, 3 S FEBR D FEM f#tfr£5 /L % Fig. A-1 12, 4 #7538k FEM fighr£ 7
IV Fig. A2 (7. BT3RO ATRRER TER L, Mhid a5 3R CEZR L.

Flexural force

Reference point —

Coupling between
the reference point

and upper pin.
Fixed in the x direction as{

symmetrical conditions

Upper pin (5R): Rigid body

Contact element with
friction coefficient u = 0.2

GSP specimen: Elastic body

k

Fixed in the z direction as
symmetrical conditions

Lower pin (2R): Rigid body ——>,

Reference point: Fully fixed
in the x, y, and z directions

/

Coupling between the reference
point and lower pins. x>|

Fig. A-1. FE mesh and boundary conditions for three point flexural test.
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Upper pin (2R): Rigid bod
U pin (2R): Rig y

Reference point

Coupling between the reference

point and upper pin. Contact element with

friction coefficient u = 0.2
Fixed in the x direction as{

symmetrical conditions . .
GSP specimen: Elastic body

Fixed in the z direction as
symmetrical conditions

Lower pin (2R): Rigid body—1

Reference point: Fully fixed
in the x, y, and z directions

/

Coupling between the y

reference point and lower pins. >|
X

Fig. A-2. FE mesh and boundary conditions for four point flexural test.

it T 3RER T ORBFEENE, Tabled-2 (TR LICHEIARIL L R T Y U HE AT Uiz, WiiLh,
R TR O M2 B LT 14 58RO A% T AL L TR Y, HilE 78 Rz z Jrakt
PR 2, BRFEHMHREIC x FRFEEREEE2 52 7. WKL AISEE v~
Vo TR EERL, FAEEEMFEMLE Lo, F3URIE, 9IIAT v 7L L TaiR
FExb2, WAT »7& LTy FMIZERREL, 3 mfliif 7 2,000N, 4 585755 1,000N
ERDEMFEER LT, 72k, B LR OB IR A ER L, BB u=0.2
ZERE LT,

RBEALNTREF & LT, 0.5y o 35T & 4 i P8R x s otz s 4 —
1%, Fig. A-3 & Fig. A4 IZENEIURT. B UHEAERICEEE S ERITE L Th RN
EDERS NIz, SBIT, FIURHORBRA BEFHREICIS W TRRSIRIGINEL D Z &
iR L7z, i EREBR A TN TN b IR RS IRIC B AR O S/ PEEL TR, FEDR
WRERD B2 BTz, E£72, SCER3, 412 2R L, FEM Mt CH72 3RO B 413 0 PR
TEDNIZFIE A OFRAUACAL, #iFIE7) PlaafE) A3 Uiz, 3B 5 R g
A U ekt 5 RIS ) O PR & FEM fEFTE o (FlERE/mdT i) Zkoiz & =
5, 108 2MFHiL7z. SGP DFEIXLSE 2 BET 5 &, AR RIZMET AV EESD
ST, NSV EFHT LT
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Upper pin

s, 511

(FH: 75%)
+1.350e+02
+1.125e+02
+9.000e+01
+6.750e+01
+4.500e+01
+2.250e+01
+0,000e+00
-2.250e+01
-4,500e+01
-6.750e+01
-9,000e+01
-1.125e+02
-1.350e+02

Crack was initiated at tensile Lower pin

stress distribution side.
Reaction force, Fy  y

z

Fig. A-3 Stress distribution in x direction for three-point flexural tests.

(vr=10.5, deformed magnification; x1.0)

s, 511

(T 7Een)
+1.350e+02
+1.125e+02
+9.000e+01
+6.750e+01
+4.500e+01
+2.250e+01
+0.000e+00
-2.250e+01
-4,500e+01
-6.750e+01
-9.000e+01
-1.125e+02
-1.350e+02

Upper pin

Lower pin

Crack was initiated at tensile stress
distribution side within between lower pins.

Reaction force, Fy ¥

Fig. A-4 Stress distribution in x direction for four-point flexural tests.

(vr=0.5, deformed magnification; x1.0)
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Appendix -2 4 mHEITREAFOEDHABEELK

AEITHE, F4FEEFHSETHOLNE 4 SR OFBEEOHER, KX @-11)&
X(5-14) DEHIZOWTEEFIT.

Fig. A-5 13, EAJEIERDETE S VAR A O 4 sl 78R8T 5 3R DORE 27~
X THD. AN Ve, SRETIZE U DI8H10970 o(x,y,2) % A-DIZEHT 5 Z &1
LvilRashs.

FR2 L, FR
O
o Qlij?z
I o
2
Fr2 "F2

Fig. A-5 Schematics of arrangements of spans for the four-point flexure of a rectangular specimen.

Ve f [”(x’y ’Z)] (A1)

Gmax

4 T E N2 DR A OIS 15010 o(x,p, 2)1F, FEBRAIC AT WE F2NZ 5
ni-EEdinix, XA TEINS.

Ly L
Mh  [6Fxy]" 2 +l3F(L2—L1)yI 2 (A2)
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