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Abstract

In this paper, the effects of temperature change on the impact damages of CFRP laminates was
experimentally studided. Composite laminates used for this experiment are CFRP orthotropic
laminated plates, which have two-interfaces[05/90¢]s and four-interfaces[03/90¢/05]s. The interre-
lations between the impact energy vs. delamination area, the impact energy vs. residual bending
strength, and the interlayer delamination area vs. the decrease of the residual flexural strength
of carbon fiber epoxy composite laminates subjected to FOD (Foreign Object Damage) under high

temperatures were experimentally observed.
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Fig. 5 Variation of delamination area with respect to specimen temperatures (specimen B)
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