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Abstract

This paper describes the effect of various molding pressure for Mode |, Mode [ interlaminar
fracture toughness of carbon fiber reinforced plastic composites by using double cantilever
beam(IDCB), end notched flexure(ENF) and end loaded split(ELS) Specimen. The value of G |, G
c as a function of various molding pressure is almost same at 307, 431, 585kPa, however it shows
highest value under 307kPa molding pressure. The SEM photographs show good fiber distribution
and interfacial bonding of composites when the molding pressure is the 307kPa.
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Fig. 3 C versus a? for the ELS specimen
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Fig. 5 Variation of Gic values at initiation and
propagation with molding pressure

0.5
< post-curing(462 kPa}
u post-curing(585kPa)
04 | Eon»post-curﬁng(AGZkPﬂ)
' o non-;ost-curin;(SSSkPa)
E03 [ o .
g < o o m B ]
S02f o a2y
w027, 8 ; Q RAA LA
LI
01 r
0
0 10 20 30 40 50
Aa (mm)

Fig. 6 The comparison of Gic values at molding
pressure of 462kPa and 585kPa for non-post
curing and post curing

(1143)



200 mEAMAAMEGIE. $£258 H5%, 2001

o I A e vlgH A AYZE wpe

| 2939 AH XS Yebd Aol 2d A
vl el A%, gRAste] e Gicol o]
e A oy gxe st A9 ol B4 Ve
2 g % Ak ol T WA AR} v
gAY - HAYNEE vl wa) B o, u)F A
PA7F A IANF AL Bole vhd IA 7
e B AYATE BJdozy dxe )7t
o2& HHAHX S 2 gotn wedo 18
T A8 gPo] 462kPad W I e & Hs}
585kPac] Al @ Mol A Brt o vtz ¥ 4 ik

3.2 2= [ &ztaoldx

P ANEH e 4

Fig. 7& ENF A|g A& AE-3le] olvix) ad
& Gied] "X e A¥gde 98¢ YeEpd A7
Z3lolty. ENF ANEHE 2R HAAFo] dFE
Eobgslel ddo] &4 = wjFo 183
2ol 271 etk 2deA & 5 e
upo} o] 433 ¢k o] 307, 369, 431, 585kPa
Z7bétol| wat Greghte vl AlsHA RolAn A
g o] 585kPad A& G & & Z£o2 Yol &
& = ik

Fig. 82 ELS A& H A A 712 83 4E ol
wat ZYF R BE R HLES tebd A
olt}. ELS A|@HollA dutd o= A8 %73kl
A adAsgre gug wzA 48 gy
2l 45g Yeld) o] 23 d4-e dEsrg e ¥
zhol] BAIgle] AWrE oz £AHA YERIR] L,
Atz o) e 307kPag) AldH o) Afgho] ¢}
2 X ¥ (431, 585kPa)el Blalo] dUgoz ¥
S 2 ez, oA 2 2= [ AJEQ
ENF A gel A velvde 27Q Fig. 73 4%

= [l JeElGE ol d Ao FE 3o
2o [ &5 7P ST AEEEE e

N@AL A 2st7] 93t $4 Fig. 79 2
-ago

I
ANgeld F3e & Jella e 48 4E

12
1 -
§ 0.8 |
x L -
© 06} u
© "
04}
0.2
307 369 431 585
Pm (kPa)

Fig. 7 Variation of Gic values with molding pressure

1.2
1
&
B o8|
2
© 06
O -0 307 kPa
0.4 —— 431 kPa
~O- 585 kPa
02
50 60 70 80 90 100

a (mm)

Fig. 8 Gic as a function of crack length, a, at
molding pressure of 307, 431, 585kPa by
using ELS specimen

307, 369, 431kPac] ENF A& H & o] &3 33
&, AlgE Z, 2rjaddoe] e vlale A¥Y

Ho| JFgg HESA.

Fig. 9= 315 %% 0.2,0.5, 1, 2mm/min© 2
FAAE o gLateE Gicgt e vEd Res
431kPao] A gHe] Ankx o2 ¥ gk Ve
T oy, AAHoR E o 3F 80 W& AF
g dae glkn & 4 At

Fig. 102 A3 # e & 5, 10, 15, 20, 25mm =
A RS Wl Gieghe e Aoz 43¥Y
g 307, 369kPaql AlFH A9 TUI} BFS
velln glou, 43 ete 431kPad] A EA L
e g A[gH vzt AlEH Fo]
ol 7H AU

(1144)



ofji

1.2

& 307TkP:

O 369kP

1r A 431kPaj

Fos| o ;

Bosy|

2|8 @ 9
& 0.6
047
0.2

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

y (mm)

Fig. 9 Gic as a function of loading rate, y

1.2

L £ 307 kPa
0369 kPa
1F A431 kPa
| §
%0.8 é iy N
& |
< o [m]
=0.6 9
&0
9
04T
0.2 t
5 10 15 20 25 30
B (mm)

Fig. 10 Variation of Gic value with specimen width

2
© 307 kPa
0369 kPa
A 431 kPa/
15}
E
=
21 R
o g o 3§
< A A
0.5}
0
10 15 20 25 30 35 40

a (mm)

Fig. 11 Gic as a function of initial crack length at
molding pressure by using ENF specimen

Fig. 11& 4 ¥ ¢8 307, 369, 431kPas} ENF
AQBAN 212G Dolo] g N A E
2 Ui Aolth. ENF Al9H & 2de) dns
7t weh A&AQ USR] B 03

xde BRI E I E R

3

g o ol AR AT 201
X g FE717} Bl BHA| got 74 A dHE 27
AYZ o] 15, 20, 25, 30, 35mm = v]E] HFs 1
ggzriagdeles dPgE = WHE 2 ‘H
B9t G714 307, 369kPas] Al dH L )&
g FAFS Vel 11 9l o A 89t o] 431kPacl

AlgHE F) P R-FHE Jehl
By AlEH B3l aﬂii?loﬂ we g

< el o 3t} ol R dEtHol w2 AEA
(431, 585kPa)o] x7]3t=t Hubgkel atols} glvt
= Fig. 49 5= | o Aot Aubde] BE¢Ud &
o & gt gatd 2 [ AlddA] AEgd
307, 369kPa2] A @Hol A<ty 431, 585kPa
o AEH B} a3t A0E A& § Uit

ik

Photo 1 (a), (b), ()& 43 <3 307, 369,
431kPa2] A|@ WA 2= | Fdetwie] SEM A}
ol A8z AlPH & 20mm. a/L=25/50,
3}% & 1mm/mine|t}. 4§ H &l A(fiber bridging)
ol A9 glm A Futt® Bolx] gror] 7] o]
3} E(hackle)2. ko 2 AA HAsA Eel= o] 3l
= EZEFS Y glen, o]A ENF A g%
A FHo2 el g el Egolth

(a)e A ¥ 4™ 307kPas] A|dH o 2 A /9 7)
2o HEAE T et 7|x) e BRxIF Ak
o2 FYd3tn JdFujdo] dFaA Hejdrh =
A frol F2td EY 20| 27to] 713 Bo]
ofglth. Abzl(b)= A8 4 369kPag] A|HH

2 H¥9Y 307kPas] A @A v £ F4 S

Holx glou, 71A] Fo] ¢fn A fuld = 133
olZ Zatn HAE EY: 2A4r 42 AL L
& st

AMRe)e AEdE 431kP34 AlgHS
o 7179 Hade ot B } of FHEE A
H FEo2 7|z Fo| A o] 3 gitfH =
AFere g B ¥ 5o Al'r:
ol & A& & v of A3ty
, 71X &0l ghn B XA B3te] dRA
AfrEF7 27 dhake o] g0l &
Yo g ojofX = AAFHE AAA &3 vfR
Ao £elE e d4olsta gzeoh

24

fr Ho

oA =2

(1145)



202 EERMAEEBEE $25% F5IK. 2001

(¢) 431 kPa( < 400)

Photo 1 SEM fractographs for various molding
pressure by using ENF specimen

ol AR F= JPUH e AEH
RE [ 274#AJQMAE A E F88 &
ololal: AyztEch w3 A gte 431kPag) A
P e dxos I sagefols =

FA9 BES B F Ut o
% 2]

oS58, 27134 P0le] HaE A HuE
& A7) 9ol gn g4ach Teba o2
@ B 7] 7 M mete) B @ Ze)a BE Yol
A% 459 TR 4992 307kPa #2o]
7} Fx 9 st ole Azdrh

4. 2 B

) AELFe Wiy 2 [o u]xE dge
ENF, ELSAI 3ol A & 742 B% g3 eta
o] =& AlgdWo)] Z7tulujol Al At Yolr

o 73 t% Q) 2= 012}\7;}

(3) 3F I vt fHAFeir} gton 4y
o] 307kPag) ¢ 35Fe AE¢H
7P dEd AREES JATHE ey
At

4) H el Ae

rr

O{N

w2l Aol vt F7ts

A‘-L

AP o) FEF AAE HHRACR, 53

@@%éﬂ%°ﬂ@%ﬂﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂaﬂ

gl WA £F DA 7L B2

331 A %% e 2 ee] Bsivh
DL

[1] P. K. Mallick, “Fiber Reinforced Compo-sites”,
Marcel Dekker, INC., pp.319~345, 1988.

(21 4. M. Whitney, C. E Browing and W.
Hoogsteden, “A Double Cantilever Beam Test
for Characterizing Mode I Delamination of
Composite Materials™ J. Reinf. Plastic & Comp.
1. p. 297, 1982,

{31 P. Davies, "Polymers and Composite Task Group
Round Robin Protocol for Mode |, Mode [ and
Mixed Mode Testing”, Europeon Structural
Integrity Society, 1991.

[4] 4%, A&A4, 249, "CFRP 33t Rel Mode

(1146)



(51

(6]

7

FHAQAG A WA= Y LEH G AE AT 203

I 2332 A 3 X0l A3 A7 7 EFA 853
1, 78 4%, pp. 65~73, 1994,

A, &4, 347, 294, "CFRP 53 A&
9] Mode IT Z7tst# A X)) #& A7, 25
A 252 A, 89 435, pp.78~82, 1995.

S. Hashemi, A. J. Kinloch and J. G. Williams,
“Corrections Needed in Double-Contilever Beam

b

Tests for Assessing the Interlaminar Failure of
Fiber-Composites”, J. Mat. Sci. Letters 8,
pp.125~129, 1989.

J. W. Gillespie Jr, L. A. Carlsson, R.. B. Pipes,
“Finite Element Analysis of the End Notched
Flexure Specimen for Measuring Mode II
Fracture Toughness” Comp. Sci. and Tech. 27.
pp. 177~197, 1986.

(1147)

o Ko

2 (& 1mN)

195711 B 1974 RapACyStE
(BtAD), 19874 & WiEA J|mssEn
A{MAD, 19974 FAUHD J|WSE
E (A, 1976W~8 ZMUER
7|1 AZEE ug

1o
of X mW o2

+

HMS (@ ER)

1955t 84 1977 BibpitEtEed
(3AD. 19901 £ CHetR J|nBHY B
RI(AAD, 20000 SHTHSR Xo7|HB
Snp (A, 1995W~F ZatiEtm
siefmstoiet zas

DML (W)

1963 434, 1980 DachEtm 7|AIFZ
&tot EYU(EAD, 19824 & chstal 7iH|
S B (MAD, 1987 & ety 7|
AiZetot S (2Ab, 1984d~3ix 24
HED 7 HSEE u



