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Failure Criterion for Notched Composite Laminates
Sung Joon Kim®*, In Oh Jeong**, Tk Hyeon Choi***, Seok Min Ahn***

Abstract

This study reviews several fracture models for predicting the notched strength of composite
laminates. Representative experimental results on the notched strength of composite laminates
confaining a large notch subjected to static uniaxial tensile loading have been collected from open
literature. Notched strength data for T300/5208 are analyzed. and the various parameters
associated with the fracture models have been determined for laminates. Notched strength data
sets are compared with fracture models and the applicability of the different fracture models in
predicting the notched strength of composite laminates is discussed.
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2.1.2 Point Stress Model
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2.1.4 General Toughness Parameter
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