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431 preface
433
The objective of this book is to introduce the governing principles of
445 the stiffness and strength of uni- and multi-directional composite mate-
rials. It is intended as a textbook at the undergraduate and graduate
449 ( levels. It can also serve as a reference for the engineers in industry. A
; course in strength of materials provides the desired background.
451 We hope to show that composite materials are conceptually simple.

They offer unique opportunities in design beyond being lighter sub-
stitutes of conventional materials. The structural performance offered
by composite materials is much more versatile than can be realized with
conventional materials. We can put such versatility to our advantage in
design through a full comprehension of the principles governing their
structural behavior. An elucidation of these principles is the underlying
theme of our book.

Our approach relies heavily on a unified and recurring formulation.
Closed form solutions and simplified formulas are presented whenever
possible. Figures, tables and charts of numerical results for one typical
composite material throughout the book are given. Since our book is
meant to be self-contained, references are given only when a set of
pertinent data and established concepts are cited, or when a detailed
derivation is omitted in the text. We wish to apologize for any inadver-
! tent omissions. We are happy to see the rule-of-mixtures equations
applicable in many situations. We feel that the governing principles can
be presented more clearly if we separate geometric factors from mate-
rial properties whenever possible. Eventually, the reader will find that
transformation equations and the state of combined stresses are the key
concepts in the study of composite materials.

In addition to the basic text presented in nine chapters, a special
section on notation and terminology follows this preface. At the end of
each chapter, a principal nomenclature for that chapter is listed. Trans-
formation equations are summarized in Appendix A; unit conversion
tables, in Appendix B; and listing of general references in the English
language, in Appendix C.

This book is based in part on several United States Air Eorce reports
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written by us. We are indebted to. our colleagues for their invaluable
help. The opportunities to teach and to learn from the students at the
Composite Materials Computation Workshops at the University of
California at Berkeley, and at similar ones in Stuttgart, Tokyo, Osaka,
Peking, and other places are gratefully acknowledged. The formulas in
the book can be conveniently solved by programmable pocket calcula-
tors. Such programs are available from the authors.

STEPHEN W. TSAI
H. THOMAS HAHN

Dayton and St. Louis
May 1980
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notation and terminology

The choice of notation and terminology can be a source of confusion.
Definitions and explanations of our choice and format are listed as
follows:

The contracted notation is used which calls for the use of engi-
neering shear strain. (See Table 1.3)

Poisson’s ratios are defined in Equations 1.5 and 1.6 for the
on-axis unidirectional composites; in Table 3.15 for the off-axis.
They are different from those in existing literature.

The angles of coordinate transformation and ply orientation have
the same sign. Proper signs are incorporated in the equations such
that the transformation of stress and strain (the behavioral quanti-
ties) goes from the reference axes to the material symmetry axes.
The transformation of modulus, compliance, expansion coeffi-
cients and other properties of material goes from the material
symmetry axes to the reference axes; the opposite of the behav-
ioral quantities. Separate equations are listed in Appendix A to
show the differences.

The laminate code in Equations 4.1 and 5.1 follows ascending
order from the bottom to the top ply.

A balanced laminate means that each off-axis ply or ply group is
matched by one with opposite ply orientation. This is meaningful
only for the in-plane modulus. A balanced laminate will be ortho-
tropic in its in-plane behavior, but is not orthotropic in its flexural
behavior.

There are coupling coefficients beyond the traditional Poisson’s
ratio. The 61 and 62 components are the shear coupling coeffi-
cients; the 16 and 26, the normal coupling. Such coefficients can
be applied to off-axis unidirectional composites as in Table 3.15,
and to symmetric laminates in Equations 4.18 and 5.23 et al.
These coefficients are treated as engineering constants. Compar-
able- coefficients are not defined for general laminates. These
laminates have unique couplings between the in-plane and flexural
behavior defined by the B or § matrix.

ix




The curvature-displacement (k-w) relations in Equation 5.9 must
have negative signs. The twisting curvature must have a factor of 2
to be consistent with the engineering shear strain.

Symmetry is used for numerous situations.

a) Material property symmetry or reciprocity:
Qij = jS’ Al] = Aji’ etc.

b) Material symmetry in terms of structures:
Anisotropy, Orthotropy, Square Symmetry, Isotropy

¢) Odd and even symmetry of material property transformation:

0110) = Q1,(6 + nm), Qe6(0) = Uss <6 +£21>

Q,600)=—0,¢(—0), etc.

d) Midplane symmetry of a laminate:

Symmetric laminate: 6(z) = 6(—=2)

Asymmetric laminate: 6(z) #06(—z)

s Antisymmetric laminate:  0(z) = —0(—z)
Shear is a source of ambiguity.

Longitudinal shear: - 0, OF €

Longitudinal shear modulus: £

Longitudinal shear strength: §

In-planc shear: Ng
Interlaminar or transverse shears (o,, and g, ;) are not covered or
discussed in this book.
Strength ratio is defined as the allowed over the applied stress or
strain, as in Equation 7.48. This should not be confused with the
stress ratio used in design handbooks. Stress ratio is the reciprocal
of our strength ratio. Both use R as the symbol.
Subscripts and superscripts are omitted from symbols if their
meaning is self-evident; e.g., U, means U, 1por U, gin Chapter 3;
V, means V, , in Chapter 4, V, j, in Chapter 5.
Incon51stency may. exist in the last digit of numerical results due
to round-off. Intermediate steps in calculations do not always
carry the correct exponent or units. The final step, however,
should be the correct answer with the correct units.

www.polycomposite.ir--

) chapter 1
stiffness of
unidirectional composites

The stiffness of unidirectional composites, like any other structural
i material, can be defined by appropriate stress-strain relations. We will
show that the coefficients or material constants of these relations can
be packaged in a set of engineering constants, compliance components,
or modulus components. The components of any one set are directly
expressible in terms of the components of the other sets. The stiffness of
unidirectional composites is governed by the same stress-strain relation
that isvalid for conventional materials. Only the number of independent
constants are four for composites and two for conventional materials.
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1. stress

Stress is a measure of internal forces within a body. This together with
strain are the key variables for the determination of stiffness and
strength of a material. The mechanisms of deformation and failure are
also interpreted in terms of the state of stress and strain. They are the
fundamental variables for the mechanical behavior of materials similar
to temperature and heat flux for heat conduction; or pressure, volume
and temperature for gas.

There is no direct measurement for stress. Instead, stress is inferred
or derived from the following: ‘

@ Applied forces using stress analysis.
® Measured displacements also using stress analysis.
.. ® Measured strains using stress-strain relations.

When we talk about stress we usually mean the average stress over some
physical dimension. This is similar to population measured over a city,
county or state. In our study of composites we deal with three levels of
average stress:

® Micromechanical or local stress is that calculation based on dis-
tinct, continuous phases of fiber, matrix and, in some cases, the
interface and voids.

@ Ply stress is that calculation based on assumed homogeneity within
each ply or ply group where the fiber and matrix are smeared and
no longer recognized as distinct phases.

® [aminate stress resultant N or moment M is an average of ply
stresses across the thickness of a laminate. The individual plies are
smeared.

In Figure 1 we show two levels of this idealization of average stresses.

On the micromechanical level in (@) the fiber and matrix stresses vary
from point to point within each constituent phase. The average of these -

stresses is the ply stress. In a laminate or on the macromechanical level,
each ply or ply group has its own ply stress. The average of several ply
stresses is the laminate stress or stress resultant V.

We will use contracted notation in this book. Single subscripts for
stress and strain, and double subscripts for compliance and modulus
will be followed. The conversion from the conventional or tensorial
notation to the contracted notation is shown in Table 1.1. ’

stiffness of unidirectional composites 3

( ) A
O , il h/2 _
X ) . :I!
O — =j
Fiber— { - ‘
F o h &
(a) (b)

Figure 1.1 Schematic relations between local and
average stresses:

(a) Micromechanical level where stresses in fiber
and matrix are recognized. This average is the
ply stress.

(p) Macromechanical level where stresses in plies
and ply groups are recognized. This average is
the laminate stress.

table 1.1

stress components in contracted notation

Conventional or

tensorial notation Contracted notation

g, Oy x [0 011 g, or (5]
gy Oyy ) g, (7%} g, or (o7}
Oxy Oxy 012 J12 O or Og

The single subscript system can be readily extended to the index nota-
tion to be introduced later. The subscript s or 6 is therefore used to
designate the shear component in the x-y plane. The use of subscript 6
for the shear stress component is derived from the 6 components in

~3-dimensional. stress. Although subscript 3 has occasionally been used

for this shear component, it is a source of confusion since 3 can also be
used for the 3rd normal stress component in 3-dimensional problems.
Subscript 6 is used to avoid this confusion. ,

The state of stress in a ply or ply group is predominantly plane stress.
The nonzero components of plane stress are those listed in Table 1.1.
The remaining three components are of secondary and local nature and
will not be treated in this book. It is convenient to represent the state
of plane stress in a 3-dimensional stress-space where the three orthog-
onal axes correspond to the three stress components. The stress-space is
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shown in Figure 1.2. Here each applied stress, represented by three
stress components, can be readily portrayed as a vector in this 3-
dimensional space. The unit vector which signifies the direction of the
applied stress is represented by the conventional notation of

(AN9]
where the components of the unit vectors are directional cosines. All
three unit vectors are shown in Figure 1.2. Typical unit vectors for
simple states of stress will be shown in the following table.

Iy

-8 &
-/
)17 o

Figure 1.2 Stress components
in 3-dimensional stress-space.
Unit stress vectors are also
shown as arrows.

N

3

Figure 1.3 Longitudinal
uniaxial stresses in tension
and compression. The
respective unit vectors

are (*1,0,0).

Q

1
= | =]

J
m

9

% % ,
Figure 1.4 Transverse Figure 1.5 Positive and negative
uniaxial stress in tension longitudinal shears. The

and compression. The respective unit vectors are

respective unit vectors (0,0,x1).
are (0,+1,0).

www.polycomposite.ir
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table 1.2

unit vectors for simple stress states
Type of stress Unit vector Figure no.

Longitudinal tension ‘ (1,0,0) 1.3
Longitudinal compression (—1,0,0) 1.3
Transverse tension (0,1,0) 1.4
Transverse compression (0,—1,0) 1.4
Positive longitudinal shear (0,0,1) 1.5
Negative longitudinal shear 0,0,—1) 1.5

The sign convention must be observed faithfully when we deal with
composites. The difference between tensile and compressive strengths
may be several hundred percent. Moreover, there can be an even greater
difference between positive and negative shear strengths in composites.
For conventional materials signs are often immaterial, but here this
attitude can be fatal. We must be precise and accurate about signs. This
is a necessary discipline when we work with composites.

In Figure 1.6 the sign convention is shown in detail. All components
in (@) are positive; in (b) negative. For the normal components, signs are
no problem. Shear, however, is more difficult. The rule is that a shear is
positive if the shear is acting on a positive face and directed toward a
positive axis; or the shear is positive if it is acting on a negative face and
directed toward a negative axis. Thus, two positives or two negatives
would make a positive shear. If we have a mixture of positive and
negative the shear is negative.

t’ t

TOP l‘oy'

O e

P o 1 -c%
- —y — lq—-—— —-)
-—l T——_as
(a) (b)

Figure 1.6 Sign convention for stress
components:

(@) All components shown are positive.
(b) All components shown are negative.
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2. strain

Relative displacements in a plane will induce 2-dimensional strain. If
the displacements do not vary from point to point within a material,
there will only be rigid body motion and .no strain. Thus, strain is
simply the spatial variation of the displacements. There is no material
property involved. Strain is related to displacement. Both are geometric
‘quantities.

From the definition of strain, we can establish the stress-strain rela-
tion. The constants in this relation govern the stiffness of composites.
This process is the same for conventional materials.

Let Au = Relative infinitesimal displacement along the x-axis
Av = Relative infinitesimal displacement along the y-axis

From Figure 1.7 we can define:

Au _ ou

€. = 1 = =z

* ‘ Ax—0 Ax ox

(1.1
Av _ ov .

e = — T e

Ay->0 Ay oy

¥ The partial differentiation is used be-
cause the displacements are functions of
v both x and y coordinates. Strain, like
stress, is a local property. In general it
ay varies from point to point in a material.
ax_|au| Only in special cases is the state of strain or
stress uniform; we call this homogeneous
Figure 1.7 Normal strain ~~ Strain or stress. This special case is perti-
and displacement relations. nent to testing for property determination
where we deliberately try to create a

simple, homogeneous strain or stress.

Note that the normal strain components are associated with changes
in the lengths of an infinitesimal element. The rectangular element
before deformation remains rectangular although its length and width
may change. There is no distortion produced by the normal strain
components. Distortion is measured by the change of angles. The

stiffness of unidirectional composites 7

original rectangular element would be distorted into a parallelogram.
Geometrically this is equivalent to stretching one diagonal and com-
pressing the other. This combined action will produce distortion which
is measured by shear strain. Figure 1.8 shows the combined action
produced by the same displacements that produced the normal strain
components in Equation 1.1. The desired shear strain is:

e, =a+h (1.2)
where @ = tanazgl
ox
(1.3)
b-= tan b =—
y Y
L
\0 Q
4y 7
—fep, g \\
av .,
tax
(a) (b)

Figure 1.8 The strain-displacement relation for shear
strain. The arrows show the stretching and compressing
of the diagonals. This shear strain is positive in (a); and
negative in (b). '

The resulting strain displacement relation is

ov . ou
=+ — 1.4)
“ = ox oy (

This is the engineering shear strain which is twice the tensorial strain.
Engineering shear strain is used because it measures the total change in

W T FCPRt S E
JRE SV S
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angle, or the total angle of twist in the case of a rod under torsion. This
factor of 2 is often a source of confusion. When in doubt, the strain-
displacement relation, in Equation 1.4, is the best place for clari-
fication.

As with stress, contracted notation will be used for strain com-

ponents. The conversion table between the components of the conven- _

tional or tensorial strain and the contracted strain is shown in
Table 1.3.

table 1.3
strain components in contracted notation
Contracted
Conventional or tensorial notation notation
€x €xx € €11 €, OT €,
€ €yy €2 €22 €y, Or €2
2€xy 2exy 2€12 2€1, €, OF €

Strain vectors can also be portrayed in strain-space. Because of the

coupling between the normal strain components, known as the
Poisson’s effect, the response to a uniaxial stress creates a biaxial strain
state. For example, for conventional as well as unidirectional materials
an extension is coupled with a lateral contraction if the applied uniaxial
stress is tensile. In Figure 1.9 we will show the unit strain vectors as the
result of uniaxial longitudinal and transverse tensile stresses in (@) and
(b), respectively. If the applied stress is compressive, the direction of all
the stress and strain unit vectors will be reversed.

3. stress-strain relations

We will limit the composites of this book to the linearly elastic mate-
rials. The response of materials under stress or strain follows a straight
line up to failure. With assumed linearity we can use superposition
which is a very powerful tool. For example, the net result of combining
two states of stress is precisely the sum of the two states—no more and
no less. The sequence of the stress application is immaterial. We can
assemble or disect components of stress and strain in whatever pattern

stiffness of unidirectional composites 9

9
= =
[
Ox %
€y g
“"\—f’ ‘
,‘é—‘ €,
(a) (b)

Figure 1.9 Unit strain vectors resulting from uniaxial
stresses.
(a) Biaxial strain (1,—,0) resulting from uniaxial
stress (1,0,0).
(b) Biaxial strain (—v,1,0) resulting from uniaxial
stress (0,1,0).

we choose without affecting the result. Combined stresses are the sum of
simple, uniaxial stresses. The addition is done component by component.

Secohdly, elasticity means full reversibility. We can load, unload and
reload a material without incurring any permanent strain or hysteresis.
Elasticity also means that the material’s response is instantaneous.
There is no time lag, no time or rate dependency.

Experimentally observed behavior of composites follows closer to
linear elasticity than nearly all metals and nonreinforced plastics. The
assumed linear elasticity for composites appears to be reasonable. If we
are to go beyond the linearity assumption, such as'the incorporation of
nonlinear elasticity, plasticity and viscoelasticity, the increased com-
plexity is beyond the scope of this book.

For unidirectional composites, the stress-strain relations can be
derived by the superposition method. We must recognize that two
orthogonal planes of symmetry exist for unidirectional composites: one
plane is parallel to the fibers; and the other is transverse to the fibers.
Symmetry exists when the structure of the material on one side of the
plane is the mirror image of the structure on the other side. The two
orthogonal planes are shown in Figure 1.10, where the x-axis is along
the longitudinal direction of the fiber while the y-axis is in the

b
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transverse direction. When the
reference axes x-y coincide with the
material symmetry axes, we call
this the on-axis orientation. The
stress-strain relation in this chapter
is limited to this special case. The
off-axis orientation will be dis-
cussed in Chapter 3.

The on-axis stress-strain relation

Figure 1.10 Two orthotropic
planes of symmetry of unidirectional can be derived by superpositioning

composites. Axes x-y coincide with
the longitudinal and transverse
directions. This material symmetry is tests:
called orthotropic and on-axis.

the results of the following simple

a. uniaxial longitudinal tests

The applied uniaxial stress and the resulting biaxial strain were shown
in Figure 1.9(a). The stress-strain curves for this test are shown in Figure

1.11, from which we can establish the following stress-strain relations:

€, = _b:l: o,
b, (1.5)
€, = 1—;:; o, Vy €,
where £, = Longitudinal Young’s modulus, also designated E;
v, = Longitudinal Poisson’s ratio = —ZX
x

(This is also called the major Poisson’s ratio, and desig-
nated by v; 7, ¥, ,, Or sometimes v, ;.)

a,

(R —— =

, i,

!
Ex - —>

/ L
_______ .
- €
—t‘y Exr

Figure 1.11 Uniaxial longitudinal tensile test. A square
will be deformed into a rectangle.
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b. uniaxial transverse tests

The applied uniaxial stress and the resulting biaxial strain were shown
in Figure 1.9(b). The stress-strain curves for this test were shown in

Figure 1.12, from which the following stress-strain relations can be
established:

1
€, = —g¢
y y
E,
1.6
) (1.6)
€, = —E— O'y —'fvy Gy
Y
where Ey = Transverse Young’s modulus, also designated E
€
v, = Transverse Poisson’s ratio = — —=
€
y

(This is also called the minor Poiss‘onr’/s ratio, and desig-
nated by vy, , orv,, or sometimes v, ,.)

} %
~— [mme—
%
4
/

Figure 1.12 Uniaxial transverse tensile test.

¢. longitudinal shear test

We apply another simple state of stress, the pure shear, to our unidirec-
tional composite. This is shown in Figure 1.13. The resulting stress-
strain relation is:

€, =

1
s E“‘"sa's (1.7)
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where E; = Longitudinal shear modulus
(This is also called longitudinal-transverse shear modulus
and designated by G ¢ or G, ,.)

5

Figure 1.13 Longitudinal shear test. A square
is distorted into a parallelogram.

By applying the principle of superposition, we can sum up the contri-
bution of each stress component in Equation 1.5, 1.6 and 1.7 to the
resulting strain components. The final stress-strain relation for our uni-
directional composite is:

€ = __!‘_0 —_V_y_o'
* E,* E, Y
Vy 1 |
€, =——0, +—0 (1.8)
7 E., " E, 7 «
_ 1
Es = —E'—Os

This is the on-axis stress-strain relation of a unidirectional composite;
i.e., the material is in its orthotropic symmetry orientation. Conven-
tional materials have the same functional relations.

These simultaneous equations can be repackaged in a matrix multipli-
cation table, wherein each row in the table is equal to the sum of
products from each column and its column heading. This rule should be
self-evident if we compare the first of Equation 1.8 with the first row
of Table 1.4. This and all subsequent tables will be drawn in italics
when matrix multiplication is in force.

- www.polycomposite.ir —
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table 1.4
on-axis stress-strain relation for unidirectional
composites in terms of engineering constants

% g %
& A s

3 g
s . A

& &

All the material constants of the stress-strain relation shown in this
table are called engineering constants. They are the familiar constants
used for conventional materials with subscripts added to denote the
directionality of properties. Many design formulas for structural
elements are written in terms of engineering constants. Thus the use of
engineering constants will often facilitate the use of composites for
structural applications. This concession to the state-of-the-art design
methodology, however, can lead to an unnecessarily complicated design
procedure. In fact, engineering constants for composites can be clumsy
and should be replaced by the components of compliance and stiffness.
A change of notation from engineering constants in Table 1.4 to com-
ponents of compliance in Table 1.5 can be done by direct substitution.

table 1.5
on-axis stress-strain relation for unidirectional
composites in terms of compliance

% % g%
€ S Sy
& Syx Sy
& Ses

The relations between these two sets of elastic constants are:

s =.1 S, __y S, __:
_ (1.9)
" - Y
Sy =~ Sy, = __y_
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or conversely,

1 1
FE T — E = ———
¥ Sxx g Syy
S S
v, = X v, = - (1.10)
Six Syy
1
E, = =

From ‘Equation 1.8 we can solve for stress in terms of strain for
which we have the following equations:

0, = mE,[e,+ v,¢)]
g, = mEy[Vxex+ey] (1.1D)
OS = ESES

wherem =[1—w»,v,]™

To eliminate the clumsiness of engineering constants in this stress-
strain relation, we introduce components of stiffness in Table 1.6.

table 1.6 4
on-axis stress-strain relation for unidirectional
composites in terms of stiffness

& 5 S
X% oxx OX)‘
5 G Gy
L s

The following relations exist between engineering constants and the
components of stiffness.

stiffness of unidirectional composites 15

Qxx = mEx ny = mEy
Qyx =mvE, Qyy = mv E, (1.12)
QSS = ES
or conversely
E, = Q_"’_‘ E, = Q_yy
m m
Q
v, = =2 v, = Cry (1.13)
ny Qxx
E = Qg
Quy 0|
where m = | 1 — =¥ 22X
Qux Oy

We have seen three sets of material constants, any of which can
completely describe the stiffness of on-axis unidirectional composites.
The characteristics of each set is summarized in the following:

® Stiffness is used to calculate the stress from strain. This is the basic
set needed for the stiffness of multidirectional laminates,

® Compliance is used to calculate the strain from stress. This is the
set needed for the calculation of engineering constants. This is not
needed for the stiffness of multidirectional laminates.

® Engineering constants are the carryover from the conventional
materials. Old designers feel more comfortable working with the
engineering constants.

As stated earlier, from one set of constants we can readily find the
other sets. They are all equivalent. There is a direct relationship ‘be-
tween the stiffness and compliance, One is the inverse of the other. We
will discuss the process of inversion later.
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4. symmetry of compliance and stiffness

We wish to show that the coupling components of comp.liance and
those of stiffness are equal; or, in the terminology of ma}trxx 'algebra,
that the compliance and stiffness matrices are symmetric. Slpce the
only coupling that we have seen thus far is the Poisson couplmg, the
symmetry condition states that the Poisson coupling components are
equal, as follows: '

Sey =Syxs  Cxy =0y (1.14)
We can demonstrate the validity of these equalities from the stored
elastic energy in a body subjected to stress and strain. Let the stored
energy at a point in the orthotropic body be

W=_—lo.€ +0,€, +0:€] (1.15)

L
2

Substituting the stress-strain relation in terms of compliance from Table
1.5 into Equation 1.15,

W =

2o |-

We will recover thé stress-strain relation by differentiation of this
energy term: .

J
. = gu _ 5. o, +?12.[sxy +58,,10,
g
* (1.17)
ow _ 1 g | +S5., 0
e}' = e— ———[Sxy +Syx] Oy yy Oy
aoy 27 )

Matching the like constants between this set and those in Table 1.5, the
only condition that satisfies both sets is

Sxy —:.Syx (1-18)
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[S,x0,2 + (S, +5,,) 0.0 —&—Syyay2 + 8,,0,21  (1.16).
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By substituting the stiffness relations in Table 1.6 into Equation 1.15
we can also show that ‘ »

0, =0, (1.19)

The last two equations state the symmetry or reciprocal conditions of
the Poisson coupling. A similar symmetry condition can be applied to
engineering constants. From Equation 1.19, for example, we have .

VxEy =VyEx (1.20)
or
|7 E
X =x (1.21)
v, E,

With these symmetry conditions, the number of independent constants
for the on-axis, orthotropic unidirectional composite are reduced by
one, from five to four in Tables 1.4 to 1.6. If additional symmetry
conditions exist, the number of constants can be further reduced.
Specifically, two such cases exist: '

© Square Symmetric Materials )
If the longitudinal and transverse properties are equal, i.e.,

Oux = Q)
Sex =S, (1.22)
E, =E,

we have a square symmetric material. But because of the addi-

tional relation in Equation 1.22, the number of independent con-

stants are three, one less than the orthotropic material. A cross-ply

laminate is a square symmetric material in the plane of the lam-
- inate-Many-woven-fabrics are-also square symmetric.

® [sotropic Materials

We know that isotropic materials have only two independent con-
stants because there is another relation among the three remaining
constants, i.e.,
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Qxx Qx
QSS - 2 s
See = 21Sgy —Siy] (1.23)
E
G = ———
2(1+v)

. This relation is derived from the equivalence between the state of

~ pure shear and that of equal tension-compression. This equivalence
is only valid for isotropic materials. The derivation of this relation-
ship will be discussed later.

In summary, the stress-strain: relations which govern the stiffness of
all materials have the identical form for unidirectional composites as for
conventional materials. There is no additional terms or more complex
relationship. The only difference is the number of independent con-
stants; four for composites versus two for conventional materials. But
there are no conceptual and operational barriers that would make com-
posites intrinsically difficult to work with. In fact, once we understand
composites, we automatically will understand conventional materials as
special cases of composites.

5 stiffness data for typical unidirectional composites

a. Measured engineering constants for a number of unidirectional
composites are listed in Table 1.7. The fiber volume fraction and
specific gravity are also included. These constants are normally derived
directly from simple tests. They are not coefficients of the stress-strain
relations. The unit ply thickness is 125 X 10~ meter. ,

b. The compliance components for the same composites in Table 1.7
are listed in Table 1.8. These components are computed from Table 1.7
using the formulas in Equation 1.9. The compliance components are
the coefficients of the stress components in the stress-strain relation.
We need this relation to go from stress to strain. ’

- ¢. The stiffness components for the same composites are listed in
Table 1.9. These components are calculated using the formulas in Equa-
tion 1.12. These components are needed to go from strain to stress.
They are also needed to calculate the stiffness of laminated composites.
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table 1.7
engineeu:ing constants, fiber volume and specific gravity of typical unidirectional
composites
E E v E Speci
' . v pecific
Type Material GPa Gl)”a g Gl;a ! gravity
T300/5208  Graphite
[Epoxy 181 10.3 0.28 7.17 0.70 1.6
B (4)/5505  Boron
{Epoxy 204 18.5 0.23 559 0S5 20
AS/3501 Graphite »
/Epoxy 138 8.96 0.30 7.1 0.66 1.6
Scotchply - Glass ‘
1002 /Epoxy 38.6 8.27 026 4.14 045 1.8
Kevlar 49 Aramid '
[Epoxy JEpoxy 76 5.5 0.34 2.3 0.60 1.46
table 1.8

g _ compliance_components of typical.unidirectional composites (TPa)™!

Type S, Syy Sy s
T300/5208 5.525 97.09 —1 .547 139.5
B (4)/5505 4.902 54.05 —1.128 172.7
AS/3501 7.246 111.6 —2.174 140.8 |
Scotchply 1002 2591 120.9 —6.744 241.5
Kevlar 49/Epoxy 13.16 181.8 —4.474 434.8

S
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table 1.9
. stiffness components of typical unidirectional composites {GPa)

Type m Oxx Qyy Qxy Oy
T300/5208 ‘ 1.0045 181.8 10.34 2.897 7.17
B (4)/5505 1.0048 205.0 18.58 4.275 5.79
AS/3501 1.0059 138.8 9.013 2.704 7.1
Scotchply 1002 1.0147 39.16 8.392 2.182 4.14
Kevlar 49/Epoxy  1.0084 76.64 5.546 1.886 2.3

6. sample problems

a. find strain from stress

Given stress vector: (400,60,15) MPa (1.24)

For compliance of T300/5208 from Table 1.8:

Sex = 5.525 (TPa)’
S,, = 97.09 (TPa)
(1.25)
Sy, = —1.547 (TPa)™!
S, =139.5  (TPa)

§s

Using stress-strain relation in terms of compliance, such as that in Table
1.5:

€ = (5.525X 400 — 1.547 X 60) X 107
= 2.117X 10
(1.26)
€, = 5.206 X 107
€ = 139.5X 15X 107 =2.092 X103
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If a different material is used, we only need to replace the compliance
components in Equation 1.25 with different data. If the new material is
Scotchply 1002, we can get the compliance from Table 1.8.

S, = 25.91 (TPa)™

S,, =120.9  (TPa)™

(1.27)

S

oy = —6.744 (TPa)’!

Sss 241.5 (TPa)™!
With the same applied stress as Equation 1.24, the resulting strain is:

€ = (2591 X400 —6.744 X 60) X 1076 = 9.959 X 1073

m
i

4.556 X 103 (1.28)

, = 2415X 15X 107 =3.623 X 10

m
Il

Since the glass composite is less stiff than the graphite composite, the
strain produced by the same applied stress is expected to be larger in
the glass composite. If we compare the strain components by com-
ponents between Equation 1.26 and 1.28, the strain in the glass com-
posite is larger in two components, and smaller in one. The moral of the
story is-that biaxial stress and strain states are complex. Disciplined,
analytic approach is straightforward and is definitely preferred over
guesswork. Guessing is not reliable because it is difficult to guess the
result of a matrix multiplication.

b. find stress from strain

This process is the inverse of the previous example. If we are given the
strain in Equation 1.26 and apply it to a T300/5208 composite, the
resulting stress must be calculated by using

® Stress-strain relation in terms of stiffness, such as that in Table
1.6, and ‘
® Stiffness components in Table 1.9,
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0,, = 181.8 GPa
Q,, = 1034 GPa
(1.29)
Q. = 2.897 GPa
QO = 1717 GPa
The resulting stress is:
o, = 181.8 X 2117 + 2.897 X 5.206 = 400 MPa
o, = 2.897 X 2.117 + 10.34 X 5.206 = 60 MPa (1.30)
g. =

7.17 X 2.092 = 15 MPa

Note that the original stress of Equation 1.24 has been recovered. If our
composite is Scotchply 1002, we should use the stiffness components
listed in Table 1.9 for this material:

O,x =39.16 GPa
Q,, = 8392 GPa
, (1.31)
Qyy = 2.182 GPa
Q,, = 414 GPa
The resulting stress from the applied strain in Equation 1.28 is:
o, = 39.16 X 9.959 + 2.182 X 4.556 = 400 MPa
o, = 2.182X9.959 + 8.392 X 4.556 = 60 MPa (1.32)

o, = 4.14 X 3.623 =15 MPa

Note again that the original stress of Equation 1.24 has been recovered.
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7. conclusions

We have shown that the stiffness of unidirectional composites relative
to the material symmetry axes (axes parallel and transverse to the
fibers) are dictated by four elastic constants. These constants are the
coefficients of the various forms of the stress-strain relations.

When the strains are the independent variables the stress-strain rela-
tions in terms of the components of the stiffness shall be used. When
the stresses are the independent variables the stress-strain relations in
terms of the components of the compliance shall be used. There is a
one-to-one relation that exists between the stiffness and the compli-
ance. We can calculate the components of stiffness from those of the
compliance; or we can just as easily compute the components of com-
pliance from those of the modulus. )

There is another set of elastic constants which we call the engineering
constants.  These constants are derived from measurements of simple
tests. These: constants are more familiar to the users of composites
because these constants possess exact counterparts in isotropic mate-
rials. Again, of the engineering constants only four are independent.
The symmetry condition that exists for the stiffness and compliance
components is not applicable to the engineering constants. Again, a
one-to-one relation or complete interchangeability exists among the
engineering constants and the components of stiffness and compliance.

The important issue is the functional form of the stress-strain rela-
tion for unidirectional composites. The form is exactly the same as that
for the conventional isotropic materials. It is for this reason we believe
that composite materials are conceptually as simple as conventional
materials.

For composite materials whose stiffness properties are not listed in
this chapter, four independent constants must be obtained either by
direct measurements or from appropriate sources. The process of deter-
mining the stresses and strains remain. If a woven fabric is used instead
of the unidirectional composites comparable constants must be ob-
tained. The fabric is treated as a homogeneous material in the same
fashion as the unidirectional composites are treated. In general, four
constants are needed. If the fabric has a square weave; i.e., the proper-
ties along two orthogonal directions are identical, we will have a square
symmetric material for which there are only three independent
constants.




24 introduction to composite materials

Fiﬁany, the directionally dependent material property is a unique

feature of composite materials. All four independent material constants

must be known. The stiffness of conventional materials, on the other
hand, can be represented by the Young’s modulus alone because the
Poisson’s ratio for isotropic materials is approximately 0.3. Further-
more, Poisson’s ratios often appear with unity, such as m in Equation
1.11 and G in Equation 1.23; small variations in Poisson’s ratios often
have insignificant effect. For composite materials, Poisson’s ratios are
not bounded and can have very significant effect. Young’s modulus

alone is not sufficient to describe the stiffness of composite materials.
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hlems

onents of modulus and compliance for an aluminum
ing independent engineering constants:

E=69GPa;p=03. (1.33)

iponents of modulus and compliance of a square

terial with the following independant engineering
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. homework prol -

"Find the comj

with the follow

What is the effect on the components if the Poisson’s ratio is changed
to 0.25?

. Find the Cdn

symmetric ma
constants:

E, =E, = 96 GPa;v, =v, =0.03;E, =7.17GPa.  (1.34)

. Find the resulting strain in the aluminum above from an imposed

stress vector (400,60,15) MPa in Equation 1.24. Apply the calculated
strain to the aluminum and see if the original stress vector is
recovered. :

. Repeat Problem (¢) for the square symmetnc material descnbed in

Problem (b).

. Use the symmetry condition of Equatlon 1 20 and interchange the

two non-zero off-diagonal terms in Table 1.4. Show the condition for
apparent infinite stiffness in the x-direction under biaxial stress is:

v =0 o, o (139)

Show the condition for mflmte areal stiffness under plane hydro—
static pressure p is: ~

b =, =10, =0, =—p. (1.36)

. Find direct expressions for the compliance components in terms of

the modulus components for an orthotropic material. Write down
the modulus components in terms of the compliance components.

g Given two pieces of a unidirectional composite material joined in a

manner shown in Figure 1.14 determine: the deformed shape under
uniaxial stress. Is the deformed shape a, b or ¢? What prmcxple is
involved?
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(a) (b) (c)
Figure 1.14 Possible deformed shapes of a 0/90 composite.

h. The maximum stress criterion of a unidirectional composite states
that failure occurs when one of the equalities is met. The data are
those for T300/5208, with the assumption that tensile and com-
pressive strengths are equal.

<X o <s

y<Y g

s

(1.37)
< 1500 MPa < 40 MPa < 68 MPa

This criterion appears as a rectangle in stress space in Figure 1.15(a).
It is not drawn to scale. Similarly, the maximum. strain criterion
states

€, <—{£ €, <—¥- € <—£
E, E, E,
(1.38)
<8.28 X 1073 <3.85X 1073 <942X 107

This is shown in strain space in Figure 1.15(d). Use the linear ortho-
tropic stress-strain relations to draw to scale: (1) the maximum strain
criterion in stress space, and (2) the maximum stress criterion in
strain space,
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(a) (b)

Figure 1.15 Maximum stress and maximum strain failure criteria.

i. The longitudinal shear stress/shear strain curve for most unidirec-

tional composites is nonlinear. A typical curve (not to scale) is shown
in Figure 1.16. The maximum stress S and strain (¢, ) are indicated.
The linear approximation of the maximum strain can be based on the
tangent modulus in Equation (1.38). Show to scale for T300/5208
the maximum strain criterion in stress space similar to Figure
1.17(a), and the maximum stress criterion in strain space similar to
Figure 1.17(b) for both the tangent and the maximum shear strains,
assuming the maximum shear is three times the tangent shear strain.

23

/
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Figure 1.16 Longitudinal shear curve.
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Figure 1.17 Maximum stress and maximum strain failure criterion in
the o, — 0, plane.
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nomenclature

| E = Young’s modulus for isotropic materials
E, = Longitudinal Young’s modulus of unidirectional components
Ey = Transverse Young’s modulus of unidirectional components
G = Shear modulus for isotropic materials
E; = Longitudinal shear modulus of unidirectional components
m = Dimensionless multiplying constant = [1 —vp, v, 1!
0y = Stiffness components; i,j = x,y,s
Sy = Compliance components; i,j = x,,s
u = Displacement along the x-axis
v = Displacement along the y-axis
1% = Stored elastic energy
€; = Strain components; i,j = x,y,§
o; = Stress components; i,j = x,),8
v = Poisson’s ratio for isotropic materials
vy = Longitudinal Poisson’s ratio
v, = Transverse Poisson’s ratio
Sub x = Normal component along the x-axis
Sub y = Normal component along the y-axis
Subs = Shear component in the x-y plane
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chapter 2
transformation of
stress and strain

The change of stiffness of unidirectional composites as a function of
ply orientation is a unique feature of composites. This change can be
related to the orientational variations of stress and strain. We will derive
the relations that govern these variations; namely, the transformation
equations. There are three formulations for the transformation; viz., the
conventional power functions, the double angle functions, and the
invariant functions. Each formulation has its unique characteristic and
is useful for special purposes. All three formulations are equivalent and
will yield the same answer.

31
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1. background

Up to this point, we have dealt only with the stiffness of unidirectional
composites in their material symmetry axes, as shown in Figure 2.1. In
this reference coordinate system, we call this type of symmetry ortho-
tropic; see Figure 1.10 for graphic illustration. General orthotropic con-
figuration occurs when the ply orientation is different from 0 or 90
degrees. This is shown in Figure 2.2. We also call the latter configura-
tion the off-axis as distinguished from the on-axis in Figure 2.1.

,AIX Mi

Figure 2.1 Material sym-
metry axes of a unidirec-
tional composite. The x-axis
is along the fiber and is in the
longitudinal direction. This
on-axis configuration is
called orthotropic.

Figure 2.2 Off-axis or
generally orthotropic
configuration of a uni-
directional composite.
Counterclockwise rotation
of the ply-orientation is
positive; clockwise rotation,
negative.

There are several reasons that we need to know how stress and strain
can be expressed in different orientations of the coordinate axes. As the
angle varies in Figure 2.2, the components of stress and strain will
change following prescribed patterns. This variation is called the trans-
formation equation of stress and strain. The state of stress or strain
remains the same, independent of the coordinate system, but the mag-
nitude of its components change.

In conventional materials, physical properties do not change with
reference coordinates. This class of materials is isotropic. The trans-
formation of stress or strain has no special meaning or utility with the
exception of two special orientations; viz., the principal axes where the
shear component vanishes, and the maximum shear orientation which is
45 degrees away from the principal axes. These special orientations are
useful for conventional materials because a number of failure theories
can be applied using the maximum principal stresses or the maximum
shear stresses.
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In composite materials, we need to know the transformation equa-
tions of stress and strain for a number of reasons.

First, the properties of composites are not isotropic. The state of
stress or strain existing relative to the on-axis configuration is important
in determining the stiffness and strength of composite materials. We can
then use the transformation equations, for example, to find the on-axis
stress from the applied stress in an off-axis orientation or vice versa.

Secondly, transformation equations are needed to determine the

principal stresses or strains. The same transformation equations also
define the invariants of stress and strain. The concepts of principal
axes and invariants are fundamental for the understanding of composite
materials. The same concepts can be extended to those for stiffness and
strength. They will be explained later.
~ Finally, transformation equations for stress and strain, together with
the on-axis stress-strain relations of Chapter 1, can be used to determine
the off-axis compliance and modulus of unidirectional composites. The
sequence of operations is illustrated in Figure 2.3 for the compliance
and described as follows:

® The originally applied stress to an off-axis composite is shown in
(@), expressed in components 1,2,6.
® If we apply stress transformation to the components of (¢) in the
1-2 system, we will get (b), the same state of stress but expressed
in the different components of the on-axis, x-y system; i.e., in
components x,y,s. This is a positive stress transformation.
® Since we know the relations between the on-axis stress and strain
from Table 1.5, we can determine the induced strain in the
on-axis, x-y system, which is shown in (¢).
® We can then apply inverse strain transformation to get the strain
components in the off-axis, 1-2 system from the on-axis, x-y
system; ice., from (¢) to (d) in Figure 2.3. This is a negative strain
transformation. Then we have the induced strain in (d) as the
result of the applied stress in (@), both of which are in the off-axis,
1-2 system. B
We- can go from (a) to (d) directly if we know the off-axis stress-
strain relation. This can be derived by merging the three steps in this
figure into one.
If the imposed strain is given in Figure 2.3(a) instead of the stress,
the induced off-axis stress can be determined by a very analogous
method. The off-axis modulus of a unidirectional composite can then
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Figure 2.3 Determination of the off-axis compliance:

From (a) to (b): use positive stress transformation.

From (b) to (¢): use the on-axis stress-strain relation in
compliance.

From (c) to (d): use negative strain transformation.

be derived from this process. The sequence of operations is illustrated
in Figure 2.4.

® From off-axis strain to on-axis strain, use positive strain trans-
formation. This is the operation from (@) to (b).

® From on-axis strain to on-axis stress, use the on-axis stress-strain
relation in modulus, as in Table 1.6. This is the operation from (b)
to (¢).

® From on-axis stress to off-axis stress, use negative stress transfor-
mation. This operation is from (¢) to (d).

Alternatively, we can go from (a) to (d) directly if we know the
off-axis modulus.

The scope of this chapter is to show stress and strain transformation.
The formulas of the transformation are simple and easy to use, but the
most critical part of the operation is the sign convention. As we have
repeatedly mentioned, signs are critical for the study of composites.
Such emphasis is not called for in the case of conventional materials
because their behavior is often insensitive to signs and directions.

The notations associated with coordinate transformation are arbi-
trary. The components of the original versus the transformed, the old
versus the new, the 1-2 versus the x-y systems, or the on-axis versus the
off-axis are based on a matter of judgment, and certainly vary from
author to author and from situation to situation. Only the definitions
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Figure 2.4 Determination of the off-axis modulus:
From (a) to (b): use positive strain transformation.
From (b) to (¢): use the on-axis stress-strain relations in
modulus.
From (¢) to (d): use negative or inverse stress transformation.

of the on-axis and the off-axis are normally fixed. The key issue is the
initial definition such as that shown in Figure 2.2, where the reference
coordinates and the ply orientation are illustrated. This choice is made
for convenience because most transformations for the stress and strain
in_composite materials go from the off-axis to the on-axis orientation.
But these are exceptions, such as the negative or inverse transformation
between step (¢) and step (d) in Figure 2.3 and 2.4.

2. transformation of stress

Now we would like to derive the relations between two sets of stress
components; one set expressed in the 1-2 system, and the other in the
x-y system. The latter is rotated from the former by a positive angle as
shown in Figure 2.2 and repeated in Figure 2.5(a). In Figure 2.5(b) and
(c), the two sets of stress components, one with numerical subscripts,
the other with letter subscripts, are also shown. The arrows indicate the
direction of the positive component, following the sign convention in
Figure 1.6.

The transformation of stress can be derived from the balance of
forces. Consider a free-body diagram shown in Figure 2.6(q) whichisa
wedge slicing across fibers in a typical infinitesimal unit area like that in
Figure 2.5(b). The sides of this wedge have the following lengths
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Figure 2.5 Stress transformation: changes in stress
components due to coordinate rotation or
transformation.
(a) Relation between the 1-2 and x-y systems.
Counterclockwise rotation is positive. .
(b) The off-axis or old stress components, with
“numerical subscripts, ;
(c) The on-axis or new stress components, with
letter subscripts. ’
All arrows for the components are pointing in a
positive direction.
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Figure 2.6 Free-body diagram for the
balance of stress components. The com-
ponents of the on-axis, x-y coordinates
can be expressed in terms of those of the
off-axis, 1-2 coordinates. All stress com-

ponents shown are derived from Figure
2.5(b) and (c).

relative to unity hypotenuse; also shown in Figure 2.6(a):

m = cosf, n =sinf 2.1
The forces exerted on the sides of this triangular free body, shown

only schematically in Figure 2.6(4), are the products of the stress

components multiplied by the appropriate lengths of the sides.
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‘ Balance of horizontal (along the 1-axis) forces yields:

mo, —no, =mo, + nog (2.2)
@ Balance of vertical (along the 2-axis) forces yields:

no, + mo, = no, + mog (2.3)

Keeping in mind that the original 1-2 components are given, and we are
looking for the new x-y components, we can find the unknown com-
ponents by solving simultaneously Equations 2.2 and 2.3 as follows:

o,= m*o, +n*o, + 2mnog 2.4)

0, = —mno, +mna, +{m* —n?jo, (2.5)
It is assumed here that the off-axis stress components are normally
given and the on-axis components are desired. This is usually the case
when we study composite materials. It is important to know that Equa-
tions 2.4 and 2.5 are applicable independent of material properties. The
description of the on-axis and off-axis is made for sake of convenience
and is not intended to restrict the transformation equations to a
specific material.

We can now repeat the process by slicing a wedge parallel to fibers in
the unit area as in Figure 2.7. On this plane the normal stress com-
ponent is acting transversely to the fibers. The free body diagram for
this wedge is shown in Figure 2.7(b), from which the following rela-
tions can be established:

e Balance of horizontal forces yields:
no, — Mmo; = no,; — nog (2.6)

® Balance of vertical forces yields:

ma, + nog = mo, —nog (2.7)
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Figure 2.7 Free-body diagram for the balance
of stress components. This is the same as Figure
2.6 except the new plane is sliced along the fibers.
Positive components are derived from Figure 2.5(b)
and (c).

If we solve the last two equations simultaneously, we get

0, = n*0, +m?o, —2mno, +(2.8)

o, =—mno, + mno, + [m? —n?log (2.9)

§
Note that the shear stress expressed in Equation 2.9 is the same as that
in Equation 2.5 as it should be. Thus, the three equations for stress

- transformation are Equations 2.4, 2.8 and 2.9. These equations can be
packaged in a matrix multiplication table as follows:

table 2.1
stress transformation equations in
power functions

g % %
o m2 ne 2mn
g n? m? ~2mn
g -mn mn m2~-n2

m=cos 8, n=sinb

The transformation equations above are expressed in terms of second
power -of sines and cosines. We can rewrite these equations using double
angle trigonometric identities as follows:
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m? = cos?6 = L 1 cos20
2 2

n? = sin?0 = ——;—00529

=

i . (2.10)
sin26

2mn

m?* —n? = cos20

When we substitute these identities into the equations in Table 2.1, we
get

o, = %[01 + 0,1 +%[01 — 0,1 c0s20 + 048in20
o, = %[0‘ +o,] —%[al —0,1c0520 — ggsin20  (2.11)
g, = —%— o, —0,]1sin20 + 04c0s20

Introducing a notation commonly used in photoelasticity, we have

[01 +02]> q=

or (2.12)

where super bars refer to the on-axis orientation. We can now express
the stress transformation equations in terms of double angles and the
notation in Equation 2.12. This new formulation is shown in a matrix
multiplication table as follows:
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table 2.2
stress transformation in double angle
function — | ,
P q r
o / cos28 sin28
% / —cos28 ~-sin28
o5 -sin28 cos28

& is positive in counter-clockwise
rotation

There is an alternative arrangement for Table 2.2 where the column
headings and the trigonometric functions are interchanged. This
arrangement is useful for certain ply orientation such as 45 degrees, in
which case the column with the cosine function vanishes.

table 2.3
stress transformation in double angle
functions — 11
/ cos28 sin28
% P q r
%% 14 -q -r
% r -q

Either table can be used. The common feature is the first column,
where the influence of the angle of rotation does not exist. The con-
stant p is called an invariant of this coordinate transformation. If we
add the first two rows of the tables above, we get

2p=0,+0,=2p=0, +to, (2.13)

Thus the sum of the two normal stress components remain constant,
independent of the angle of rotation or ply orientation. We call this
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invariant the first-order invariant for stress transformation;i.e.,
There is a second-order invariant that we can show as follows:
From Equation 2.12

— = 1 _
q* +r? = Z[OX 0,1% + o?

From Table 2.3
= ¢%cos?20 + 2qrsin20cos26 + r?sin?20
+ r?cos? 20 — 2grsin20cos20 + g?sin?20 (2.15)
= g% +7?

This is another invariant because the quantity remains the same for any
value of angle or ply orientation. We label this second-order invariant as

R =32 +T72 =g + 12 (2.16)

where R is the radius of the Mohr’s circle for stress transformation. The
geometric relationship of Equation 2.16 is shown in Figure 2.8. Also
shown in this figure are the phase angle and the following trigonometric
relations:

q = Rcos20,
“r = Rsin26, (2.17)
6, = %tgn“ ;r=-!2—sin"1 -}%=—12—cos‘l %

Thus the three stress components that characterize the state of plane
stress can be represented by at least three sets of variables for a given
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0; ’f ‘ '
MOHR'S CIRCLE
r=Rsin2é,
28, g, O,
; Yo =Rcos28, q
7

Figure 2.8 Geometric relations of second-order stress
invariant R and Mohr’s circle. The location of the center
is specified by the first invariant 1.

coordinate system;i.e., for a given angle of orientation, say, 6.

® First set: Stress components 1,2,6.

® Second set: p, q, ¥ in accordance with Equation 2.12.

® Third set: Invariates / and R and the phase angle, defined in
Equations.2.14, 2.16 and 2.17, respectively.

Similarly, the stress transformation can be formulated in terms of each
of the sets above. We have done the first two; the third set can be used
to derive the transformation equations by substituting Equations 2.14,
2.16 and 2.17 into the appropriate column headings in Table 2.2, the
transformation in terms-of p, g, r.

o, = I+ Rcos26,co0s26 + Rsin20,sin26
= [+ Rcos2 [6—0,]
o, = I—Rcos2[6—0,] (2.18)

o, = —Rcos26,sin20 + Rsin20,cos26

= —Rsin2 [0, ]

transformation of stress and strain 43

where [ = -;-[01 + 0,1
1
R = /g* +rt= \/Z[Ul —0,1% +04? (2.19)
8, = —cos! 4 =—1—sin‘1 I =ltan'l L
R 2 R 2 4

This invariant formulation of the transformation equations can be
shown in a matrix multiplication table as follows:

table 2.4 ‘
stress transformation in invariant functions
v R
o /- cos 2(8-8,)
g / -cos2(8-8,)
g ~$/n2(8-6,)

We have seen that transformation equations can be written in different
sets of functions. There are advantages and disadvantages associated
with each set. From the standpoint of numerical calculation, the in-
variant functions in Table 2.4 may be the easiest because there are only
two columns in this table, instead of three columns as in Tables
2.1-2.3. The Mohr’s circle representation is also based on the invariant
functions. But the direction of rotation, the magnitude and the sign of
the phase angle can be troublesome. Care must be exercised in applying
the last line of Equation 2.17 or 2.19 to avoid a 180 degree out of
phaée mistake.* Inverse trigonometric functions are not single-valued;
they repeat themselves at fixed intervals. The double angle functions of
the stress transformation in Tables 2.2 and 2.3 are better in the sense
that the signs are correctly built in. The classical power functions
formulation in Table 2.1 appears most frequently in current textbooks.
This formulation is most convenient to use when one or two of the
stress components are zero.

*The same care is required for the conversion of rectangular to polar coordinates.
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3. numerical examples of stress transformation (2) From the double angle function transformation in Table 2.3:

Problem: Given stress in the 1-2 system i cos260 = 0, sin20 = 1 (2.23)

0; =(9,3,4) (2.20) |
p=z0+3)=6

Find stress components in the x-y system for § = 45 degrees. The
two reference coordinates are shown in Figure 2.9 (same as Figure 2.5).

g=L1o9-3=3 (2.24)
P 2
o
A o 5
. 7 ' =
/{&’ -—Pi.or Z Vel r 4
= 7 i___ XA Then,
(a) () ___—i_’(c/ 0x= 6+4=10
‘ . 06, = 6—4=2 (2.25)
Figure 2.9 Stress transformation: changes in stress
components due to coordinate transformation.
g, = —3
Solution: (3) From the definition of invariants in Equation 2.19:
(1) From the power function transformation in Table 2.1. v
» I = p=6 (2.26)
cosf = sinf =—— (2.21)
V2 R = V/qg2+rr=V/32+42=5 (2.27)
o, =%(9+3+2x4)=1o
0, = %tan-l -‘3‘-——- 26.56 degree
1 -
o, —-5(9+3~2X4)—2
1 or = Lt 2 =26.56 degree (2.28)
o, =—=(9+3+0)=—-73 2 3
2 (2.22)

or = %—cos‘l —2— = 26.56 degree
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From the invarant function transformation in Table 2.4 for § = 45
degrees, we have

o, = 6+ 5co0s2(45—26.56) =10

6 — 5c0s2(45 — 26.56) = 2 (2.29)

Q
1l

—5s8in2(45 — 26.56) =—3

Q
i

As expected all three formulations yield the same answer.

By virtue of symmetry, four combinations of stress components are
closely related, each corresponding to a phase angle. This is shown in
the Mohr’s circle in Figure 2.10.

i '
(2)
A 2% q (3,9,4) (9,3,4)
r r
N 24(//
(11,1,0)
y -q o, 0
(9)
24, (10,2.>3)
?" '3 1,7:
e (3,9,-4)
(a) ’ (b)

Figure 2.10 Four possible combinations of components of stress. For a given
Mohr’s circle (or a state of stress) the magnitude and sign of the stress
components depend on the signs of ¢ and r in Equation 2.24. Each combina-
tion is associated with a phase angle, The relations between the four phase
angles are shown in this figure. The components for each phase angle are
also shown.

Care must be exercised to distinguish among these combinations.
They are repeated here for emphasis and shown in Figure 2.10(b).

oM = 26.56, 0; = (9,3,4)
9 = 63.44, 0; = (3,9,4)

: (2.30)
03 = —63.44, 0; = (3,9,—4)

il

04 = —26.56, 0; = (9,3,—4)
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Note that the first phase angle is the given orientation for this present
state of stress. Note relationships between phase angles; e.g.,

oM + 62 = 90

6% + 6@ = —90
(231)
oW = —@ ‘

In spite of the multivalued phase angles for the invariant formulation
of the transformation, the phase angle has one important feature. When
the angle of rotation 0 is equal to a phase angle, say 26.56 degrees from
Equation 2.30, we have from Equation 2.29:

01=6+5=11
0, =6—5= 1 (2.32)
06=0

This combination of -stress components are also shown in Figure
2.10(b). This orientation is called the principal direction. In this
orientation, the shear stress is zero, and the normal stress com-
ponents reach maximum and minimum values. They can be determined
immediately from the two invariants:

op = 0 = I+R

max

(2.33)

Oy = Omin = I—R

where stress components are the principal stress components. See
Figure 2.11 for graphical illustration of various invariant quantities.
Thus, the principal direction is derived from

§—6,=0 (2.34)
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R /

* \ 7
R
R

=3 R

7 |

Figure 2.11 Principal stress components. They are
the maximum or minimum values in the Mohr’s

circle.

There is another important orientation; i.e., 45 degrees from the prin-
cipal direction, or when

0—0,=45 (2.35)
At this angle, we have
o,= I = 6
og,= I = 6 ‘ (2.36)
0 =—R=-—5

Here, both normal stress components are equal to the first invariant;
the shear stress component reaches its minimum value. The latter would
have been the maximum shear stress if —45 degree is used in Equation
2.35.

As a final emphasis on the importance of the sign of angles, Figure
2.12 shows the consequence of a sign error. A positive transformation
from the 1-2 axes will result in the material symmetry axes, designated
1°-2"% axes. A sign error will result in the 1™-2" axes which are 26 orienta-
tion away from the correct answer.
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Figure 2.12 Positive and negative
angles of rotation. Guesswork is
not good enough for composites.
Keep track of the signs.

4. transformation of strain

Strain transformation is as importanf as stress transformation. An iden-
tical figure to Figure 2.5 can be drawn for the strain components. This
is done in Figure 2.13.

-2
€ 5
)’\ T /{X 1._255 \,:\65/, “x
Z +9/ «Jp_f/
4 < < /\/\
VL
(a) (b) ——-—————>r_ (c)

Figure 2.13 Strain transformation. Changes in strain
components due-to coordinate rotation or
transformation.
(a) Relation between the 1-2 and x-y systems.
Counterclockwise rotation is positive.
(b) The off-axis strain components, with numerical
subscripts.
(¢) The on-axis strain components, with letter
subscripts.
All arrows for the components are pointing in a
positive direction,

Like the definition of strain itself, strain transformation is purely geo-
metric and involves no material property or balance of forces. Using the
notation shown in Figure 2.13, the off-axes orientation is the 1-2
system, and the on-axis, the x-y system. We will now derive the strain
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transformation relations from the strain-displacement relations shown
in Equation 1.1 and 1.4 and repeated as follows:

o ou
Gx = 5—;
€, = g—% (2.37)
ov , du
= —_—t =
& ox oy

Since both displacements « and v and coordinates x and y are vectors,
and are directionally dependent quantities, we only need to find the

relationship between the primed and the unprimed components of a

vector, shown in Figure 2.14(a) and (b), respectively,

x = mx'+ny
(2.38)
y =—nx' +my’
conversely,
x''=mx —ny
(2.39)

nx +my

<
Il

where, as before,

S m=cosf, n=sind

From Equation 2.39, we can get the following by partial differ-
entiation: :
ax' ax’ oy' - oy _

= =m, —— =N, ==}, == 2.40
ox " oy " ox " oy " ( )

The relations between displacements in the primed and unprimed
coordinates are identical to those in Equations 2.38 and 2.39 because
all quantities are vectors. We can simply write the following by re-
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(a) (b)

Figure 2.14 Coordinate systems between the primed or
numbered and unprimed axes,
(a) To go from primed to unprimed, 4 is positive.
(b) To go from unprimed to primed, 8 is negative.

placing x, y, x', ¥', by u, v, u', V', respectively:

u = mu +nv ,
U ’ : (2.41)
v ==nu' +my'
Conversely,
u' = mu—ny
(2.42)

v = nu + my

Now we are ready to derive the strain transformation equations. From
Equation 2.37 / l

e, =% (2.43)

By chain differentiation

_dudx’ | du 3y’

é" Tax'ax oy ox (2.44)
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From Equation 2.40 and 2.41

ou' ov' ou’ '
€., = — +n m + +n
x [m ox' ox' ] [m oy’ oy’ ] "
= m?e, +ne, + mneg (2.45)
where € = € = ?T
‘ X
&= ' = g-;— (2.46)
, ou' v’
N T

Here primes are added to all the variables in the definitions of strains in
Equation 2.37. We can do this because the relationship is invariant; i.e.,
the relationship does not change from coordinates to coordinates, and
is valid for all coordinate systems. Note that the strain transformation
in Equation 2.45 is very similar to the stress transformation in Equation
2.4 except the factor 2 is missing in the shear term. This difference
comes about from the use of engineering shear strain as shown in Table
1.3 and Equation 1.4. :

By an identical process as that used in the derivation of Equation
2.45, we can show

€, = n’e  +mle, —mneg (247

€ —2mne, + 2mne, + [m?*—n?]eg (2.48)

s

This is summarized in a matrix multiplication table as follows:

table 2.5
strain transformation equations in power
functions
€ &, €5
€ m? n? mn
€ né m? -mn
€s -2mn 2mn m2-n?

—www.polycomposite.ir
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We can express the transformation relations in terms of double angle
and invariant functions as we did for the stress transformation. Com- -
parable to Tables 2.2 and 2.3 for stress transformation, we can show
strain transformation in double angle functions in Tables 2.6 and 2.7,
respectively.

table 2.6
__strain transformation in double angle
function — 1

P q r
& / cos28 sin28
& / ~-cos28 -sin28
& -2sin28 2cos28
table 2.7

strain transformation in double angle
functions — 1l

/ cos28 sin28
& q r
5 -7 ~r
& ar -2q
. _1 _ 1 _ _ 1
where P“E[El +e,l, Q'E[Gl €21, r_566 (2.49)

Note that the definition of r is different from that for the stress
transformation in Equation 2.12. The use of engineering shear strain is
responsible for the difference.

The invariant function comparable to Table 2.4 for the stress trans-
formation can be derived in a similar fashion and the results are listed in

a matrix multiplication table as follows:
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table 2.8
strain transformation in invariant functions
Vs r

& / cos2(6-6,)

& / ~c052(8-6p)

& -2sin2(8-6,)

where: [ = [, =%[e, + €,

1 .
R = RC= L[2 +r2 =\/Z[€1 —'62]24‘%662 (2.50)

1 1 q 1 . _|r 1 4 7

0, = —cos! ==—sin! —=—tan! —

o~ 3 R 2" R 2™ 3§

The advantages and disadvantages of each formulation for the strain
transformation are similar to those for the stress transformation. The
doubie angle formulation appears to provide the best compromise and
is recommended for general usage. This will be our choice for the
balance of this book.

5. numerical examples of strain transformation

a. Problem: Given a state of strain in the 1-2 system
€ =1(9,3,4) X 1073 (2.51)

Find a transformed strain for 6 equal to 45 degrees. See Figure 2.15.

Solution: - From Table 2.7, cos26 = 0, sin20 = 1
p =%(9+3)=6X 1073
q =%(9»—3):3x 107 (2.52)

=2X107%

~
Il
[STE-S
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Then

, e, = 6+2=8X1073
f e, = 6—2=4X107 (2.53)
e, =—2X3=—6X1073

Note that the transformed strain is quite different from the trans-
formed stress of (10,2,—3) from Equation 2.25. The factor of 2 in the
engineering shear strain is responsible for this dramatic difference.

2
¥ €z &
ZEOg. .
—~—— /\
VL
(a) (b) w——=—= (c/
T

Figure 2.15 Strain transformation. To go from (b) to
(c) is a positive transformation when the angle of
rotation is positive, as in Problem a. The negative or
inverse transformation in Problem b is in effect when
the angle is negative. (This figure is the same as
Figure 2.13.)

b. Problem: Try inverse transformation for strain in Equation 2.53

€ =(8,4,—6) X 1073 (2.54)
Find strain at —45 degree rotation.
Solution:  From Table 2.7, cos28 = 0, sin28 = —1
7= %(8+4)=6X 1073
7= 28-4=2x107 (2.55)
F=—8-_3x10
2
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Then
€, = 6+3=9X1073
e, = 6—3=3X%X1073 (2.56)
€6 = 2X2=4X1073

Note that the original strain in Equation 2.51 is recovered.

6. graphic interpretations of stress-strain relations

The stress-strain relations in Chapter 1 used components of stress and
strain as the variables. If we use their linear combinations p,q,r, as
defined by Equations 2.12 and 2.49, we can write the equivalent stress-
strain relations for an on-axis, orthotropic material as follows:

table 2.9
equivalent on-axis stress-strain relation in terms
of compliance

Po 9

!

A

/ /

2 (Sxx *Syyt2Sy) 7 (Sx=Syy!
/ /

% (200! Z(5utSyEoy/

/
55ss

o

table 2.10

equivalent on-axis stress-strain relation in terms
of modulus

e e

al

Pr | $0ut0yt20y,) £000,,)
/ /
Yr |50 0! 704G, 20,,)

o 2055
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If the material is isotropic, we have additional relations among the
components of compliance and modulus, such as those in Equation
1.23, Tables 2.9 and 2.10 become:

table 2.11
equivalent stress-strain relation of isotropic
materials ‘
P 9 >
4 Syxt Sxy
% Sxx = sxy
e Sxx = Sxy
fe e ‘e
£y Oxx *+ Oxy
i | @xx = Cny
o Oxx— Oxy

All off-diagonal terms vanish; all the stress-strain combinations are un-
coupled. The Mohr’s circle for stress and strain are related as follows:

Similarly

Pe

R

= Vg +rr=(s

= 0

= I =5 +8:,),

—5S. )R,

€ XX xy

= Lo =(Qux + Oy,

= (Qxx —Qx_y)RG

€

(2.57)

(2.58)
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The last relation is the phase angle which remains the same as we go
from the stress to strain space or vice versa. The principal axes of stress
and strain are coincident. The two Mohr’s circles, shown in Figure 2.16,
are related by two independent constants or scale factors. We expect
this in isotropic materials.

b 5
b, 2

Ro Re
26e 26,

n——]’{—n

-4

Figu_re 2.16 Graphic representation of stress-strain relation of an iso-
t.roplc material. The phase angle remains the same. The location and
size of the Mohr’s circles are different. :

. If our material is square-symmetric, the equivalent stress-strain rela-
tions must be modified because the relation of Equation 1.23 is no

~ longer valid. The new stress-strain relations are shown as follows:

table 2.12

equivalent on-axis stress-strain relations for
square-symmetric materials

P
&
o

%e Sxx —Sxy
e  Sss
I % Z
br | OxxtOxy
o O —Cy
rﬂ' 2 0 'ss
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In place of the relations in Equations 2.57 and 2.58, we have:

I, = [Sxx +Sxy]Io

€

R = [S..—8 ]\/gu 1S =77 (2.59)
¢ XX Xy ° 2Sxx_Sxy ’

1 _ 1 Sgs T4
06 = —tan?! | ———2" 2
« = [2&” By qa]

Similarly
Ig = [Qxx +Qxy]1€

R, = [0, —Q ]\F+[ 20 72 (2.60)
¢ B xx Xy qe Qxx —Qxy ,e] '

2 7,
o= b [ 7]
2 Qxx-Qxy q.

Thus, the simple scaling applies to the location of the Mohr’s circle
only. The radii of the Mohr’s circle depend on the specific material
constants. All three independent constants are involved. Explicit rela-
tion between the two radii of the Mohr’s circles does not exist. We can
recover the isotropic relations in Equations 2.57 and 2.58 if the relation
in Equation 1.23 is invoked. The phase angle also changes as we go
from one Mohr’s circle to another. The principal axes of stress will not
be coincident with those of strain.

If we consider an orthotropic material, the relations in Tables 2.9
and 2.10 show that the location of the Mohr’s circle as specified by the
first invariant is now coupled with other components of stress (¢) and
other components of the compliance. The location of the circle in the
Mohr’s strain space, for example, depends on the specific material and
the stress combinations of p and q. There is one special case where the
principal axes of stress and strain coincide for orthotropic or square

symmetric material. This occurs when the material symmetry axes or
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the on-axis orientations coincide with the principal stress or strain axes.

If we start with zero stress and gradually increase all three com-
ponents of stress by the same proportion, this is called proportional
loading. The unit vector of stress remains constant. The lines of loading
can be shown as a straight line in the Mohr’s circle space. These loading
paths are added to the circles in Figure 2.16 and shown in Figure 2.17.
For nonisotropic material, the phase angles will be different. The prin-
cipal axes will therefore be different between the stress and strain. The
concept of loading path is important to the design and sizing of com-
posite materials. For structures, multiple loading conditions often exist.
Multiple loading paths and paths other than proportional loading are all
possible. Graphic illustrations in Figure 2.17 can increase understanding
of the basic concept in design.

PROPORTIONAL

P V672 ORTHOTROPIC
oy LOADING STRAIN PATH
< \
\ R \X /SOTROPIC
i - J -
~ 7 Ty T
. X, Ty / €. €

Figure 2_.17 Loading paths of stress and strains in Mohr’s circle space.
The strain paths are dependent on elastic moduli of the material.

7. conclusions

Stresses, strains and their transformation properties are familiar con-

cepts. For composite materials added considerations must be given. The

direction of rotation or the sign of the ply orientation must be observed
faithfully. While guesswork is often harmless for the conventional
material because material behavior is often insensitive to the direction
of rotation, we must develop strict rules in keeping track of the sign of
the angles in composite materials.

The notations which we have used in this chapter is arbitrary to the
extent that a number of systems could be followed. It is important to
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distinguish the reference coordinate axes from the material symmetry
axes, the new from the old coordinate axes, etc. There is no one uni-
versally acceptable system of notation.

The transformation of stresses is independent of materials. The rela-
tions we used in this chapter are from the off-axis orientation to the
on-axis orientation. They are most frequently encountered working
with composite materials. The transformation of strain is purely geo-
metric. No material properties are involved. This should not be con-
fused by the fact that the resulting strain from an applied stress does
depend on the type of material. A stiffer material will result in less
strain for the same applied stress. The strain so produced is dictated by
the stress-strain relation and the magnitude of the elastic constants. But
the transformation of strain is purely geometric for a given state of
strain. In the next chapter the transformation of stress and strain will
provide the basis for the derivation of the transformation of the
modulus and compliance of unidirectional composites.

The concepts of the principal directions of stress and strain are
important to composite materials. Like the sign of ply orientation, the
sign of the orientation of the principal axes must be treated with care.
The notation and definition such as that in Figures 2.2, 2.10, et al.
must be kept in mind in order to avoid bad errors.
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8. homework problems

a. Express stress transformation from the p-g-r to the p'-g'-r', where the
primed quantities are the linear combinations of the stress com-
ponents in the new, transformed axes.

table 2.13
transformation of stress
Py 9, I
ao|
9 cos28 5/in26
ri . —sin28 cos28

What is the relation between this table and the coordinate transfor-
mation in Equation 2.38 or a rigid body rotation in the g-r space?
Show this in a figure and compare it with Figure 2.14.

b. Express strain transformation in terms of the linear combinations of

the strain components, analogous to the stress transformation in
Problem a. Why are the coefficients identical?

table 2.14
transformation of strain
Pe Te e
[ /
gl cos28 sin28
rl -sin28 cos28

c. Simple states of stress are those with only one nonzero stress com-
ponent such as

1) o0,=a 0,=0,=0
2) 0,=b0,=0s=0 (2.61)
3) 64=c¢0,=0,=0
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Show these states in solid dots in the Mohr’s circle space as in Figure
2.11. If each of the applied stress above is equal to 100 MPa, find the
resulting strain components and show the strain to scale in the
Mohr’s circle space for aluminum, T300/5208 cross ply and uni-
directional (isotropic, square-symmetric and orthotropic materials,
respectively, as listed in the Homework Problems in Chapter 1).

. Biaxial states of stress are those with two nonzero components which

also become the principal stresses if the two normal stress com-
ponents are not zero. There are four most common biaxial states:

) o,= 6,= P,og=0
2) g, = 02=—P’06=0
| | | (2.62)
3y o, =—0,= Q,04=0

4) 0, =—0, =—0Q,04 =0

Show these states in solid dots in the Mohr’s circle space. If each of
the applied stress is equal to 100 MPa, show the resulting states of
strain for the same materials in Problem c. :

. Show the relation between the following two states of stress:

0s = Q,and
(2.63)
0, =—0, =Q
How can this be used to establish relations between engineering con-
stants for isotropic material as in Equation 1.23? Can this be used for
nonisotropic materials? -
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nomenclature

I = First order invariant of stress or strain, depending on the
. subscript

m, n = cosf,sind

p, g, r = Linear combinations of stress or strain components

p. g, r = Special linear combinations of stress or strain components

with reference to the material symmetry axes

0y = Components of modulus; ij = x,y,s or 1,2,6

R = A second-order invariant of stress or strain; it is the radius of
the Mohr’s circle

S = Components of compliance, i,j = x,y,5 or-1,2,6

T* T- = Positive, and negative or inverse transformation of stress or
strain, depending on the subscript. The sign corresponds to
that of the ply orientation '

X,y = New or transformed coordinate axes, usually refer to the
on-axis orientation

1,2 = Reference coordinate axes, usually refer to some off-axis
orientation

u, v = Displacements along the x and y axes

u',v' = Displacements along the 1 and 2 axes

o; = Stress components in the material symmetry axes, i = x,y,s;

or in the 1-2 reference axes, i = 1,2,6
= Principal stress components
€; = Strain components in the material symmetry axes, i = x,),5;
or in the 1-2 reference axes, i = 1,2,6

=2
[

€, = Principal strain components
= Angle of ply orientation; counterclockwise rotation is
positive
6, = Phase angle for stress or strain transformation in the invariant

formulation; it is the orientation of the principal axes mea-
sured in the reference axes 1-2

www.polycomposite.ir

chapter 3
off-axis stiffness of
unidirectional composites

The stiffness of unidirectional composites with off-axis ply orientation
is important because composite laminates are normally made of off-axis
in addition to on-axis plies. We must know how to determine the con-
tribution to the laminate stiffness by each ply or ply group. We will
need the transformation of stiffness and compliance to determine the
off-axis stiffness. Like those for stress and strain, the transformation

‘relations of stiffness and compliance can be formulated in terms of the

power functions, the multiple angle functions and the invariants. Exam-
ples of a specific graphite-epoxy composite are used to illustrate the
off-axis stiffness of unidirectional composites.
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| 1. off-axis stiffness modulus

As we have shown in Figure 2.4 and repeated here in Figure 3.1, the
off-axis stiffness can be determined in three steps: the off-axis to on-
axis strain transformation, the on-axis stress-strain relations, and the
inverse or the on-axis to off-axis stress transformation. This process was
initiated by a given strain in Figure 3.1(a) and led us eventually to the
induced stress in Figure 3.1(d). The off-axis compliance can be similarly
derived in three steps, as shown in Figure 2.3. The purpose here is to
derive the off-axis stiffness and the off-axis stress-strain relation for an
arbitrary angle of orientation. Then we can go directly from (a) to (d)
in Figure 3.1 in one step. o ’

€ &, oy (23
Y € 4 2
rf’ g g Lra‘;
- b~
- T O -8B~
‘ \ 3 \ \" \ — ‘
e i 7>
(a) (6) ~rmgs™ (¢) (d)
OFF - Axis On-Axis” 7" On- Axis Off -Axis
Stram 5‘/;0//; Stress Siress
1 o !
ij=1,2,6 '

Figure 3.1 Determination of the off-axis stiffness:
From (a) to (b): use positive strain transformation.
From (b) to (¢): use the on-axis stress-strain relations in stiffness.
From (¢) to (d): use negative or inverse stress transformation.
We can go from (g) to (d) directly if we merge these three steps
into one. This is the same as Figure 2.4.

We will follow these steps in Figure 3.1.

® To go from (a) to (b), we need the strain transformation listed in
Table 2.5, repeated here as follows:

— 2 2
€, = m°€, +ne; + mneg

— 2 + m? —
€, = n'e tm’e; —mneg 3.1)
€, = —2mne, +2mne, + [m?—n?]eq
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o To go from (b) to (c¢) in Figure 3.1, we need'thc on-axis ortho-
tropic stress-strain relation in modulus in Table 1.6 which, when
combined with the results in Equation 3.1, produces:

o, = Q.. m?e; +n?e; + mnegl

X

+Q,,[n?e; + m?e;, —mneg)

(3.2)
= [(m2Q,, +n*Q, le, + 120, +m?0Q, e,
~ *tImnQy, —mnQ,, e
Similarly,
oy = [szxy +n2ny]el + [anxy +m2ny]€2 -
(3.3)
+ [anxy '—an_yy]€6
o, = —2mnQ e, +2mnQ e, + [m*—n*10Q €, (3.4)

® To go from (c) to (d) in Figure 3.1, we need to modify the stress
transformation as listed in Table 2.1. The angle of rotation is now
negative. The numeric and letter subscripts are interchanged. The
letter subscripts now refer to the old (before transformation), and
the numeric subscripts, the new (after transformation).

o, =m?ag, +n*o, — 2mna : (3.5)

=m? [(m?Q,, +n*Qy))e; +(n* 0y, +m?Qy )6,
+ (mnQ,, —mnQ, ,)eq]
+n? [(m?Q,, +n%Q, )e; +(n20Q,, +m?Q, e, (3.6)
+(mnQ,, —mnQ, ,)eq]

— 2mn [—2mnQ €, + 2mnQg e, + (M>—n>)Qy e )
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= [m*Q,, +n*Q,, +2m?n*Q,, +4m*n*Qle,
+[m?*n2Q,, +m*n?Q,, + (m*+n*)Q,, —4m?n*Qgle,  (3.7)

_ 3,3 3_3 i
+ (m3nQ,, —mn®Q,, + (mn®—m3n)Q, , + 2 (mn®>—m3n)Q; leq

0, =Q1161 + Q1262 + Q466 (3.8)
Similarly, 0, = Qs €1 +Qr26, + Q2666 (3.9)
06 =061€1 +Q626, + Q66 (3.10)

This is the off-axis stress-strain relation that directly relates the given
strain in Figure 3.1(a) to the resulting stress in 3.1(d), redrawn in
Figure 3.2. This relation can also be arranged in a matrix multiplication
table as follows:

?.iz €s
“«"’ Z

(29

YV
._L. o

9y
(a) > (b)
Off -Axis Off-Axis
Strain Siress

Figure 3.2 The off-axis stress-strain
relations in stiffness. We have merged
the three steps in Figure 3.1 into one.

table 3.1

off-axis stress-strain relation for unidirectional
composites in terms of stiffness

< & €
gy q Qe Qs
Te ) Qs G
T @ G2 e
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The major difference between the on-axis stress-strain relation in Table
1.6 and the off-axis relation in Table 3.1 lies in the additional com-
ponents in the stiffness. These components with. subscripts 16 and 26
are shear coupling terms that relate the shear strain to normal stress.
Those with 61 and 62 superscripts are normal coupling terms to relate
normal strain to shear stress. Such couplings do not exist in conven-
tional materials, or in unidirectional composites in their on-axis orienta-
tion. Geometric illustration of these coupling effects will be done when
we develop the off-axis orthotropic compliance. Symmetry of these
components can also be demonstrated in a manner similar to that used
for the Q,, component in Chapter 1. The stored energy in Equation
1.16 must contain interaction terms of ¢, g4 and 0,04, or their equiv-
alent in strain components €, €5 and €, €.

The relationship between the stiffness components of the on-axis
and the off-axis orientations can be summarized in Table 3.2 where
matrix multiplication is implied. These relations result from the deriva-
tion of Equation 3.8 and what was omitted in Equations 3.9 and 3.10.
These relations are limited to transformation from the on-axis, ortho-
tropic orientation where shear coupling components are zero. Note that
O, and @, ; do not appear as column headings in this table.*

table 3.2

transformation of stiffness from on-axis unidirectional
composites in power functions

Qux Oyy Qy @ss
@y m* n? 2men? Im2n2
@5z n? m* 2man? 4man?
Q. mén?® m*n? m*+n* ~-4mén?
Qss | m?n* m*n? -2m*n* (m*-n%)?
Qs m?n -mn? mn?-m3n  2mn3*-m3n)
Qs mn? -mn m’n-mn’® 2(m’n- mn3)\|

m=cosé, n=siné

*If the transformation is from one off-axis orientation to another, additional columns for Q6
and Q,, must be present. This unabridged transformation relation can be found in the
Appendix A of this book.
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This formulation appears most frequently in the literature. This is easy
to use if the ply orientation is *45 degrees, or when one or more
on-axis moduli are zero. Note that all the sums of exponents of the
trigonometric functions in this table are in the fourth power which are
by definition characteristic of the 4th rank tensor. The stress trans-
formation equations are governed by the 2nd power functions, as we
have shown in Table 2.1, and belong to the 2nd rank tensor. The strain
transformation equations in Table 2.5 are also governed by 2nd power
functions, but are different from those for stress because engineering
shear strain is used which is twice the tensorial shear strain.

The critical issue is again the sign convention. The angle used in this
table is the ply orientation. Because of its importance, Figure 2.2 is
shown here again for emphasis.  For unidirectional composites, the
on-axis, orthotropic, and material symmetry axes coincide. We use the
x-y axes to denote this configuration. The off-axis, generally ortho-
tropic configuration refers to ply orientations other than O or 90
degrees. We use the 1-2 axes for the off-axis situation. This is shown in
Figure 3.3(a). But for multidirectional laminates, there can be many ply
orientations. The 1-2 axes remain as the reference coordinates for the
laminate. Each ply orientation 6, can be designated by x;-y; axes. The
angle used in Table 3.2 is that shown in Figure 3.3. This sign conven-
tion is not used universally. Some authors define ply orientation
opposite to that shown in Figure 3.3. Then their transformation rela-
tions will be different from those shown in Table 3.2. In particular, any
term that has the odd power of sines (n and #n3) must change its sign.
The shear or normal coupling terms @, and Q,, are the only com-

_ponents affected.

<l
_ |

(a) (b)

Figure 3.3 Positive ply orientation is shown. The
notation for unidirectional composites normally
follows that in (a); that for multidirectional
composites, in (b) where 8, is the orientation of
the i-th ply or ply group.

off-axis stiffness of unidirectional composites 71

In order to clearly define the ply orientation or the angle of trans-
formation, Figure 3.4 shows alternative relations between the co-
ordinates x-y and 1-2. The transformation relations of Table 3.2 are
applicable to the angles so defined in Figure 3.4.

NI 4
%ﬁ’. :E’

_\ﬁ
-t
2

(a) (b)

Figure 3.4 Angle of transformation for
Table 3.2. Angle is positive in (a); and
negative in (b). Many authors use the
relation in (b), but call the angle positive.
Then the relation in Table 3.2 for the 16
and 26 components must change sign.

There is a fundamental difference between the transformation relations
for the stiffness and those for stress and strain.* For the stiffness, the
relation is based on a transformation from the on-axis or material
symmetry axis to an arbitrary reference axis. The column headings in
Table 3.2 have subscripts x, y, s; while the row headings, 1, 2, 6. We go
from x-y to 1-2 coordinate system for the stiffness. But for stress and
strain, the transformation, such as those shown in Tables 2.1 and 2.5,
we go from the off-axis to the on-axis, or 1-2 to x-y coordinate system.
While the selection of 1-2 or x-y or any other description of the axes is
arbitrary, the stress and strain transformations shown above are valid
provided the angle of rotation follows the established signs convention;
i.e., positive for counterclockwise rotation. The transformation of
stiffness shown in Table 3.2 is valid only when we go from on-axis to
off-axis. If we want to go from one off-axis orientation to another

*The difference is referred to in Appendix A as the material versus behavioral quantities.
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off-axis, additional terms are required for the transformation relations.
This can be readily derived by adding the contribution of the normal
coupling term in Equation 3.2. The result is shown in Appendix A.

We can further develop a multiple-angle formulation for the stiffness
transformation in place of the power functions in Table 3.2. This proc-
ess can be done directly by substituting the following trigonometric
identities into Table 3.2.*

mt = %(3+400320+cos4())

min = %(2sin26+sin49)

22 = %(1—0054()) (3.11)
mnd = —;—(ZSinZO—sin40)

nt = é(3 — 4cos20 + cosdf)

We will now show three examples of the substitution of values from
Equation 3.11 into Table 3.2:

Qll = m4Qxx +n4ny +2m2n2 [Qxy +2st]

(3 + 4cos26 + cos40)Q, +%(3 —4cos20 + cos49)ny_

1
8
: +%(1 — cos40)(Q,, + 20,

1
(3Q,x +30Q,, +20,, +40] +-2-[Qxx —Q,,1cos20

o0 |-

+"18'[,Q"x +Q,, —20,, — 40, 1cos46

= U; + U,cos208 + Ujzcosdf (3.12)

*This was suggested to us by P. W. Mast, U.S. Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, D.C.
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Ql2 = m2n2 [Q_xx + ny _4st] + [m4 + n4]Qxy

CO | =~

g 1
(1= cos40)[Qy, + Q) —40ys] +2(6 + 200840)0,.,

00 | =

[Qvy +Q,, +60,, —40,,]

—%[Qxx +0,, —20,, —40]cos4d

i

U, — Ujzcos46 (3.13)

I

m*nQ,, —mn3Q,, + [mn® —m*nl(Q,, + 20

Q16

5(25in20 +5ind0)Q,., — 5 [26in20 —5ind61 0,

——;—sin49[Qxy + 20,1

0o |—

[2Qxx - 2ny Isin26 +—;—[Qxx + ny —-2Qxy “4st]sin40

U,sin26 + Us,sin4f ' (3.14)

I

1
2

We can repeat the process for the other three components of the off-
axis modulus and list the results in Table 3.3 in matrix multiplication
format and using the following definitions of the linear combinations of
modulus:

Ur =3 [30,, +30,, +20,, +40,]

1
U, =-2-[Qxx — Q]

Us =§[QH +Q,, — 205, —40,;] (3.15)

(continues)
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1
Us =5 10xx + Qyy 60y, —40]

Us =110, +0,, —20,, +40,,] (3.15)
8 (concluded)

table 3.3

transformed stiffness from on-axis uni-
directional composites in multiple angle

functions
/ Us . Uy
@, Y, cos28 cos48
@22 Y, ~cos2é cos48
@2 Us -cos48
Qss Us - cos48
Q6 -2’— sin28 sind48
Qs + sin28 - sin48

This formulation has two distinct advantages over the power function
formulation. First, the invariants are explicit. Secondly, the integration
and differentiation of multiple angle functions are easier than those of
power functions.

From the transformation equations in Table 3.3, we can show the
off-axis combinations listed in Equation 3.15 are: .

Ul = éBQH +30;, + 201, +4Q66] (3.16)
From Table 3.3:

= %[6U, +2U, +4U] (3.17)
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From Equation 3.15:

- —6%{[18Qxx +18Q,, + 120, + 2401 + [20,, +20,, +
120,, — 80,1 +1[40,, +40,, —80,, + 1601}

= -6-12[24Qxx +24Q,, +160Q,, +320] (3.18)

1
= 330 +30,, +20,, +40,]

= U, = an invariant

Similarly
U, = U,cos26 = not invariant
U; = Uscos46 = not invariant
(3.19)
Us=U, = an invariant
Us = Us = an invariant

When the off-axis(primed) and on-axis(un-primed) combinations are
equal, they are by definition invariant. This is analogous to the stress
invariants in Equation 2.14. Note that U, U,, and U; are first-order or
linear invariants, of which two are independent because we can show
from Equation 3.15 that

U, =-%[U, —U,] (3.20)

This relation between the invariants is analogous to that between the
modulus of isotropic materials shown in Equation 1.23. We have shown
that stress and strain possess a second-order or quadratic invariant each;
i.e., the radius of Mohr’s circle. The modulus also possesses second-
order invariants.-They can be derived as follows. We will first define
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two additional linear combinations for the modulus.

Us =%[Q16 + 076l =’;—U2$in20

(3.21)
% =%[Q16 — Q6] = Ussindé
We can now derive two second-order invariants as follows:
R? = Uj? +4U2
= U3 [cos?20 + sin?20] (3.22)
= U2
or
R, = U, (3.23)
'Similarly,
R2 = U3* +U;?
= U2 [cos?46 +5sin?40] (3.24)
= U2
or
R, = U, (3.25)

where R, and R, are invariants and U, and U, are not. The values of
U, and Uj stated in Equation 3.19 are based on the on-axis orientation
for which the shear/normal coupling terms are zero. For off-axis orien-
tations, terms containing Uy and U, must be added to the relations in
Equations 3.19 and 3.21. This is shown in Appendix A. The R’s are
radii of the equivalent Mohr’s circles for the modulus. (See Figure 3.9.)
They must always be positive. The U’s can be positive or negative. In
fact, U, would be negative if the longitudinal and transverse directions
are interchanged. The correct sign in Equations 3.23 and 3.24 must be
picked to make R, and R, positive.
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We can derive the transformation equations for stiffness in terms of
invariants as we did for stress and strain transformations and shown in
Tables 2.4 and 2.8. If we limit ourselves to transformed stiffness from
the material symmetry or orthotropic axes, the results will be identical
to those shown in Table 3.3; in which case, positive values of U, and
U, are assigned to R, and R,, respectively. This is done in Table 3.4,
where matrix multiplication is implied.

table 3.4

transformed stiffness from on-axis uni-
directional composites in invariant functions

/ R, R,

Q, Y, cos28 cos48
@2z Y, -coscé cos48
Q) Uy -cos48
Css Us - cos48
Q6 % sin28 sin4é
@6 £ sin2é - sin48

This table is valid for the x-axis to be pointed along the fiber orien-
tation, like that in Figures 3.3 and 3.4. If a material is not orthotropic
but anisotropic, the table must be modified. The definitions of R’s will
remain the same as Equations 3.22 and 3.24. But the off-axis linear
combinations of stiffness Uy, Uy, Uy and U, will have additional
terms. There will also be two phase angles, analogous to that for the
stress transformation in Equation 2.19. The transformation of
anisotropic modulus will be listed i Appendix A.

2. examples of off-axis stiffness

We will show in this section the transformed stiffness for a graphite-
epoxy composite.- The particular material system for our example is the
Union Carbide and Toray T300 filament and Narmco 5208 resin, or
T300/5208 for short. The stiffness data for this material were listed in
Table 1.9. We can immediately calculate the transformed stiffness by
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substituting the data into the transformation equations in Table 3.2. ‘
Numerical data for the transformed stiffness are listed in Table 3.5 and ' i & x 200
plotted in Figure 3.5. All six transformed components of the stiffness ' /
are shown. The angle of ply orientation is also shown where counter-
clockwise direction is positive.

150 150 F

table 3.5 /100 100 b
transformed stiffness of T300/5208 unidirectional composites (GPa)
6 011 0z, 2 Qs Qi Oz 50} s0l
0 181.8 10.3 2.90 7.17 0 0 ‘ )
15 160.4 119 12.75 17.05 38.50 436 T . )
30 109.3 23.6 3246 36.78 54.19 20.05 ) o 30 60 so0 7
45 56.6 56.6 42.32 46.59 42.87 42.87
60 23.6 109.3 - 3246 36.78 20.05 54.19
75 11.9 160.4 12.75 17.05 436  38.50 sol %
90 10.3 181.8 2.90 7.17 0 0
40}
20}
An alternative method of arriving at the same transformed stiffness ; 360 o5 Y 8
is the use of the multiple-angle or the invariant formulation in Table 3.3
or Table 3.4, respectively. We must first determine the values of the U’s . = . ] E‘
using Equation 3.15 and data in Table 1.9. The results of several uni- . 60 ;
directional composites including T300/5208 are listed in Table 3.6. A 40 |
typical calculation is listed as follows: ' 20l
From Equation 3.15 0 30 0 oo ¢ g
1 Figure 3.5 Transformed, off-axis stiffness of T300/5208. The angle is
U, = _8_ [3Qxx +3 ny + 2Qxy + 4st] ‘ the ply orientation, and is positive for counterclockwise rotation.
From Table 1.9 for T300/5208 : table 3.6 -
: linear combinations of stiffness for transformation of modulus (GPa)
U, = %(3)(181.8+3X10.34+2X2.897+4X7.17) U, U;=R, U;=R, U, Us
: T300/5208 76.37 85.73 19.71 22.61 26.88
= 76.37 GPa (3.26) B(4)/5505 87.80 93.21 2398 28.26 29.77
AS/3501 59.65 64.89 14.25 16.95 21.35
Scotchply 1002 20.45 15.38 3.32 5.51 7.46

Kevlar 49/Epoxy 3244 35.54 865  10.53 10095
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With the values listed in this table and the equations in Table 3.3 or 3.4,
we can arrive at the same transformed stiffness listed in Table 3.5 and
shown in Figure 3.5.

A typical calculation by the multiple-angle transformation is listed as
follows:

From Table 3.4:
Q:1; = U, +U,cos20 + Uscos4d (3.27)

From Table 3.6 for T300/5208:
Q.7 = 76.37 + 85.73c0s20 + 19.71cos40 (3.28)

when
6 = 45 degrees, cos26 = 0, cos40 =—1

11 = 76.37—19.71 = 56.66 GPa (3.29)

This result agrees with that shown in Table 3.5.

The calculation of transformed stiffness using the invariant formu-
lation as shown in Table 3.4 will be identical to the multiple angle
because

R, = +U,
(3.30)
R, = +U,

This identity is true only for the stiffness transformation with the fiber
axis placed along the l-axis; i.e., ‘

Qll >Q22

As we shall see later, the transformed compliance calls for negative signs
in Equation 3.23. Then the multiple-angle formulation is not identical
to the invariant formulation because of this sign change.

A number of general remarks can be made about the transformed
stiffness, applicable to orthotropic composites listed in Table 3.6.

Mirror image exists between Q, and Q,,, and Q,¢ and Q,¢. This
can be shown by substituting 8+90 into appropriate equations in Tables
3.3 or 3.4, and seen in Figure 3.5.

oo R

LT
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0,,(6+90) = U, + U,cos2(6+90) + U; cos4(8+90)
= U, — U,cos20 + Uscosd 3.31)

= Q22(9)

These two components can be superimposed by a displacement of 90
degrees along the 8-axis. This is expected because cosine functions are
even. We can also show

Q26 ( 0) = —QZG (9) e _Q1 5(0"90) = +Q16(9o‘—9) (3.32)

These two components can be superimposed by a displacement and a
rotation. This is also expected because these components are dependent
on sine functions(see Table 3.4) which are odd.

The angular dependency and amplitude of Q,, and Qg are the
same; i.e., 40 and U,, respectively. (See Figure 3.6.) The two trans-
formed components are vertically displaced by the amount of Us — U,.
The Poisson and shear components are dependent on cosine functions,
and therefore symmetric about the 8 = 0, 90, and *+45 degrees. We can
readily derive from Equation 3.15 that

Us —Us = Qyy — Oy, (3.33)

This is another invariant. This is not an independent invariant. We can
say that any linear combination of invariants is an invariant.

The first four transformed components in Table 3.3 (i.e. the normal,
Poisson, and shear components) are governed by cosine functions. They
are even functions and not sensitive to the sign of ply orientation. So an
error in the sign will not affect these components. But the last two
components in Table 3.3 are the shear or normal coupling components
and are governed by sine or odd functions. A sign error will lead to a
real error.

Because of the symmetry relations between these transformed com-
ponents, we only need to show three curves instead of six in Figure 3.5;
either the three curves on the left of this figure or the three on the
right. In Table 3.5, Q,, and Q,¢ can be deleted, if we know their
symmetry relation with Q,, and Q, ¢, respectively.

The @Q,, or Q,, component is made up of three terms; one constant
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Figure 3.6 Transformed stiffness as functions of U’s. The relations iq
Table 3.3 are shown graphically. Each transformed component contains
an invariant and/or cyclic terms.

or invariant term and two cyclic terms with angular rotations 2
and 4 times that of the coordinate rotation; see Equation 3.27. Since
the cyclic terms do not contribute to the total area under this curve,
this area is simply proportional to U,. Thus, this invariant represents
the Young’s modulus or normal (as opposed to shear) stiffness potential
of this unidirectional composite. The cyclic terms contribute to the
directional changes. The increase in the stiffness in one direction must

S e e
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be made up by a decrease in some other direction while the total area
under the transformed modulus remains constant and invariant. This is
like an incompressible material that can undergo a shape change with-
out any volume change. Figure 3.6 shows the contribution of the U’s to
the stiffness components.

The shear and normal coupling terms Q, ¢ and Q,¢ have no invariant
associated with-the transformation. They are not independent in the
sense that they are derivable from Q,, and Q,, by differentiation,
respectively. From Table 3.3 or 3.4,

aQ
Wll = —2U,sin20 — 4U,sind0 = —4Q, (3.34)
00, : .
3 = 2U,sin20 —4U,sind0 = 4Q,4 (3.35)
From Equation 3.34
@16 =0, when 8 = 0 and 90 degrees, or (3.36)

when U, + 4U;cos26 = 0, or

v, : (3.37)
cos20 = ———
40,
For T300/5208 from Table 3.6
U, '
a0 85T3/4 X 1971 = 1.08 > | (3.38)

3

There is, therefore, no solution for 6 from Equation 3.37. The shear
coupling goes to zero only at 0 and 90 degrees. The same holds true for
(26, except the sign in Equation 3.37 is positive. Because of these rela-
tions, the tangents, maxima and points of inflection between @,: and
Q. can be obtained from :

920y,
062

=—4U,c0820 — 16U, cos40 = 0 (3.39)
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Substituting cos46 = 2cos?28 — 1, and rearranging, we get

cos220 + —U—2 cos20 — L= (3.40)
8U, 2 )
The solutions for 8 are .
Uz U2 > 2 |
20 =— * += .
cos 160, <16U3/ 2 (3.4)
For T300/5208,
cos20 = 0.485;—1.029
(3.42)

]

30.4 degrees; no solution

At this angle, it is the point of inflection in the Q,, curve and a
-maximum in the Q,¢. Similarly, at 59.6 degrees, Q,, has the inflec-
tion, and @, 4, the maximum. These relations are shown in Figure 3.7.
Points of inflection of Q, ¢ can be found from letting

30

1y ] .

— = 8U,sin20 + 64U,sind6 = 0 (3.43)
8sin20[ U, + 16U5c0s20] =0 (3.44)

sin260 = 0 or 6 =0, 90 for all components

20 U,
C = —
o8 16U, (3.43)

0 = 52.88 degrees for T300/5208

The power functions formulation for the stiffness transformation
can be used to demonstrate the dominance of the longitudinal proper-

ties of unidirectional composites. Since the first column of Table 3.2 is .

www.polycomposite.ir o

 off-axis stiffness of unidirectional composites 85

200 200 }
g6 o e
é
7 &7 4.,
isol \ 150}
100 f 100
50t sol
i L - -4
o 36 60 s0 ¢ & 30 60 90
Qs @6
60 500 60 35°
40 40
20 20
@0 e o ¢ T 30 0 sg ¢

Figure 3.7 Relationships between transformed stiffness. Special
relationships are expressed in Equations 3.34 to 3.45. Note the
point of inflection in Q,, is the point of maximum value in 0, .
At 0 and 90 degrees, Q, ¢ are zero, and the slopes of O, are also
zero. The points of inflection for Q, ¢ are also shown. .

many times higher than the other components;i.e.; 181 GPa versus 10,
3 and 7 for T300/5208 based on the data in Table 1.9, we can show the
contribution of the first column or that of Q,, in Figure 3.8. The
dashed lines are those transformed stiffness based on the first column
of Table 3.2; the solid lines are the complete solutions, as those in
Figure 3.5. We can see that for a highly anisotropic unidirectional com-
posite such as T300/5208, this approximation is fairly close to the
exact. By the same token, we can approximate the values of U’s in
Equation 3.15 as:
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Figure 3.8 Approximation of transformed stiffness. Only the Q,, term
for T300/5208 is used. The dashed lines are approximate; the solid lines,
exact.

(3.46)
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The approximate transformation equations can be simplified from
Table 3.3 as follows: '

Q14 =%(3 + 4c0s20 + cos40)Q,., =m0, (3.47)

This and the other components of transformed stiffness will be the
same as the first column of Table 3.2. Thus, both power functions and
multiple-angle functions for the stiffness transformation reduce to the
same limiting case when only the @, , is present.

The transformation relations in Tables 3.3 and 3.4 can be illustrated
by two generalized Mohr’s circles similar to the Mohr’s circle for the
transformation of stress or strain. From the first equation in Table 2.4
for the stress transformation:

o, =1+ Rcos2[6—0,] (3.48)

A Mohr’s circle can be constructed as shown in Figure 2.8. The location
of the center is /, the radius of the circle is R, and the phase angle
determines the specific stress components for a given state of stress.

The transformation of modulus is governed by similar equations such
as the first one from Table 3.4:

Q1 = U, + R,cos26 + R, cosdb (3.49)

This relation can also be shown as Mohr’s circles. Now we have two
circles with radius R, and R,, and angular rotations two and four times
that of the coordinate axes. The distance between the circle is the
invariant U,. The generalized Mohr’s circles for the stiffness of an

orthotropic material such as a unidirectional composite T300/5208 are

shown in Figure 3.9 using the data in Table 3.6. The radii of the circles
dictate the degree of orthotropy. The direction of rotation correspond-
ing to a positive ply orientation 8 is also shown in this figure. As we will
see in the next chapter, the effective radii of the generalized Mohr’s
circles reduce as unidirectional plies are made into multidirectional
laminates. The distance between the centers, however, remains invariant
and fixed. In the limit, the radii can go to zero and we are left with
only the isotropic constant U,. The process of lamination always
reduces the radii of the generalized Mohr’s circle. '
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Figure 3.9 Generalized Mohr’s circles for the stiffness of T300/5208.
The distance between the two centers is the first invariant. The radii
for a given material are also fixed. The angle of rotation of the co-
ordinate axes is magnified to two and four times in the Mohr’s circles.

3. off-axis compliance
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Analogous to the approach for the off-axis modulus, we can derive the
off-axis compliance following the sequence of Figure 3.10, which is a
repeat of Figure 2.3.

% fo €, &
Po 4 2
?. g (r s T \ /65 € T
zZ \/f& Y % —5,%
-
é - ! — — - L."é'
L_‘ & a3 54 i 7
> -
S 7.
(a) —= (6) Jreiys (¢) ——= (d)
Off - Axis On-Axig """ On-Axis Off-Axis
Stress Stress Stram Strain
| 5 J
4y=1,2,6

Figure 3.10 Derivation of off-axis compliance,
From (a) to (b): Positive stress transformation.
From (b) to (¢): Stress-strain relations in compliance.
From (¢) to (d): Negative strain transformation.
We can go directly from (a) to (d) by merging the three
steps into one.
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Since the derivation of the compliance transformation is analogous
to that of the stiffness transformation from Equations 3.1 to 3.10, we
will write only the first line of each equation for this derivation.

® To go from (a) to (b) in Figure 3.10, we use the equations for
stress transformation from Table 2.1:

o, =m?a, +n%o, + 2mnog (3.50)

X
e To go from (b) to (¢) in Figure 3.10, we need the on-axis stress
strain relation in compliance from Table 1.5.

€, = S, [m?a, +n?o, +2mnogl
(3.51)
+ 8,y [n%0y + m?o, — 2mnog]

e To go from (¢) to (d) in Figure 3.10, we need the negative strain
transformation in Table 2.5, where the sine functions now have
negative signs.

e, = m?e, +nle

, — mneg ' (3.52)

{m*S,, +n*S,, +2m?n*S,, + m*n’S 1o,
+ {m?n?(S,, +S,,1 + [m* +n%1S,, —m?n?Sto, (3.53)
+ {(2m3nS,, —2mn3S,, + [mn® — m’n] [2S,, + S }o,

€, = 5110y + 8120, +8,606 (3.54)

Note that shear coupling terms appear in this off-axis unidirectional
composite, in an analogous fashion as the off-axis stiffness equations
3.8 to 3.10. The off-axis stress-strain relation in terms of compliance is
presented in a matrix multiplication table in Table 3.7. This is similar to
the off-axis stress-strain relation in terms of the stiffness in Table 3.1.
The symmetry relations for the transformed compliance can be shown
by including interaction terms 0,04 and 0,0, in addition to 0,0, in
the stored energy expression in Equation 1.16. We can then show that

Si6 =Se61» S26 =562 (3.55)
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Figure 3.11 Transformed, off-axis compliance of T300/5208. The angle
of rotation is positive when it is counterclockwise.

table 3.7

off-axis stress-strain relation for unidirectional
composites in terms of compliance

g; 2 Iy
€, Sy S Se
€z Sz S22 S26

S Ser v Sz Ses
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The transformation equations for the compliance are taken from
matching like terms in Equations 3.53 and 3.54, and will be shown in
Table 3.8. This table is analogous to the transformed stiffness in
Table 3.2, :

table 3.8
transformation of compliance of on-axis unidirectional
composites in power functions

Sxx Syy Sy Sss
S, m* n* 2m%n? m?n?
5,5 n* m* 2m?n® m?n?
S, men? mn? mtent - m2n?
Ses |4m2n2 4m2ne  ~8m?n? (m2-n2)2
5,6 |2mn -2mn?® 2(mn’-m3n) mn3-m>n
Sps |2mn? ~2m’n  2(m?n-mn?) m3n-mn?

m=cos 8, n=sin8

Note that the difference between this table and Table 3.2 for the trans-
formation of stiffness can be traced to the use of engineering shear
strain. For each component with single subscript 6, the coefficients on
each row shall be multiplied by 2. For components with double sub-
script 6, such as Sg¢, the coefficients shall be multiplied by 4. In the
last column of Table 3.8, the effect of double subscript s is to divide
each coefficient by 4. All the differences between Tables 3.8 and 3.2
can be accounted for with these corrections.

The multiple-angle formulation of the transformation of compliance
follows precisely the same pattern as that for the transformed stiffness.
The multiple-angle trigonometric identities in Equation 3.11 can be
substituted into the coefficients in Table 3.8. By following the same
process as in Equation 3.12 to 3.14, we can derive the multiple-angie
representation of the transformed compliance in Table 3.9.
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table 3.9

transformed compliance for on-axis unidirectional
composites in multiple-angle functions

/ Uz Us
Su u, cos2é cos48
S22 U, -c0s28 cos48
S,z U, ' —cos48
Ses Uy ~4cos48
S sin2é6 2sin 46
Sae sin28 —-2sin 48

Tiie definitions of the U’s are:

_1
Uy =535, +3S,, +25,, +5,]

Us =218, =5, 1
1
U, =§[Sxx + Syy - 2Sxy _Sss] (3.56)

SS]

U, =%[Sxx +5,, +6S,, —S

| .
Us =5lex +8,, —28,, + 8]

The difference between the U’s of this equation and those for the
stiffness in Equation 3.15 can again be traced to the use of engineering
shear strain. The shear invariant Us and the S, component must be
multiplied and divided by four, respectively, in order to match
Equation 3.56 with 3.15.

Of the three linear or first-order invariants in Equation 3.56 only two
are independent. The following relationship shows that the third
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invariant is dependent on the other two.

There are also two quadratic or second-order invariants which can be

Us =2[U, —U,]

off-axis stiffness of unidirectional composites

derived from the second and third columns in Table 3.9.

R? =

I

or

1 1
R% :‘6_4[511 + 85, — 2812 —S6)? +1—6—[Sl6 —8,61?

or

From the relationship above, we can derive the transformation equa-
tions in terms of the invariants. For the compliance of an on-axis uni-
directional composite, U, and Uj; are negative if the longitudinal(the
x-axis) stiffness is higher than the transverse(the y-axis) stiffness. (See
data in Table 3.11.) The transformation of compliance using the
invariant functions is listed in a matrix multiplication table as follows:

table 3.10

transformed compliance of on-axis unidirectional
composites in invariant functions

[Syy — 82212 +i‘[S16 + 52612 = U%

/ R Rz
Su U, ~c0s28 -cos48
Ss2 Y, cos28 -cos48
Sz Uy cos48
Ses Us 4cos48
Se ~sin28 ~Zsin 48
See -sin28 Z2sin 48
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Note that the signs of the trigonometric functions are changed from
those in Table 3.9 because U, and U, have negative values. So negative
signs must be used in Equations 3.59 and 3.61, or

Rl = —U2
(3.62)

This choice of signs is different from the invariant functions of the
modulus transformation in Table 3.4 where the positive values of U,
and U, were picked. This was so because Q, , is greater than ny for
most unidirectional composites. Table 3.10 as well as Tables 3.8 and
3.9 are limited to orthotropic compliance. For anisotropic compliance,
comparable transformation tables are shown in Appendix A.

4. examples of off-axis compliance

We will show in this section the transformed compliance for
T300/5208. The orthotropic components of the compliance are listed
“in Table 1.8 for this composite. When these values are substituted into
the transformation equations in Table 3.8, we will get the transformed
compliance. , :
Alternatively, we can arrive at the same transformed components if
we use the U’s computed from the relations given in Equation 3.56, and
the values for typical composites are listed in Table 3.11. The trans-
formed compliance can then be computed from the relations in Table
3.9. The numerical results are listed in Table 3.12, and curves plotted in
Figure 3.11.

table 3.11

typical values of linear combinations of compliance for on-axis unidirectional '
composites (TPa)™!

Ul U2 =“‘R1 U3 =_R2 U4 US
T300/5208 55.53 —45.78 —4.22 — 577 1226
B(4)/5505 4342 —24.55 —13.94 —15.06 1170 .
AS/3501 : 61.62 —52.18 —2.20 — 438 1320
Scotchply 1002 83.50 —47.50 —10.20 —16.90  200.8
Kevlar 49/Epoxy 12640  —84.33 —28.86 —33.33 3194
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table 3.12

transformed compliance for T300/5208 unidirectional composites (TPa)™

0 811 S22 Syi2 Se6 Sie S26
0 5.52 97.09 —1.55 1394 0 0

15 13.77 93.06 —3.66 131.0 —30.20 —15.58

30 34.75 80.53 —7.88 114.1 —46.96 —32.34

45 °59.75 59.75 —9.99 105.7 —45.78 —45.78

60 80.53 34.75 . —7.88 114.1 —32.34 —46.96

75 93.06 13.77 —3.66 131.0 —15.58 —30.20

90 97.09 5.52 —1.54 1394 0 0

The general remarks on the transformed compliance are very similar
to those on the stiffness. We will simply repeat the relevant features
without further detailed discussions.

Mirror image exists between S, and S,,, and S, ¢ and S, 4. This can
be seen from Table 3.12 and Figure 3.11.

The amplitude of S, , is now one quarter that of S¢¢. The angle 46
remains the same for both transformed components.

Again, only the shear and normal coupling components are affected
by the sign of the angle of rotation.

Because of the symmetry, only three transformed components S, ,,
S1,(or S¢¢) and S, ¢ need to be drawn.

In Figure 3.12 the dashed lines show the approximation of the trans-
formed components using only the first one or two columns of the
complete transformation equations in Table 3.9. Because of the partic-
ular values for T300/5208, the approximations give excellent results.
This is analogous to the transformed stiffness shown in Figure 3.8.

5. inverse relationship between modulus and compliance

The off-axis stress-strain relations as listed in Tables 3.1 and 3.7 are
based on stiffness and compliance, respectively, and are repeated here
as Tables 3.13 and 3.14. The difference between these stress-strain rela-
tions is that the role of stress and strain are the inverse of each other. In
Table 3.13, the strain is the independent variable; in Table 3.14, the
stress is the independent. We inverted the on-axis stress-strain relations
in Chapter 1. We went from Equations 1.8 to 1.11 by simply solving
the simultaneous equations. We need only to repeat the same process
for the off-axis case, where shear and normal coupling terms are no

e R e
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Figure 3.12 Comparison of exact and approximate transformed
compliance in terms of the multiple-angle functions for T300/5208.
The dashed lines are approximations without the last column in
Table 3.9 or U3 = 0.

table 3.13

off-axis stress-strain relation for unidirectional
composites in terms of modulus

7 A €
o < Q. (7
% Qo @z 9
0; 06/ 052 05‘
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table 3.14_
off-axis stress-strain relation for unidirectional
composites in terms of compliance

g, 7 s
f/ 5/ / ‘9/2 \5;5
€ Sz Szz Sz6
€ Ser Sez Ses

longer zero. We can proceed with the inversion or solution of these
simultaneous equations by the method of determinant as follows:

We will assume that we are given the equations in Table 3.13. We will
first obtain the determinant of the stiffness components:

Determinant of Stiffness= det Q;; = A (3.63)

=Q11Q22Q66 +2012026C61 "‘Q:z_Q%s‘”QesQ%z ‘QnQ%z

(3.64)
Siy =(Q22Q66 — Q36)/A
Sy2 =(Q11Q66 — Q16)/A
S12 =(Q16Q26 — 212066/
Ses = (011022 —Q12)/D (3.65)

Si6 =(012026 —Q222016)/2
S26 =(Q120C16 —Q11Q25)/A

We have obtained the components of compliance from those of
stiffness. If we are given the compliance and want to know the
stiffness, we simply interchange the Q’s and S’s in these equations.

Thus there are many ways that we can compute the off-axis stiffness
or compliance. This is diagrammed in Figure 3.13. The following opera-
tions are involved.
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e From engineering constants, compute the on-axis compliance and
stiffness shown in Tables 1.8 and 1.9, respectively.
e Compute transformed stiffness using its transformation equations

in Tables 3.2, 3.3, or 3.4; and transformed compliance using

Tables 3.8, 3.9, or 3.10.

e Alternatively, we can go directly from stiffness to compliance by
inversion in Equations 3.64 and 3.65; or from compliance to
stiffness also by inversion.

e Off-axis engineering constants, to be shown in the next section,
must be obtained from the off-axis compliance.

!
[
Transformation
OXX".< 0 ~0”oo-
t
Y ! Y
H
Exo o Inversion ! Inversion
\4 : Y
Transformation
SXX...‘ 7 :5‘”... kEI...
]

ON-AXIS —~+i<— OFF - AXIS

Figure 3.13 Relations among the on-axis and off-axis stiffness, com-
pliance and engineering constants. The connecting lines indicate the
paths of mathematical operations. There is no direct link between
on-axis stiffness and off-axis compliance, or on-axis and off-axis
engineering constants.

6. off-axis engineering constants

We first defined engineering constants in Chapter 1 for orthotropic,
on-axis unidirectional composites. Equations 1.9 and 1.10 show the
relations between engineering constants and the components of com-
pliance. In the case of anisotropic, off-axis unidirectional composites,
we can relate the compliance components in Table 3.7 to engineering
constants by performing the following simple tests:

® Uniaxial tension test along the 1-axis.

g, #0
(3.66)
0, =06 =0
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From Table 3.7.
04

€ =5110, =_E—
1

€, =551 0 (3.67)

€¢ =S5610,

Now define coupling coefficients

€2
Vo =7 —
€,
(3.68)
Ve 1 e
Combining with Equation 3.67, we obtain
y _'_“__S2l
21 Sl ;
(3.69)
bey = 2oL
61 Sl )

Note the terms are the longitudinal Poisson’s ratio and shear
coupling coefficient, respectively. The latter does not have a
counterpart in conventional materials.

Vi
S21 = V21511 ="“E“
. 1

(3.70)
Ve 1
Se1 = V61511 = ‘E—
1
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e Uniaxial tension along the 2-axis:

g, ¥0
: (3.71)
0, =04 =0
From Table 3.7
P
€, =8,20 =E_
2
€y =S1202 (3.72)
€6 = 56202
Similarly, we can define:
_ € Si2
b1z €2 S22
(3.73)
€¢ Se2
l) = — ————
62 € S12

These terms are the transverse Poisson’s ratio and shear coupling
coefficient associated with the 2-axis.

Vya
S12 ="V12522'="‘ET2
(3.74)
Vg2
S¢2 = V2522 = E—
® Pure shear test along the 1-2 axes
0 0
(3.75)

gy =02=0

From Table 3.7

We can define:
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€6 = S6606 =_E—

€, =S81606 (3.76)
€2 =5,606
L BT
'e €6 See

3.77)
=2 _Sae
2e €6 Ses

These terms are the normal coupling coefficients. Conventional
materials do not have such coupling. By rearrangement:

Vie

S = S = —_—

16 V16966 Z,
(3.78)

: Vs

Shi =Vs oS =—=

26 26966 E,

Thus in place of Table 3.7, the stress-strain relation for an off-axis
unidirectional composite in terms of engineering constants can be
shown in a matrix multiplication table as follows:

table 3.15

off-axis stress-strain relation for unidirectional
composites in terms of engineering constants

g I A

g L 3 s
y 2 £s

& | e %26
é-/ Ez Eg

€ 177, Lz L
a ! Ez Es
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Since the compliance matrix is symmetric,

S12 =82
Si6 =Se1 (3.79)
S,6 =562

We can rearrange Table 3.15 and obtain an alternative arrangement
shown in Table 3.16, where each row instead of each column is now

normalized by a constant.

table 3.16
alternative arrangement of stress-strain relation of
an off-axis unidirectional composite

g % %
/ % %%
L7 A L2l
! E £ /7
& %z A 1774
2 EZ Ez Ez
€ Yie 2z L
6 EG ES ES

From the same symmetry property in Equation 3.79, we can im-
mediately derive the following reciprocal relations:

v, Ei S22

—— o m— m— —— =a

Via E, St

vor _E1_Ses _, (3.80)
Vis Es Sy,

V62 E2 S66

—-—=——=——=c

Ve Eg S22

where a is the ratio of the Young’s moduli; and b and c, useful ratios to
designers interested in the relative stiffness between bending and
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twisting. While the symmetry condition for the compliances holds; i.e.,

similar symmetry condition for the anisotropic coupling coefficients
does not hold; i.e.,

Using the data of T300/5208, we can calculate the numerical values

of all the engineering constants and tabulate typical results in Table
3.17.

table 3.17

off-axis engineering constants of T300/5208 unidirectional composites
(GPa) or dimensionless

6 E,,GPa Eﬁ,GPa ‘921 Ve1 Vies

0 181.0 7.17 0.280 0 0

5 1544 7.22 0.278 —1.673 —0.0782
10 107.8 7.37 0.273 —2.273 —0.155
15 72.62 7.63 0.265 —2.193 —0.230
30 28.78 8.76 0.226 —1.351 —0.411
45 16.73 946 0.167 —0.766 —0433
60 12.41 8.76 0.0978 —0.401 —0.283
90 10.3 7.17 0.0159 0 0

The data in Table 3.17 are plotted in Figure 3.14. The Poisson’s ratios
are even functions of ply orientation; and the shear and normal
coupling ratios are odd functions. When ply orientation is positive,
which 1is the case in Figure 3.14, the shear and normal coupling ratios
are negative for T300/5208 and for other composite materials listed in
Table 1.7.

In Figure 3.15, the deformed shapes of squares under uniaxial tensile
and compressive stresses are shown. Due to nonzero shear coupling
coefficients, shear is induced. There is no counterpart of this material’s
response in conventional materials. In Figure 3.16, the deformed shapes
of squares under pure shear are shown. Due to normal coupling, the
area of the squares undergo contraction or expansion depending on the
sign of the applied shear and that of the normal coupling coefficient.
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Figure 3.14 Three dimensionless coupling
coefficients of unidirectional T300/5208.
Data are listed in last three columns of
Table 3.17.

The relation between off-axis
engineering constants and com-
ponents of stiffness can best be
expressed by applying simple tests
such as uniaxial tension and pure
shear tests like those used earlier in
this chapter. By substituting the
strains induced by a uniaxial ten-
sion ‘test, shown in Equation 3.67
et al., into the stress-strain relation
in terms of stiffness, we have

0, =@ 16+ Q262 + 066

g
=[Qy1=v21Q12+V61 Q16 EL

1
(3.83)
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Figure 3.15 Deformed shapes of a
square under uniaxial stress. The
shear coupling coefficients are
negative, zero and positive from
the top to bottom row. Tensile
stress is applied in the left column;
compressive, in the right.

Si6< 0

S16=0

-

Figure 3.16 Deformed shapes of
squares under pure shear. The
normal coupling induces areal
changes. The coupling coefficients
are negative, zero and positive as
we move from top to bottom,
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Then
Ey =011 —v21012 16,0156 (3.84)

If the ply orientation is zero, we recover the on-axis relation of Equa-
tion 1.13 because at this orientation

Va1 =0, = g)’x
rY (3.85)
V61 - 0
" Then ,
E, =0,,/m (3.86)

where m is defined in Equation 1.13. Note that from Equation 3.84 we
can say for anisotropic material

El #Q“/m (3.87)

In fact, the difference between £, and Q, ; is shown in Figure 3.17.
Similarly, we can show

E, =052 = 11202, 062026 (3.88)

Es =Q¢6 t V16061 +V26Us2 (3.89)

The difference between E4 and Qg4 is also shown in Figure 3.17.
Off-axis engineering constants provide another insight into the nature
of anisotropic materials. The highly coupled behavior provides an
excellent opportunity of capitalizing on the unique properties of com-
posite materials not possible: with conventional materials. Designing
with composite materials is no longer an extension of that with conven-
tional materials. If we limit ourselves to orthotropic materials, com-
posite materials can be viewed as a special isotropic material. In the
absence of the shear and normal coupling, response of such materials is
intuitively - similar to isotropic materials. But as weface fully aniso-
tropic materials with shear and normal coupling, the intuition devel-
oped from working with isotropic or orthotropic materials is no longer
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Poisson’s  Ratio

4
_ —1L -/ 0}
Young's Modulus, GPa 5t

150

100

50

o

Figure 3.17 Transformed Young’s modulus and shear modulus of
T-300/5208 unidirectional composite. The data are taken from Table
3.17. Transformed stiffness are also shown for comparison. At 0 and 90
degrees, there is essentially no difference between the two curves. But
significant differences exist in off-axis orientations. The differences
come from the last two terms in Equations 3.84 and 3.89.

valid. New intuition must be acquired. This is the challenge to de-
signers. We must think composites.

7. conclusions

One of the most important features of composite materials is the varia-
tion of properties as the ply orientation changes. The stiffness of an
off-axis unidirectional composite is governed by appropriate stress-
strain relations as before. The functional relationship remains the same.
Although the number of constants have increased from 4 to 6, the
number of independent constants remain the same at 4. The two addi-
tional constants are related to shear and normal coupling.

The shear and normal coupling does not have a counterpart in the
conventional material. The coupling results in more complicated be-
havior. We should take this as an opportunity unique with composite
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materials rather than a liability. It will require time, effort and willing-
ness to face new challenges for us to acquire the confidence working
with anisotropic materials.

We would like to emphasize again the importance of the sign of ply
orientation. Shear and normal coupling changes sign with the ply orien-
tation. A wrong sign will change completely the effect of this coupling.

The concept of the invariants is also very important in composite
materials. The magnitude of the components of stiffness and com-
pliance vary as a function of ply orientation, but the area under the
transformed components remain constant. This constant value is equal
to the particular invariant associated with each component of stiffness
or compliance. The invariants therefore represent the potential of a
component of stiffness or compliance that is embodied in a unidirec-
tional composite. When we go to the laminated composite consisting of
multidirectional plies of a given composite material, we will see that the
invariants of a laminated composite remains the same as that of the
constituent unidirectional plies. In a sense that lamination only changes
the directional properties but does not affect the total potential of
stiffness that a composite material can provide. In the limit we recover
the isotropic material in which case all directional properties disappear.

Engineering constants are useful but are based on measurements
derived from one dimensional tests. Engineering constants are related
directly to the components of compliance which in turn can be derived
from the inversion of the components of stiffness. For an off-axis
unidirectional composite, there is no direct relationship between the
engineering constants and the components of stiffness. The com-
ponents of compliance is the bridge between them. This is different from
the on-axis unidirectional composite shown in Chapter 1 where direct
link between the engineering constants and the components of stiffness
existed.

The variation of the engineering constants as the fiber-orientation
changes can be derived from the transformation of the components of
compliance. The engineering constants themselves are not covered by
any transformation equation. This is a fundamental difference between
the engineering constants, which are derived qualities from the com-
pliance, and the compliance components themselves. There are no
invariants, for example, associated with the off-axis Young’s moduli.
The Poisson’s ratios, the shear and normal coupling coefficients are
dimensionless ratios. They are not governed by any transformation
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equations; they have no invariants; and they are not symmetric. They 8. homework problems
are useful for indication of behavior of off-axis unidirectional com-
posites, but their uses are limited because they are fundamentally one
dimensional constants. Since composite materials are normally used in

a. Derive the transformation of stiffness of a unidirectional composite
from one off-axis orientation to another.

two dimensional configurations, engineering constants may not be used o b. Repeat the process above for the compliance. . .
directly in many instances. ' ¢. Draw the generalized Mohr’s circles for the stiffness of all the uni-
Effective use of composite materials must not be limited on a re- % directional materials listed in Table 3.6 on the same scale. Locate the
placement or substitution basis. Again, the stress-strain relation is ! position for the transformed shear modulus Q4. How would alu-
fundamentally the same as the conventional material. It is conceptually minum appear?
simple. We must learn to take advantage of anisotropy. Do not elimi- d. Show that stress-strain relations of an anisotropic material can be
nate it for sake of simplicity. ; expressed in terms of the p-g-r and the U’s in the following tables:
table 3.18
stress-strain relations in stiffness
P 9 e
b (UgtlUsg Uzo 2Usg
/e Uzg 2Usq*2lsg EUrq
e | 2Us, 2Uy, Uy —2Uy,
table 3.19
stress-strain relations in compliance
- @ .
Fe |UistUss Uzs Uss
% Uszs FUsst2Uss Urs
Te Uss Ups 7 Uss 2Uss

Show how the tables can be simplified for orthotropic, square-
symmetric and isotropic materials.
e. Find the locations of various key points on the transformed stiffness

curves in Figure 3.7. These points represent the locations of the
inflection points, extremum values and slopes of tangents.
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2001-\o,, 6Po x
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30 60 90
Figure 3.18 Key points in the transformed stiffness of T300/5208.

f Repeat the process in Problem e for the boron-epoxy composite. Are
there any unusual features for this composite?

- g Are there bounds for the Poisson’s ratio of an off-axis unidirectional
composite? ‘What happens if fiber stiffness approaches infinity or
matrix stiffness to zero? '

h. How can shear or normal coupling coefficients be used to create an
apparent infinite stiffness of an off-axis unidirectional composite
subjected to a biaxial normal and shear stress components (assuming
the other normal component ¢, is zero)?

1) Derive the condition for zero resulting shear strain (eg =0).
What is the resulting normal strain €, for this case?

2) Derive the condition for zero normal strain(€; = 0). What is the
resulting shear strain €4 for this case?

3) If the applied stress components are:

0, =0g = 100 MPa, 0, =0 (3.90)
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Is it possible to have infinite shear (e, = 0) or infinite normal
stiffness (¢, = 0) for T300/5208? How do you find the ply orien-
tation for each? .

4) Will the glass-epoxy composite work equally well for the stresses
in Equation 3.90?

5) What principles emerge from this problem? Is complete rigidity
under biaxial stress possible?

i. Derive the relationships between the invariants of the stiffness and
those of the compliance for an orthotropic material.

J. Are there invariants associated with the transformed engineering con-
stants? An average Young’s modulus can be defined from the area
under the transformed Young’s modulus; e.g., in Figure 3.17. What is
the relation between this and that derived from the transformed
compliance (1/U; in Figure 3.12)?

k. What difficulties are involved for testing of an off-axis unidirectional
composite? What is the difference in response between the tubular
and flat specimens with off-axis ply orientation? Examine the cases
of uniaxial extension, pure shear and hydrostatic pressure. What kind
of stresses are induced in the load introduction points (the ends)?
What load and displacement controls are desired for these tests?

I A quick estimate (the back of an envelope calculation) of the off-axis
stiffness of a unidirectional can be based on only one on-axis stiff-
ness component (the others are zero):

3
U, ='8"Qxx
1
U2 =§Qxx (3-91)

‘ 1
Us =U, = Us =§Qxx

This was shown in Equation 3.46. The relation is easy to use and can
readily be related to the fiber modulus such as:

Qxx = VfEf (3.92)
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where subscript f refers to the fiber. Using T300/5208 data, estimate
the off-axis stiffness at #/6, w/4 and w/3 radians. Show the error
introduced by this estimate with the exact values listed in Table 3.5.
Explain if this estimate works for the compliance components.
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nomenclature

ab,c
E\ E,

Va1, V12
V1, Vg2

Vies Vas

0

A .

= Ratios of engineering constants

1l

Young’s modulus parallel and transverse to an off-axis
unidirectional composite

Longitudinal-transverse shear modulus of an off-axis

unidirectional composite
Linear or first order invariants of stiffness or compliance

'COS@', sinf- T T ;

Components of stiffness; i,j = x,y,s or 1,2,6

Quadratic or second order invariants of stiffness or
compliance :

Components of compliance;ij = x,y,s or 1,2,6

Linear combinations of on-axis stiffness and compliance
in the multiple-angle formulation. Same notation but dif-
ferent combinations are used for stiffness and compliance;
i=1to$s

Linear combinations of off-axis stiffness and compliance;
i=1to7 :

On-axis components of stress, i = x,y,s5; off-axis, i = 1,2,6
On-axis components of strain, i = x,y,s; off-axis, i = 1,2,6
Longitudinal and transverse Poisson’s ratios of an off-axis
unidirectional composite

Longitudinal and transverse shear coupling coefficients of
an off-axis unidirectional composite

Longitudinal and transverse normal coupling coefficients
of an off-axis unidirectional composite

Ply orientation

Determinant of stiffness or compliance
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chapter 4
in-plane stiffness of
symmetric laminates

The stiffness of multidirectional laminates consisting of plies and ply
groups with arbitrary orientations will be described. Those laminates
with midplane symmetry will behave like homogeneous anisotropic
plates. The stiffness modulus of the laminate is simply the arithmetic
average of the stiffness of the constituent plies. We will also show that
the stiffness properties of bidirectional laminates can vary significantly
and be fundamentally different from conventional materials. Like uni-
directional composites, laminated composites can be described by three
sets of elastic constants. The set consisting of stiffness components
would be the easiest to use because of the simple property relationship
between the laminate and the constituent plies.
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1. laminate code

A multidirectional composite laminate is defined by the following code
to designate the stacking sequence of ply groups:

[03/90,/45/—455]1¢ L4

This code is represented diagrammatically in Figures 4.1 and 4.2, and
contains the foliowing features:

® Starting from the bottom of the plate, at z = —h/2, the first ply
group has three plies of 0-degree orientation; followed by the next
group with two 90-degree plies; followed by one 45-degree ply;
and finally the last group with three —45-degree plies. For
symmetric plate, the ascending order from the bottom face is
identical to a descending order from the top face or z = k/2. But
for unsymmetric laminates, the ascending order will have the
opposite laminate code as the descending order. We have arbi-
trarily decided the use of ascending order for this book.

® The subscript S denotes that the laminate is symmetric with
respect to the midplane or the z = O plane. The upper half of the
laminate is the same as the lower half except the stacking sequence
is reversed in order to maintain the midplane symmetry.

® A subscript T is used to designate the total laminate, without any
omission of the symmetrical upper portion of the laminate. If we
want to describe the laminate in Equation 4.1 using the total
designation, we will have

[03/90,/45/—45,/—455/45/90, /03] 1 or (4.2)
[03/90,/45/—454/45/90, /051 1 (4.3)

In the last step, the two middle ply groups with —45 degree ply
orientation were combined into one ply group.

2. in-plane stress-strain relations for laminates

www.polycomposite.ir . . _

In the derivation of the stress-strain relation of a multidirectional
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N

e ——
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= = == 45 4
= === =1 -95
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________ 7
A e R

Figure 4.1 Typical stacking sequence of a

. symmetric laminate. The laminate code as
stated in Equation 4.1 follows an ascending
order from the bottom ply.

V4
)
h/2}
\tp
. , ,
-45 le}i 45 30 &(z)
| e

-nr2]
|

Figure 4.2 Ply orientations as function of z.
This is another representation of Figure 4.1.

laminate, we must make the following simplifying assumptions:
® The laminate is symmetric; i.e.,

0(z) = 0(—=2) 4.4)

and - Q@) = Qu(—2) (4.5)
Thus, both the ply orientation and the ply material modulus are
symmetric with respect to the midplane of the laminate.

® The strain remains constant across the laminate thickness. We will
use superscript zero to signify the assumed constant in- plane strain
components as follows:

€,(z) = €9

€,(2) = €9 (4.6)

€6(2) = €2
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~Note that there is no z-dependency or z-variation across the
laminate thickness. This assumption is reasonable when the thick-
ness of the laminate is small in comparison with the length and
width and the laminate is symmetric,

Since the stress distribution across the multidirectional laminate is
not constant because the stiffness varies from ply to ply, it is much
easier to define an average stress than an actual stress across the lam-
inate. This average stress can be used to define the stress-strain relation
of the laminate. The stress, in this case, will be the average stress; and
the strain, the in-plane strain in Equation 4.6. We can then calculate the
stress at any ply within the laminate from the in-plane strain. We will
show this later after the stress-strain relation for the laminate is estab-
lished. The average stress is defined as follows:

_ 1 hf2

0y, =— 0,dz
hd _np2

_ 1 hi2

0y =— 0,dz 4.7
hd _pp2

_ 1 hf2 d

06 — — g p4
hJ _np2 ¢

In Figure 4.3, we show the relationship between the actual stress from
ply to ply and the average stress across the laminate by the averaging
process of Equation 4.7.

Substituting the stress-strain relation for any ply orientation into
Equation 4.7, we have ‘

51 :h'!‘/[Qnel +Q26, +Qr6€6ldz (4.8)

Substituting the assumed constant strain in Equation 4.6, we have

% =;ll_f[Q1 €7 + Q263 + Q€8 1dz (4.9)
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1
-h/2

Figure 4.3 Definition of average
stress. Comparison between the
corresponding components of the
actual ply stress and the average
laminate stress is shown.

Since the in-plane strain components are independent of .z, we can
factor them out of the integral signs. Only the stiffness components are
left inside the integral because they vary from ply to ply depending on
each ply orientation.

g, = %[fQ,ldze‘f +f Q,,dzed +fQ16dze‘§] (4.10)

= ;ll_[A,,e‘;+A12e2+A,6e‘g] (4.11)
Similarly,
52 = 2 lA3€) + A22€f + Argel] (4.12)
O = %[A(uf? + Agr€3 +A66€g] (4.13)
where

Ay =/Q1id2, A =fQ22dZ, Ay2 = Ay,
Ay, =fQ12dZ, Agse =fQ66dZ: Ay = Agy,  (4.14)
Ays =fQ|6dZ. Az =fQ26dZ' Ayg = Aga-
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where A;; is the equivalent modulus for a multidirectional laminate.
This modulus is simply the average of the stiffness of the constituent
plies. There is a difference of a length in the physical dimension of
stiffness Q;; in Pa or Nm~% and that of 4;; in Pam or Nm ™',

We can further define stress resultants as

N, = ho, (4.15)
N¢ = hog

Note the unit of stress resultant is Pam or Nm™, which is an integrated
stress or force per unit width of a laminate with thickness 2. The
in-plane stress-strain relation for a laminate is actually the stress re-
sultunt versus in-plane strain relation. The latter is derived by com-
bining Equations 4.15 with 4.11 et al. We have:

Ny =Ay €] + 41,65 + 4668

N2 =A‘21€(1)+A22€(2)+A26€(6) (4.16)

Ng = Ag €] + Agr€5 + Ageel

This set of simultaneous equations can be inverted to yield the in-plane

strain in terms of the stress resultant. This process is exactly the same as ‘

that described in Chapter 3, Section 5.
Equation 4.16 is based on stiffness of the laminate, and we wish to
find the corresponding compliance by inversion such that
€] =a; Ny +a;,N; +a;6Ns
eg =a21N1 +022N2 +‘a26N6 (4.17)
€6 =as Ny +ag2N, +ag6Ns

We show both stress-strain relations in Equations 4.16 and 4.17 in
matrix multiplication tables as follows:
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table 4.1

in-plane stress-strain relation of symmetric
laminates in terms of stiffness

€° € el

N, Ay A, A/s

/Vz 2/ AZZ Azs

N Ag, Asz Ass
table 4.2

in-plane stress-strain relation of symmetric
laminates in terms of compliance

n, x N,
(]
[ " aIZ 0/6
o

62 02/ 22 025
o
P 06 s 062 05 &

These stress-strain relations are valid for the in-plane deformation of
symmetric laminates. If stress resultants are given, we can find the
induced in-plane strain immediately from Table 4.2. Then the on-axis
ply strain can be obtained by strain transformation from the initial 1-2
axes to the orientation of a specific ply or ply group. The ply stress is
nothing more than the ply strain multiplied by the on-axis stiffness.
The complete process going from stress resultants to on-axis ply strain
and ply stress is illustrated in Figure 4.4. '
From the compliance in Table 4.2, we can calculate the effective
engineering constants, following the process used in the off-axis uni-
directional composites in Equation 3.68, et al. We will have typically

1
a1 h

In-plane longitudinal modulus = E =

]

ageh (4.18)
(continues)

In-plane shear modulus = E‘; =
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azi
In-plane Poisson’s ratio = 1§, = ——
a
a
In-plane shear coupling coefficient = vg, = a—6l
11
- a6
In-plane normal coupling coefficient = v{y = :1—1—-— (4.18)
66
(concluded)

Again we want to emphasize that engineering constants are the con-
stants associated with simple tests such as uniaxial tensile and compres-
sive tests-and simple shear tests. They are the results of 1-dimensional
tests and represent 1-dimensional characteristics of laminates. But com-
posites are rarely used in 1-dimensional configuration. The 2-dimen-
sional properties of composites arc much different from the 2-dimen-
sional properties of conventional materials. The coupling coefficients
are large. Their effects are not always intuitively obvious and can result
in opportunities unique with composite materials.

' N
q——:'—. Q—%—’
N, & ‘W & L& =
2 2

190/
f t:‘rfsw T P 9
o i
-~ Al
a; 7 + B 0/ .
(a) — (b) — (c) - (d)
Srress /n - Plane On - Axis On~Axis
Resultants Strain Ply Ply
' Strain Stress

Figure 4.4 On-axis ply strain and stress calculations. From given stress
resultants applied to a multidirectional laminate; we can go from () to
(b): use in-plane stress-strain relation in laminate compliance from
Table 4.2. From (&) to (c): use positive strain transformation in Tables
2.5 et al. The strain in Table 2.5 shall be replaced by in-plane strain.
From (c¢) to (d): use the on-axis stress-strain relation of unidirectional
composites in terms of stiffness, in Table 1.6.
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3. evaluation of in-plane stiffness modulus

We have only mentioned that the in-plane modulus of a multi-direc-
tional laminate is the arithmetic average of the off-axis stiffness of the
individual plies or ply groups. The averaging process is shown as inte-
grals in Equation 4.14. We will now describe the steps needed to per-
form the integrations so that the contribution of the ply stiffness to
the laminate modulus can be defined.

We want to mention again that in the averaging process of our
laminate the modulus in Equation 4.14 is the off-axis stiffness of
unidirectional composites. Using the transformed stiffness in Table 3.3:

Ay

i

S Qi1dz= [1U, + Uyc0s20 + Uscosdbldz  (4.19)

Uy f dz+ U, [cos20dz + Uy fcoosabdz  (4.20)

The U’s for a given composite remain constant. They can be factored
out because they are not dependent on the z-axis.

Ay = Uh + U,V + UV, | | 4.21)
where the geometric factors are:*
hi2
v, = f cos20dz (4.22)
—h(2
hi2 '
Vv, = f cos40dz (4.23)
—h/2

We can repeat the process for other in-plane compbnents.

Ay = Uth— UV, + UsV, (4.24)
Ars = J Qizdz = [ Uy — Uscosdbldz
(4.25)
= Ush—Us [ cosdbdz = Uyh— Uy V,

*A more general definition can be found in Equations 6.79-6.82.
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A66 = Ush_U3 V'z (4.26)

Aie = fQu,dz =f [-—21—U2sin20 + U3sin40] dz

(4.27)
= -;— U2 V3 + U3 V4
Az =%U2 Vs = UV, A (4.28)
where
hi2
v, = f sin20dz (4.29)
—h/2
hl2
Ve = / sindfdz (4.30)
—h/2

We have seen that the evaluation of the in-plane modulus is reduced to
the evaluation of four geometric factors, defined by the V’s. These
relations can be summarized in a matrix multiplication table as follows.

tabie 4.3

formulas for in-plane stiffness modulus
of laminates

h 4 4
Ay Y i i
Aoz Y A 2
4, v, -1
Ass Y A
A % /
Az 'ZL Vs -

where the Vs, the geometric factors, can be defined as follows:

hil2
Vi1,2,34) = f [co0s26, cos4d, sin26, sind0] dz (4.31)
—h /2
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There are four Vs that will completely determine the six components
of the in-plane stiffness of a laminate consisting of constituent plies of
the same material; i.e., the same U’s in Table 4.3. There are therefore at
most four independent variables. This will be illustrated again in
Equation 4.33.

A condensed definition of the V’s in Equation 4.31 means that the
numeral in the bracket on the left-hand side applies to the correspond-
ing term on the right-hand side of the equation. The value of V’s is
dependent on the variation of ply orientations in the multidirectional
laminate. It is implicitly assumed that the laminate consists of plies of
the same unidirectional composite. Because sine and cosine functions
are bounded between —1 and *1, the V’s are bounded by the same
limits, as we soon shall see. The similarity between Tables 4.3 and 3.3 is
the result of using the same transformation equations. In the limit when
the laminate has only a ply orientation, we recover Table 3.3 from 4.3
because the integrands in Equation 4,31 are constant. The V’s become
simply the trigonometric functions times the laminate thickness:

Vy = h cos20

V, = h cos40
(4.32)

. V.=hsind0

From the formulas in Table 4.3, we have
All +A22 + 2A12 = 2[U1 + U4]h
_ 1

or Ay, =hlU, +U,] 2[A11+A22] (4.33)

Similarly A66=A12+[U5—U4]h

Thus of the first four in-plane modulus components, only two are
dependent on the stacking sequence. If we know the first two, we can
immediately determine the others without integration. The variation of
the in-plane modulus is constrained by the invariants of the constituent
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pl}'/'. The number of degrees of freedom are limited to two among the
four components of modulus in Equation 4.33.

Let us now evaluate the first V' in Equation 4.31. We first normalize
it with respect to the laminate thickness:

v ~h |2
V= -1 f cos26dz
ho h Jowp

(4.34)
Normalization is useful in two aspects; viz., first the V*’s become
dimensionless and are valid for all physical units; SI, English, etc.
Secondly, direct comparison can be made between the stiffness of
laminate and that of the constituent plies. Table 4.4 can be compared
with Table 3.3 component by component. The generalized Mohr’s
circles for the normalized in-plane modulus can be drawn directly over
Figure 3.9 so that the effect of lamination can be 1llustrated graph-
ically. (This will be done in Figure 4.6.)

If the laminate is symmetric, we only need to evaluate one
half of the thickness, say, from z = 0 to z = #/2. The new limits of inte-
gration call for a new interpretation of the laminate code as defined in
Equation 4.1. The starting point of the ascending ply sequence has been
reversed from the z = 0 to z = h/2. Only the upper half of a symmetric
laminate needs to be evaluated. Thus,

hi2
V= 2_[ cos20dz

7 (4.35)

Since each ply group is assumed to have the same ply orientation and
material, this integration can now be replaced by summation as we
move from ply group to ply group:

m./2

Z cos20,[z; —z;_4 1.

=1

Vi =

m/[2
= Y. cos20;k
i=1

(4.36)
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where #; = thickness of i-th ply group; where i begins from the mid-
plane. See Figure 4.5 for the definitions of geometric terms.

z
Zms2
::' -th Ply Group —/‘7,_ hT/.?
A I
Symm. /7(2

Figure 4.5 Definitions of terms
in a symmetric laminate, The
index for ply group goes from
0 to m/2 when m is the total

" ‘number of ply groups.

Let

=<
i

volume fraction of plies with 6, orientation
= 2h;/h 4.37)

If each index i in Equation 4.36 represents a unique ply orientation, we
can now substitute Equation 4.37 into 4.36.

m{2
Vi = cos20;v;
i=1
= v,c0820, +v,c0820, +vycos20; + (4.38)
Where Vi + Va + Vi +...0= 1 (4.39)

Thus, V1 is simply the rule of mixtures equation, or the weighted
average of the cos26 functions. Since cosine functions can never be
greater than unity (or less than minus unity), each term in Equation
4.38 is always equal to or less than the corresponding term in 4.39. We
can therefore conclude that V, is bounded as follows:

L_aﬁ'&nsé 3 ‘ 2% & em,', i o
A?r,"f:.::{.@:#ﬁfj g ‘sﬁﬁéﬂﬁg & {gg;’ ‘ é
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—1<V <1 (4.40)

By applying the identical process to the remaining V’s in Equation
4.31, we can get the following:

VY =vicosdl, +v,cosd8, +vicosdf, +. ..
Vi =v,sin20, +v,sin20, +v,sin20; +... (4.41)

Vi =v,sindd, +v,sindl, +v,ysindd; +...

lycomposite.ir
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Uy /b =8Lh[3A,, +3A4,, +24,, + 4d46]

00 | —

UIQ

Here subscripts -4 and Q are added to differentiate the U’s for the
laminate from those for the unidirectional composite.

With these simple equations, we can easily compute the in-plane mod-
ulus of multidirectional laminates with any ply orientation. The infor-
mation needed is: the orientation and the volume fraction of each ply
group. Then from Equations 4.38 et al. we can calculate the V*’s. From
Table 4.3 we can compute the modulus for any multidirectional
laminates. : g

When normalized V’s or V*’s are used, Table 4.3 can be rewritten in
a matrix multiplication table as follows:

table 4.4

formulas for normalized in-plane
stiffness modulus

/ Y Y
Am |y v A
App 7l Y 'V/* Vz*
Ap /N Us iy
Aes /1 Us -l
A /1 Lu* A
Aos /1 %" 5

We can now define the linear combinations of the in-plane modulus,
in the same way those of the stiffness of a unidirectional composite are
defined in Equations 3.15 and 3.21.

Similarly, we can show from Table 4.4

Il

Usa/h = Usg

Usalh UsQ

1
Uy /h =E[A” —A;,] = VI*U2Q
(4.42)
Usa/h :5‘1};[1‘111 t Ay, —24,, —4466] = V;U:aQ

1 1
Usalh ='2_h[A16 +A26]»‘=‘2'V;<U2Q

Uralh = 51416 = Ase) = ViUs

We can now derive the two second-order in-plane invariants from

Equations 3.22 and 3.24. These invariants correspond to the radii of

the generalized Mohr’s circles for a multidirectional laminate analogous
~ to Equations 3.22 and 3.24, respectively:

RIA = V UzAz + 4-(]6/12
SV V4V Usgh
Rialh =/ V¥ + V%2 R,

(4.43)
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Rua = Uyj +U, 4
=V V3R A VE Usgh (4.44)

RgA /h = V;‘2 + sz R2Q

We can easily show that the square root always has a value equal to or
less than unity.* Therefore, the normalized radii of the generalized
Mohr’s circles for the laminate are always equal to or less than those of
the constituent ply. The square root in Equations 4.43 and 4.44 defines
the reduction in two radii in Figure 3.9 for a T300/5208 multidirec-
tional laminate. This is another indication of the constraints imposed

" on laminates by the transformation properties of a unidirectional com-
posite. In-plane modulus cannot be arbitrarily chosen with six degrees
of freedom. ;

Geometric interpretation of Equation 4.43 can be shown using the
generalized Mohr’s circles for T300/5208 unidirectional composite in
Figure 3.9. This is done in Figure 4.6 when normalized components of
the in-plane modulus are superposed on those of the unidirectional ply.
The radii for the Mohr’s circles for the in-plane modulus are less than
those of the constituent ply. The degree of anisotropy is reduced. The
reduction in the radii is related to the V’s which, in turn, are related to
the stacking sequence or volume fractions of the constituent plies. The
two phase angles in Figure 4.6 specify the starting points in the Mohr’s
circles. These points, shown in solid dots, are determined by the orien-
tation of the reference coordinates of the laminate. The magnitude of
the phase angles can be derived from the geometric relations in
Figure 4.6.

vy

tan28, = 7
' (4.45)

4*

tandd, = 17-2*

* Similar to Equation 4.40, we can show that:

VItV e Vit 20 v,0082[0, —6, ]+ <V Y, Y, 40000 &

o i o
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A/z//’ —

48, —

J

Figure 4.6 Generalized Mohr’s circles for T300/5208 uni-
directional composite and normalized in-plane modulus of
a laminate. )

The relations here are also shown in Appendix A. The existence of a
symmetry axis is very important to the behavior of composite mate-
rials. For unidirectional composites orthotropic symmetry exists when
both shear coupling terms vanish simultaneously. This occurs along the
horizontal axis in Figure 3.9. For the in-plane modulus of a laminate to
have orthotropic symmetry, the phase angles above must be equal.
Then by rotating the reference coordinate axes we can always have the
starting points in Figure 4.6 along the horizontal axis. The most
obvious case for the in-plane modulus to be orthotropic is for the phase
angles equal to zero, then '

4. cross-ply laminates

We will now examine some commonly encountered symmetric lam-
inates and determine the values of their in-plane stiffness and
compliance.

First, we will study cross-ply composites. The ply orientations are
limited to 0 and 90 degrees. In Table 4.5, all the values of the trigono-
metric functions which will be needed are listed.
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table 4.5
values of trigonometric functions for cross-ply laminates
9; cos20, cos40; sin20; sind6;
0 1 1 0 0
90 —1 1 0 0

Substituting these trigonometric functions into Equation 4.38, et al.,
we have

* _ —_
Vi =vq Yoo

VE=ve +vge =1

Based on the condition specified in Equation 4.45, this laminate is
orthotropic. By taking these values and putting them into Table 4.4, we
will have the normalized in-plane modulus for cross-ply composites as
functions of volume ratios. This is done in Table 4.6 where matrix
multiplication is implied.

table 4.6

formulas for in-plane stiffness modulus for
cross-ply composites

/ % U
Aush U, Vo~ V30 /
Aot Y Y0 Vo /
A, U, -/
A % -/
Ag = Agg = O

Note that only the first two components are affected by the volume
fractions of the constituent plies in the laminate. The remaining four
components are constant or zero. Cross-ply laminates are orthotropic

1
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because the shear coupling terms are zero. If we substitute the defini-
tions of the U’s from Equation 3.15 into the last two equations in
Table 4.6, we will have:

Alz/h =U, —U; = Qxy
. (4.46)
A66/h=U5_U3=st

Following are some numerical examples of the in-plane stiffness and
compliance of cross-ply laminates. T300/5208 will be used as our
sample material. The elastic modulus in terms of the U’s is listed in
Table 3.6. Combining the modulus data with the formulas in Table 4.6,
we arrive at the following expressions in GPa:

All/h = 7637 + [Vo -—V90]85.73 + 19.71

Aya/h = 76.37— [vo —veo185.73 + 19.71

Ay,/h = 2261 —19.71 =290 (4.47)

A66/h = 26.88—19.71 = 7.17
Ay =Az26 =0

The results from these equations are plotted in Figure 4.7, using the
volume fraction of 90-degree plies as the abscissa. Note that the rule of
mixtures relations apply in the first two components. Both are linear.
The other two nonzero components in Equation 4.47 are constant for
all volume fractions.

We calculate the compliance components by inverting the stiffness at
a given volume fraction. The inversion process though must be repeated

 for each fraction. Let us take the volume fraction 50 percent. The

modulus components are, in GPa:
Ay /h=A,,/h=96.08,4,,/h=2.90,A¢s/h="T7.17 (4.48)

Using the matrix inversion method described in Equations 3.64 and
3.65, we have the following solutions where we substituted the in-plane
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Ay 7 P
y/h, GPa J— Cross-Ply
Laminate =
200 © azh (TP,
=G 150}
h _4
/150 } A Ao P %/t Cross-y
/100 - 7 Laminate
/100
50
50 +
Ah Ak @ : : :
5 fo 4 ._L o 25 50 75 /100
) 25 50 75 100 Percent S0° Plies

Percent 90° Plies

Figure 4.7 In-plane stiffness and compliance of cross-ply composites. The Poisson
and shear components are constant and independent of volume fractions; the normal
stiffness components are linear but the compliance components are not.

components of the laminate for those of the unidirectional:
AA;; = 66.126 X 10°%43 (Pa)?
a;1h=a,,h =10.41(TPa)™!
ay,h=—0.3141 (TPa)™! (4.49)
agsh= 139.44 (TPa)"!

Arg = a6 =0

Typical values of cross-ply laminates are listed in Table 4.7. If our
laminate has 16 plies with the following unit ply thickness of:

h, = 125X 107

(4.50)

16k, = 2X 107
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Representative unnormalized components of the in-plane stiffness and
compliance of this laminate are:

Ay, =96.08% = 192.16 MNm ™!

(4.51)

i

a;, = 10.41/h = 5.205 (GN/m)~!

table 4.7

normalized in-plane stiffness and compliaﬁce of T300/5208 cross-ply laminates,
GPa and (TPa) ~ 1, respectively.

Ar1r/h ‘Azz/,h Aya/h Ass/h  Ayg=Ass
(0/90] 96.08 96.08 2.89 717 0
[0,/90] 124.65 67.50 2.89 7.17 0
{04/90] 147.51 44.63 2.89 7.17 0
[05/90] 162.75 29.39 2.89 7.17 0

a1 h az2h ay2h aggh 4167026
[0/90] 1041 10.41 —314 139.47 0
[0,/90] 8.03 1482  —344 139.47 0
[04/90] 6.78 2243 —440 139.47 0
[05/90] 6.15 34.07 —.606 139.47 0

Because of the constraints imposed on the in-plane modulus by the
invariants of the constituent ply cited in Equation 4.33, cross-ply lam-
inates can have only one variable. Of the six possible components of
in-plane modulus, the shear coupling terms are zero. Of the remaining
four, the Poisson and shear components are fixed by the respective

 components of the constituent ply. Of the remaining two normal com-

ponents, only one can be free because the sum of these components
must be invariant; i.e.,

[Ay, +A4,,)/h =96.08 + 96.08 = 124.65 + 67.50 . . . = 192.16

Thus the only degree of freedom is the value of one of the components
above. There is an additional constraint implicit for all laminates; i.e.,

ny <‘411/’7<Qx,x



136 introduction to composite materials

From the compliance components, we can get the following engi-
neering constants using Equation 4.18:

EY 1/10.41 = 96.0 GPa

E® =1/139=7.17GPa (4.52)
2, = 0.3141/10.41 = 0.0301

Since cross-ply laminates are orthotropic, we could have calculated and
obtained the same engineering constants in Equation 4.52 from those
in-plane modulus components in Equation 4.48 directly using the rela-
tions in Equation 1.13.

Ay /h
E? — Qll - 11
m m
1‘1121‘121]—I [ '2902]_1
where m = - =1]—-= = 1.001
[ Ay Aqa 96.082
| 96.08
h E? = Z=2—= =96.0GP .
then g 001 a (4.53)

This agrees with the longitudinal modulus in Equation 4.52.
The constraining effect of the 90 degree ply is responsible for the
low Poisson’s ratio. The value of m is almost unity, therefore

All/h zE?

This is true only for cross-ply composites. As we have seen Equation
4.47 follows the rule of mixtures relation. We can then say the E9 will
follow approximately the same relation. This simple relation will hold
for laminates only if they are orthotropic and have very small effective
Poisson’s ratios. '

5. angle-ply laminates

Angle-ply laminates form another very common class that deserves
special attention. In this class, there are only two ply orientations

www.polycomposite.ir
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which have the same magnitude but opposite signs. The laminate is
balanced when there are equal numbers of plies with positive and nega-
tive orientations.

Thus for angle-ply laminates we have:

61 = +¢’02 :_¢

(4.54)
1
and v, = v, = 2
Substituting these values into Equation 4.38 et al.,
V= %(cos2¢ + ¢c0s2¢) = cos2¢
VY= cosd¢ (4.55)

V= Vi=0

This laminate is orthotropic because of Equation 4.45.
The formulas for the in-plane modulus for angle-ply laminates are

_listed in Table 4.8, where. matrix multiplication is implied. They are

obtained by substituting the values from Equation 4.55 into Table 4.4.

Note that the first four rows of this table are identical to those in
Table 3.3 for the unidirectional modulus except where the ply orienta-
tion 0 in Table 3.3 is replaced by the angle ¢ in the angle-ply laminate.
The shear coupling terms vanish for the angle-ply laminate because of
the last line in Equation 4.55.

table 4.8

formulas for in-plane stiffness modulus for
angle-ply laminates

/ 4 Y
A, h 7 cos2g cos4¢
gm0 —cos2g cosdg
A/ Y, ~cos4 g
Ags”? 74 -cos 4525 -

AIO' :A25 =0
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Because of the similarity between this table and Table 3.3, we can
immediately convert the numerical results for T300/5208 in Figure 3.5
by simply replacing 8 by *¢ and deleting the shear coupling terms. The
comparable components of in-plane modulus for T300/5208 angle-ply
laminates as functions of *¢ are equal to those in the first four columns
in Table 3.5, The last two columns are zero.

For [45/—45] angle ply, we have

cos2¢ =0, cosdp = —1

Using the data for T300/5208 from Table 3.6, we have from the
formulas for in-plane modulus in Table 4.8

Ay /h = Ayy/h=7637—19.71 = 56.66 GPa

A{,/h = 22.61+19.71 =42.32 GPa
_ (4.56)
Age/h = 26.88 + 19.71 = 46.59 GPa

Aye =A26 =0

With the exception of these shear coupling terms, these values are iden-
tical to those for 8§ = 45 degrees in Table 3.5. The in-plane modulus of
angle-ply laminates is listed in Table 4.9 and plotted in Figure 4.8.
Using the inversion method applied in Equation 3.65, we have for the
[45/—45] from Equation 4.56:

AA

i 66.126 X 103%43 (Pa)?
ay b = ay,h =39.91 (TPa)™!
a;h = —29.81 (TPa)™! (4.575
dgeh = 21.46 (TPa)™
a,6 = aze =0 (TPa)™!
These compliance values together with those for other values of ¢ are

listed in Table 4.9 and are shown as solid lines in Figure 4.9. The
dashed lines are the transformed components of the compliance of

S g s -
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unidirectional composites taken from Figure 3.11. The big difference
between the two lines (dasiz2d versus solid) is due to the matrix inver-
sion with or without the shear coupling terms. The off-axis uni-
directional composite is anisotropic and the angle-ply laminate is
orthotropic.

table 4.9
normalized in-plane stiffness and compliance of T300/5208
angle-ply laminates, GPa and (TPa)~ !

*¢ Aqa/h Aza/h Ay /h Ags/h  A1s=Azs
0 181.8 10.3 2.90 7.17 0

15 160.4 11.9 12.75 17.02 0

30 1093 - 23.6 32.46 36.73 0
45 56.6 56.6 42.32 46.59 -0
60 236 109.3 32.46 136.73 0
75 119 1604 12.75 17.02 0
90 10.3 181.8 2.90 7.17 0
B ay1h a h a b aggh d16=0z¢
0 5.52 97.08 — 1.54 139.47 0
15 6.80 91.21 — 1.24 58.73 0
30 1542 71.36 —21.18 27.22 0
45 3991 3991 —29.81 21.46 0
60 71.36 1542 —21.18 - 27.22 0
75 - 9121 6.80- e T 24 - - 58.73 0-
920 97.08 5.52 1.54 139.47 0

The engineering constants for off-axis unidirectional composites will-
also be completely different from those for angle-ply laminates. The
engineering constants for ¢ = 45 degrees, which is simply the
145-degree angle ply, can be obtained directly from the results in
Equation 4.57 using the relations in Equation 4.18:

E? =E2=1/a;,h=3991" = 2505 GPa
E2 = llaggh =21.46" = 46.59 GPa (4.58)
v, =—a,,/ay, =29.81/39.91 = 0.746



www.polycomposite.ir
in-plane stiffness of symmetric laminates 141
140 introduction to composite materials

' Y ag,n(s,) t a.7(5,;)
200} 100 .
p 4,/ (0, ,GFa Ayy/h(Gy )
150 150t 50
100 100+ ~]
I7)
50 50}
N 1 i 4+ L L L x* /5}
o 30 &0 90 - ¢{€/ 30 60 g0 ¢
Y,
A, /b (Qy 1 Age /P ( Qpg) , :
60} 60} ) 7]
a0} 40 | =
20 /\ 2{ ] | -20 P
= . . +b(6) s . S /S S R 772 SRR S -
0 30 60 S0 0 30 60 90
: ! Figure 4.9 In-plane compliance of T300/5208 angle-ply laminates. The
Figure 4.8 In-plane stiffness of angle-ply laminate of T300/5208 ' solid lines are based on the data in Table 4.8, and are not transformation
composite. With the exception of the non-zero shear coupling com- curves. The dashed lines, taken from Figure 3.11 are the transformed
ponents, the curves above are identical to the transformed modl_xlus of components of compliance of the same unidirectional composite, with
unidirectional T300/5208 shown in Figure 3.5 where the coordinates ' the coordinates defined in parenthesis; i.e., § vs S;;. Close similarity
are defined in the parenthesis. The curves here are the laminate stiffness 7 between Aij/h and Qii does not exist between ;i and S;;. The shear
as a function of lamination angle ¢. coupling components are responsible for the differences {)etween the

solid and dashed lines.

The corresponding engineering constants for an off-axis unidirectional

T300/5208 were calculated from the data in Table 3.12: non-isotropic materials. The comparison of these engineering constants

between off-axis unidirectional and angle-ply laminates as functions of

E, =E,=59.75"=16.73GPa ply orientation 6 and lamination angle *¢ are shown in Figure 4.10.
: The significant increase in the angle-ply laminates over that of the
Eg =105.7" = 9.46 GPa 4 (4.59) i off-axis unidirectional over the entire range of angles is very apparent.
‘ The increase is caused by the constraining influence imposed on each
vy = 9.99/59.75 = 0.167 ply within a laminate. The plies are bonded together and are not free to
deform independently.
Compare like constants in Equations 4.58 and 4.59; we see that the . There is an-i'mportant message _here. Laminates are gpverned by very
values for angle-ply laminates are much higher than the off-axis uni- rigorous conditions such as those in Equation 4.6. Laminates cannot be
directional. The Poisson’s ratios of 0.746 exceed the upper limit for ‘ modeled by a one-dimensional arrangement of parallel springs. Plies

isotropic matérials, which is 1/2. This is theoretically admissible for
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within a laminate are constrained and interact with one another. It is
not always intuitively obvious when we add or subtract plies from a
laminate if we are actually helping or hurting the stiffness and the
strength. The key is to understand the ply-to-ply interaction and to
adhere to the mathematical models faithfully.

Poisson's Ratio

4B

150t

Shear Modulus, GPa

100
40}

ES(2P)
Csl@)

50} 20t

1 L . Lo 1 L L * 4.
5 55 a5 P 5 355 oo P

Figure 4.10 Comparison between engineering constants of angle-ply and unidireg- '
tional composites, The variations of these constants are shown as dashed and solid
lines. The dashed lines are identical to the solid lines in Figure 3.17.

6. quasi-isotropic laminates

If the following conditions for the in-plane modulus of a laminate are
satisfied, the laminate is quasi-isotropic:

Ay = Az,

A16=A26:0 (460)

Ags == A1, —Ay,]

o | —
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The last relation is analogous to that for the on-axis stiffness in
Equation 1.23. With the last constraint we have one less degree of
frcedom than the cross-ply laminate cited in Table 4.7. We have no
freedom at all! If we construct a quasi-isotropic laminate out of a given
material its normalized in-plane properties are predetermined. We
cannot change them unless we use a different material. There are
numerous stacking sequences for this laminate.

Intuitively, if ply orientations are random, we would expect an iso-
tropic laminate. Directionality would disappear. For example, chopped
fiber composites are quasi-isotropic. If we examine Equation 4.31,
which defines the ¥’s, it is reasonable to expect these geometric
factors to vanish. Physically, when there is equal probability of
fibers oriented in any direction, or there is a continuous variation in
fiber orientation, the cyclic terms in Table 4.3 as defined by the V’s
will vanish. The in-plane modulus components will converge toward the
invariants in the first column of the table. The in-plane modulus
becomes:

All/h =A22/h = U1
Aya/h = U, 4.61)
Ass/h = Us

The conditions for isotropy in Equation 4.60 are satisfied because of
the relations between the invariants as described in Equation 3.20. We
have a quasi-isotropic material. v

Since this is an isotropic material, we can find the quasi-isotropic
engineering constants, as follows:

From Equation 1.13,

A U

A, U

v, = v

y x =V

ES = G=A66/h=U5 (4.62)
From Equation 1.23,
Ua
E = 2(1+v)G=2 1+—l—j- Us

1
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If we use the values of U’s for T300/5208 from Table 3.6, we have
v = 22.61/76.37=10.296 T —
G = 26.88 GPa (4.63)
E = 2(1 +0.296)26.88 = 69.67 GPa

There are other than random orientations that will produce quasi-
isotropic laminates. Let us examine the following two laminates:

[0/60/—60]) g, and [0/90/45/—45]¢

For the first laminate, we have from the definitions of V*’s in Equation
4.38 et al.,

vy = vy =v, =%

v =%[coso + cos120 + cos(—120)] =0

vy =%[COSO + c0s240 + cos(—240)] =0 (4.64)
Vs =%[sin0 + sin120 + sin(—=120)] =0

v =-:1;[sin0 + sin240 + sin(—240)] =0

For the second laminate, we have:

1
Vi =‘V2=V3=V4=Z
[cosO + cos180 + cos90 + cos(—90)] =20 (4.65)

4 - (continued)

ycomposite.ir
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vy = —}; [cosO + cos360 + cos180 + cos(—180)] =0

vy = % [sinO0 + sinl180 + sin90 + sin(—90)] =0

v¥ =L(sin0 + sin360 + sin180 + sin(—180)] =0  (4.65)
4 (concluded)

Since all the V’s are zero, the laminates are quasi-isotropic. In fact, we
can generalize that any laminate with “m” ply groups spaced at ply
orientations of Pi/m radian will be quasi-isotropic. In the first case we
had m = 3; in the second case, m = 4. Moreover, with symmetric
laminates we must double the number of ply groups within a quasi-
isotropic laminate. The minimum number of plies are 6 and 8, respec-
tively. The first laminate is also called Pi/3; and the second Pi/4. For
quasi-isotropic laminates we have no freedom because the stacking
sequence is fixed and the resulting stiffness is also fixed.

There is a very practical reason for quasi-isotropic laminates beyond
being isotropic like conventional materials. This configuration repre-
sents the minimum performance that we can expect from a composite
laminate. If we are uncomfortable in dealing with directionally varying
properties; we can always use the quasi-isotropic laminate. A direct
substitution of this laminate for the conventional material can be done
without hesitation because this substitution is no different from the
substitution of conventional materials.

The quasi-isotropic - Young’s modulus of T300/5208, as listed in
Equation 4.63, is equal to the Young’s modulus of aluminum. But there
is a minimum of 40 percent savings in weight. When directionality is
judiciously added, the advantages of composites are overwhelming.

The quasi-isotropic laminates can be used as the starting point of
optimization of ply orientation. If minimum weight is a criterion, the
quasi-isotropic laminate should be the upper bound of the weight. An
optimized material taking full advantage of the directionality of proper-
ties should only have lower weight than the quasi-isotropic con-
figuration.
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7. general Pi/4 laminates

This is a family of laminates having four ply orientations spaced at
45-degree intervals. The normal Pi/4 lam'matc‘:s have four ply groups
with equal thickness and are therefore quasmsoltropxc. Genergl Pi/4
laminates refer to those with arbitrary thicknesses in ply groups, includ-
ing the limiting cases of zero thickness for one or more ply groups. We
will now list all the trigonometric functions and their values for our ply

orientations in Table 4.10.

table 4.10
values of trigonometric functions for in-plane modulus of
general Pi/4 laminates

6, cos26; cos40,; sin2; sindd,
0 1 1 0 0
90 -1 1 0 0
45 0 -1 1 0
45 0 —1 -1 0

Substituting these values into Equation 4.38 et al., we have
V;k =Vo T Voo

*——' —— —
V2 —'V0+V90 Vas V_45

(4.66)

* —_
V3_V45 V-—45
%
V4 =0

With these values, the formulas for in-plane modulus in Table 4.4 can
be specialized for our general Pi/4 laminates. This is done in a matrix
multiplication table as follows. Note when all the y’s are equal, we
recover the quasi-isotropic laminates. When the *45-degrece plies are
zero, we recover the formulas for cross-ply laminates listed in Table 4.6.
When we have a special angle-ply laminate with the lamination angle ¢
equal to 45 degrees, we recover from Table 4.11 the special £45 lam-
'inate from Table 4.8. Finally, Pi/4 laminates are orthotropic when the
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45-degree plies are balanced, or when
Vas =V_ s (4.67)

When this is true, the shear coupling components become zero.

table 4.11

formulas for in-plane stiffness modulus of
general Pi/4 laminates

/ A Uy
Ash Y Vo Yo *iao “Vas Veus
Apph Y Wty Y gy “Ves Vs
Ao U, Vo ~Vog Flas Fias
Aes N Us Vo Voo Tlas Tigs
A h E/ /%5—'/-4 5/
A5 2_/ / '/45_1’-45/

The formulas in Table 4.11 can be represented by a series of
diagrams or plots. First of all, the components of stiffness are all linear
functions of the ply fractions. The components are proportional to four
linear combinations of the ply fractions; viz., vy, vgo, vas +v_ 4 and
Vas — v_,45. In Figure 4.11 we show the in-plane modulus of general
Pi/4 laminates for T300/5208 composite. The first chart shows
component A,,/h. This chart is valid for balanced as well as un-
balanced laminates; i.e., independent of the values of v45 and V_45-
The same can be applied to the second chart on components 4, , /h and
Ages/h. Component A,,/h is not shown because it can be found by
interchanging v, with vgo from the A4,, /k chart. Only in unbalanced
laminate (that is the +45 has a different number of plies from the —45)
will the last chart in Figure 4.11 become necessary.

The open hexagon in each diagram represents the properties of the
quasi-isotropic laminate. Note all relationships in Table 4.11 are de-
scribed by straight lines. This did not happen by accident. In fact, it is
important to choose the correct parameters so linear relationships exist
between the ply and the laminate properties. The correct property set
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Figure 4.11 In-plane modulus of general Pi/4 laminates of
T300/5208 composite. Quasi-isotropic points are shown as
open hexagons.

for the stiffness of a laminate is the stiffness modulus of the unidirec-
tional composites. If another property set is chosen, nonlinear relation-
ship would result. For example, when the property set of engineering
constants is chosen, the straight lines in Figure 4.11 will be replaced by
curved lines. In fact the curved lines have been referred to by a trade

name: the carpet plot. The moral of the story is that stiffness modulus is
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the simplest property for the description of the stiffness of laminated
composites. The carpet plot is an unnecessarily comphcated way of
showing properties of composites.-

8. general bidirectional laminates

We have seen earlier two classes of bidirectional laminates, viz., cross-
ply and angle-ply laminates. Both laminate classes are orthotropic. We
have seen unique properties of laminates that do not have a counterpart
in conventional materials. For example, the in-plane Poisson’s ratio,
shown in Figure 4.10, extends beyond the upper limit of 1/2 imposed
on isotropic materials. While orthotropic materials can be viewed as a
simple extension of conventional materials, nonorthotropic materials,
however, must be viewed from a completely different viewpoint. We
must understand the unique properties of anisotropic materials and
learn to capitalize on these properties to perform functions not possible
with conventional materials. In this section, we will illustrate how
simple, unique properties can be derived from general bxdxrectlonal
laminates.

A general bidirectional laminate consists of two arbitrary ply orienta-
tions and ply ratios. In Figure 4.12 we show the two orientations, The
two orthogonal bisectors would be the symmetry axes if the two ply
orientations are balanced; i.e., the ply ratio is unity.

~—

.
/

\

\

Figure 4.12 Orientations of general
bidirectional laminates.
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In terms of the angles shown in Figure 4.12, we have

0, = v—¢
(4.68)
0, = y+9¢
We will introduce another variable:
. Vi
p = ply ratio=— (4.69)

Vo

where the v’s are the volume fractions of ply orientations. This was
defined in Equation 4.37. From Equations 4.38 et al., we can imme-
diately define for all bidirectional laminates.

V¥ = v, cos20, + v,c0s20,

VY = v,cosd8, + v,cos40,

(4.70)
Vi = v,sin28; + v,sin26,
V¥ = v,sin40, + v,sindd,
We have a general cross-ply laminate when:
¢ = 45 degrees 4.71)
By combining this with Equations 4.68—4.70, we have
VE = (v —vy)sin2y
V) = —cosdy
4.72)

vy = —(vy —vay)cosly
VY = —sindy
This is an off-axis cross-ply laminate. The rigid body rotation of the

laminate is specified by 4. This laminate becomes the usual cross-ply
laminate when

v = 45 degrees (4.73)
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Equation (4.72) becomes:

VE= v, —v,
vy =1 (4.74)
Vi= Vi=0

We have recovered the formulas in Table 4.6.
We have a general angle-ply laminate when:

y =0 o @T5)

We can easily show by combining this with Equation 4.68 et al.

V¥ = cos2¢
Vy = cos4d

(4.76)
Vi = —(vy —vy)sin2¢

VE = —(v; —v,)sind¢

This is a general angle-ply laminate when it is not balanced. When we
have a balanced laminate, ) :

vy —v2 =0 (4.77)

Then Equation 4.76 becomes the same for the usual angle-ply laminate
shown in Table 4.8. It is intuitively obvious that the magnitude of the
shear and normal coupling is related to the degree of the imbalance.
Equation 4.77 is still a rule of mixtures relation that goes from +1 to
—1.with zero at the midpoint.

As an illustration of the range of properties for a general bidirec-
tional laminate, we take:

¢ = 30 degrees
vy = —90to 90 degrees . (4.78)
11
= Oa—:—s 1541 9,°°
p 9%
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Note the two limiting values of the ply ratio correspond to unidirec-
tional composites with +30 and —30 degrees orientations, respectively.

For the complete characterization of the stiffness of a symmetric
laminate, the following material constants are useful for various
purposes.

1. Six normalized components of stiffness: A;;/A
2. Six normalized components of compliance: ;1
3. Two Young’s modulus: EY, ES

4. Shear modulus: £§

5. Two Poisson’s ratios: v5, and 9,

6. Two shear coupling coefficients: v, and v$,

7. Two normal coupling coefficients: ¥ ¢ and ¥J ¢
8. One ratio of Young’s moduli: a = E{/EY

9. Two ratios of Young’s to shear moduli:

We must keep in mind that not all the elastic constants above are
independent. From Equation 4.33 we can conclude that there are at
most four independent constants among the six components of the
in-plane modulus. Thus, it is safe to say that we cannot manipulate the
elastic constants of a laminated plate at will. There are constraints.
When we increase one constant such change will induce other changes
in accordance with the law of transformation and its invariants.

We will show the variations of some typical elastic constants of
general bidirectional laminates. The material used is T300/5208. The
definition of the angles follow those in Figure 4.12. The ply ratio p as
defined in the Equation 4.69 is also shown of each of the following
figures:

1. A typical component of stiffness is shown in Figure 4.13 (top).
This is a shear/normal coupling component. The two limiting cases
which correspond to the ply ratios of infinity and zero are the upper/
lower bounds of the component of the stiffness. Furthermore, the
usual lever rule for phase diagrams applies. This is not surprising
because the stiffness component of a laminated composite is ob-
tained by a straight averaging or the rule of mixtures relation.

2. A typical component of the in-plane compliance is shown in

Figure 4.13(bottom). The same notation used in the previous figure
applies. Note that the compliance components as a result of the
changes in the ply ratio are essentially bounded by the two limiting
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| Ajg. GPa

L

Figure 4.13 Typical components of stiffness and compliance of
T300/5208 bidirectional laminates.

cases. There are exceptions but the difference is very small for this

- material. The;e is, hovgeyer, a very drastic change in the magnitude of

the component of compliance as one goes from all —30 degree uni-
directional ply (p = infinity) to the case where the ply ratio becomes
9/1. In other words, a 10 percent change in the ply orientation can
result in over 100 percent changes in the resultini; components of

-
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compliance. The lever rule is not applicable for this component. The E. (GPa) .\ ‘(“;: :’)
range of variation for this component covers both the positive and g + (w/h)
the negative values, This can provide complete reversals in the : E?fii
response of materials if it is so desired. + (ira
3. The longitudinal Young’s modulus for a general bidirectional ; :éf?;
laminate is shown in Figure 4.14(top). The magnitude of the 6 =30

modulus is no longer bounded. Needless to say the lever rule will not
apply either. The magnitude remains positive which is required for
the diagonal terms in the stiffness matrix in order to insure material
stability.

4. The ratio of the Young’s to shear moduli is shown in Figure
4.14(bottom). This ratio is a measure of the bending stiffness to
shear rigidity. This ratio is often referred to as the EI/GJ where I and
J are moments of inertia of the cross-section of a structure, and £
and G are the Young’s and shear moduli of the material. Note that
the ratio is essentially bounded by the limiting cases although the
lever rule does not apply. Wide variations of this ratio are possible by
changing the ply ratios or ply orientations. This component remains
positive as its required from the stability standpoint.

5. The longitudinal Poisson’s ratios is shown in Figure 4.15(top).
This ratio is no longer bounded by the limiting cases. Poisson’s ratios
can be zero as well as negative which is not permissible for the
conventional material. Note the steep descend of the Poisson’s ratio
near 30 degrees, a small change in angle can result in great changes in
this ratio. Further, the ratio near this angle is insensitive to the
change in ply ratios as we go from 1/1 to 9/1.

6. The normal coupling coefficient is shown in Figure 4.15(bottom).
This coefficient is essentially bounded _by th_e llmlt.mg Ca_ses_' The Figure 4.14 Longitudinal Young’s modulus and the ratio of extension to shear

lever rule however does not apply. There is, again, a wide variation of modulus of T300/5208 bidirectional laminates. ) ’
the magnitude of this coefficient covering both the positive and
negative values. Again, near 30 degrees this coefficient is insensitive

to the changes in ply ratios, for example, as we go from zero to linearized as shown in Figure 4.11. Such simple, linear relationships no

longer exist in the case of the components of the compliance and the

infinity. : . . .
‘_ engineering constants. It is very difficult to bound or visualize the
We have just displayed some typical examples of the elastic constants magnitude of the change as we change ply orientation or ply ratios.
of general bidirectional laminates. It appears that only the components Whatever methodology or algorithm is used for the design and optimi-
of the stiffness can be readily anticipated in that the rule of mixtures zation, we must appreciate the possible variations of the elastic behav-

equation and the normal lever rule apply. The “carpet plot’ is , ior as the laminate becomes fully anisotropic. Both ply orientation and
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Figure 4.15 Typical coupling coefficients of T300/5208 bidirectional
laminates.

ply ratio are variables. These figures are intended to demonstrate the
range of variability and the sensitivity as a function of stacking se-
quence for typical bidirectional laminates.

It is difficult to characterize multidirectional laminates with three or
more distinct ply orientations. It appears safe to say that as the number
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of ply orientations increase, the resulting elastic constants will approach
those of the quasi-isotropic laminates. Should this be the case bidirec-
tional laminates are unique because they can provide the widest varia-
tion of properties. These laminates can have properties with greater
variations than the unidirectional constituent plies.

9. ply stress and ply strain analysis

Following the process outlined in Figure 4.4 we can readily calculate
the stress and strain at any ply within a symmetric laminate under
arbitrarily applied stress resultants, The motivation for the determina-
tion of the stress and strain at a ply level is for the assessment of ply
failure. In a multidirectional laminate subject to in-plane strains or
stress resultants it is necessary to examine ply by ply or ply group by
ply group to determine if any of them has failed or about to fail. The
failure criterion for the plies will be covered in Chapter 7. We are only
outlining the method for the ply stress and ply strain analysis which is a
prerequisite for the eventual failure determination.

~ We will now list a few simple examples,

1. Determine the ply stresé and ply strain of a T300/5208 [0,/90,]1¢
laminate subjected to a uniaxial stress resultant of 1 MN/m.

From Equation 4.50 and Table 4.7, usihg unit ply thickness of

125 X 10~%m. ,
B =16X 125X 106 =2X 103 m
2y, = 10.41/2 X 107 =5.21 (GN/m)"!
, (4.79)
ay; = —314/2 X 103 =—157(GN/m)"!
a61 = O
From the stress-strain relation of Table 4.2
€ =521X1073
€y =-—157%x107  (4.80)

(2]
€¢ = (
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For the O-degree ply, the on-axis stress and strain are:

€, = 5.21X1073
e, = —157X1073 (4.81)
e, = 0

From the on-axis stress-strain relation of Table 1.6 and the
modulus in Table 1.9,

181.8 X 5.21 —2.89 X .157 = 946.7 MPa

o, =
o, = 2.89 X 5.21 —-10.34 X.157 = 13.4 MPa (4.82)
o = 0

For the 90-degree ply, the normal strains are interchanged:

€, = —I157X%X1073

€, = 5.21X107 (4.83)
e, = 0

o, = —181.8X.157+2.89 X5.21 =—13.4 MPa

o, = —2.89X.157+10.34 X5.21 =53.41 MPa  (4.84)
o = 0

We can compute the average stress to verify equilibrium:

3, = %(946.7+ 53.41) = 500 MPa
3, = 0 (4.85)
36 = 0
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We can recover the stress resultants given originally:

N, = G,h=500X2=1MN/m
(4.86)
N2 = N6 =0

If we use the maximum strain failure criterion (Problem h in

Chapter 1) which states that failure occurs when:

l. € >8X103 or
R A (4.87)
2 €, >4X107

Examining the on-axis strains, we can conclude that the 90-degree
ply has failure because

5.21>4 (4.88)
In fact, the 90-degree ply failed when the applied stress resultant is

4

=.767 MN/ .89
55 7 m (4.89)

Nigery= 1 X

[R—y

where subscript FPF refers to the “first ply failure” stress level.

The second or ultimate ply failure will occur when the O-degree
ply fails, Using the same failure criterion, the ultimate stress re-
sultant is

N i may= 1 X 5—827 = 1.53 MN/m (4.90)

. Examine the same cross-ply laminate under compressive loads and

determine the first and ultimate failure stress resultants or average
stresses.

Assuming that the maximum strain failure criterion

l — €1> 7X 1073 (slightly less than tensile strain)
‘ 4.91)

] - ey| > 20X 10%  (much more than tensile strain)
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For the 90-degree ply, the induced strains have opposite signs,

N, =1 X-1—27= 50.9 MN/m, (tension), or

(4.92)

1 X % — 3.83 MN/m (compression)

i

Ny

For the O-degree ply,

Ny = 1X 5—72—1 = 1.34 MN/m, (compression), or’

(4.93)

4

N, 1 XT5-7= 25.4 MN/m (tension)

Note the first-ply failure now occurs in the O-degree ply at an

average stress of

G, pry = 1.34/2X 107 = 672 MPa o8
0y (max) = 3.83/2 X 1073 =1910 MPa

3. Determination of shear stiffness from a 45-degree angle-ply
laminate.

For our laminate, we know from Equation 4.57,

a4 h = 39.91 (TPa)™
a,,h = —29.81 (TPa)™ (4.95)
(17 %1 = 0

Under a uniaxial stress of

5, = 100 MPa (4.96)
€ = 39.91 X 100 =3.99 X 10
€2 = —29.81 X 100 =—2.98 X 103 (4.97)

€ = 0
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If we tfansform both the stress and strain —45 degrees, and call
the new axes 1’ and 2', from Table 2.1,

o, = 0, =50 MPa

(4.98)
0s' = 50MPa

From Table 2.5,
€2 = %(3.99—-2.98) = .50 X 1073
€' = ¥ ' (4.99)

€' = 3.99+2.98=6.97 X 1073

In the 1'-2’ coordinate system, our laminate is a cross-ply laminate
subjected to the stress and strain above. Since the stress-strain
relation is orthotropic, the shear components in stiffness and com-
pliance are uncoupled. A direct relation exists. The resulting shear
modulus is,

o
Agg/h=—=—20 __ =717GPa (4.100)
€

This agrees with the result of Equation 4.47. We can take advan-
tage of the transformation properties of stress and strain to con-
vert the uniaxial tensile or compressive stress applied to a 45-
degree angle-ply to a shear test. In terms of the applied stress and
measured strain in the symmetry axes of the angle-ply, the 1-2
coordinate system, ‘

6,/2
st=A66/h="""_o > (4.101)
€1 T €
When the applied stress is positive,
;>0
(4.102)
€3 <0
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The denominator is the sum of the longitudinal and Poisson’s
strain if the negative sign of Poisson’s strain is ignored.

10. conclusions

The in-plane stiffness of a laminated composite can be obtained directly
by applying the rule of mixtures equation to the stiffness of the uni-
directional composite. The in-plane compliance is simply the inverse of
the in-plane stiffness. Finally, if engineering constants are desired, they
can be obtained from the components of the in-plane compliance. The
process described above is straight-forward and is applicable to the flex-
ural stiffness of laminated composites as well. The relationship between
engineering constants of the constituent plies to those of a laminate is
very complicated. In place of simple linear rule of mixtures equations,
we have highly non-linear relationships. These non-linear relations are
responsible for the curves in ‘‘carpet plots.”’

Matrix inversion is required to obtain the components of compliance
from those of stiffness. In the process, all the components of the stiff-
ness participate in the determination of each component of compliance.
It is therefore difficult to visualize the impact of a change in the stiff-
ness to the change in compliance. Simple ratios or linear relationship no
longer exists. The effect of such change in the stiffness on the resulting
engineering constants become even less obvious. This is shown in the
general bidirectional laminates where Poisson’s ratios are no longer
bounded by the limits imposed on isotropic materials. They can be
greater than one-half or less than zero. This presents a challenge to
design formulas intended for the conventional material. The tendency
to make composite materials orthotropic or quasi-isotropic is under-
standable, but the designer may be depriving himself of the opportunity
of an optimum design.

It should be emphasized again that laminated composite materials are
governed by analogous stress-strain relations to those of unidirectional
composites. The in-plane stiffness of a laminate is bounded. by the
stiffness of the constituent plies. But the compliance and the associated
engineering constants are not always bounded by those of the constitu-
ent plies. When material constants are not bounded, it is very difficult
to rely on intuition. This is why discipline is so important when we
work with composite materials. We must keep track of the signs; we
must know how the properties of the constituent plies are translated
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into the stiffness of a laminate. In this respect, the components of
stiffness are preferred because their variations with the ply properties
and stacking sequence are governed by simple, explicit, linear relations.
It is also important to know how many degrees of freedom are available
as we change ply orientations, or add or subtract plies in order to
achieve an optimum laminate. ‘
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10. homework problems

a.

b.

&=

Find stiffness compliance, and engineering constants of T300/5208
angle-ply laminates with /87

Find stiffness, compliance, and engineering constants of hybrid
cross-ply laminates with O-degree T300/5208 and 90-degree Scotch-
ply 1002 for ply ratios of 1, 2, 4 and 8 as in Table 4.7. Write down
the elastic constants for ply ratios of 1/2, 1/4 and 1/8. Which con-
stants of the hybrid are bounded? Which are unbounded?

How do we determine the off-axis properties of cross-ply laminates?
Rotate the entire laminate by angle v as that in Figure 4.12. Show
the coupling cocfficients for the laminates in Table 4.7.

What is the Young’s modulus of an 8-ply 45-degree T300/5208
slender body? What is the Young’s modulus of two parallel but
unbonded slender bodies, one with +45 degree, the other —45
degree? What is the Young’s modulus of a symmetric laminate con-
taining the same ply angles; i.e., [+45,]¢? Explain the difference
between the unbonded and the laminate (bonded).

The in-plane modulus of a symmetric laminate follow the rule-of-
mixtures relation using the ply modulus; e.g.,

An/h:ZQl(il) Vi (4.103)

Is the following rule-of-mixtures relation using the Young’s modulus
valid?

Eo =) EDy, (4.104)

Explain the different results of T300/5208 {0/90] and [+45] lam-
inates derived from the two mixtures equations.

Are there bounds on the in-plane Poisson’s ratio as fiber stiffness
approaches infinity or matrix stiffness to zero for cross-ply and
angle-ply laminates? Are there bounds on shear and normal coupling
coefficients?

What devices can use a material with negative Poisson’s ratio?

Can a quick estimate be made of the in-plane modulus of laminates
following the homework problem [ in Chapter 37 Compare the quick
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estimate with the exact results in Tables 4.7 and 4.9 for various
cross-ply and angle-ply laminates. .. :

We observe in Table 4.7 that the sum of the first two columns (or all
four columns) of modulus is independent of the ply ratio. Why does
the sum for the compliance components change with ply ratios?
What quantity of the average stress components remains constant
when a hydrostatic extension (¢ = €7 = p_) is imposed on a cross-
ply laminate? Does this quantity depend on the ply ratio?

. What quantity of the strain components remains constant when a

hydrostatic tension or compression (N, = N, = tp_ h) is imposed
on the same cross-ply laminate? Does this quantity depend on the
ply ratio? Does this quantity change if the entire laminate is ro-
tated? How many invariants in Table 4.7 are equal to those in
Table 4.9?

In sizing a conventional material, thickness change is the only
option. A thickness increase will reduce linearly the stress and strain.
All components of stress and strain will change proportionally. A
change in thickness is equivalent to proportional loading or unload-
ing. In sizing composite laminates, proportional increase in stress
and strain is possible if the ply ratio or ply orientations remain -
constant. But, in general, the ply orientations change as we seek an
optimum laminate. What principles and constraints are involved in
achieving an optimum laminate from the standpoint of stiffness only
(not strength)? We will be concerned with a point within a large
structure, and it is assumed that the stress resultants are given and
do not change with ply orientation.

. Calculate quasi-isotropic constants using Equation 4.62 for all uni-

directional composites listed in Table 3.6. These constants represent
the lower bound performance that we can expect from laminates
made from these composite materials. How do. they compare with
aluminum on the specific stiffness basis (stiffness £ divided by
density or specific weight)? o
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nomenclature

A i 4 = In-plane stiffness and compliance of multidirectional sym-
metric laminates; in Nm~!, and N ~'m, respectively

E? = In-plane engineering constants;i = 1,2,6

= Total thickness of a laminate

= n;h, = Thickness of i-th ply group; i = 1 to m

= h/n = Unit ply thickness, in m

m = Total number of ply groups in a laminate

N; = Stress resultant, in Nm™! ;i = 1,2,6
n = Total number of plies in a laminate
n; = h;/h, = Number of plies in the i-th ply group
12} = Ply ratio of a bidirectional laminate
Q,(j”) = Stiffness of ply group with 0 ply orientation

Ry 4 = Radii of generalized Mohr’s circle for unidirectional and
laminated composites; i = 1,2

U; = Linear combinations of stiffness; i = 1to §

Vv, =" Geometric factors;i = 1 to 4

Vo = Volume fraction of ply group with 6 orientation

v = Rigid body rotation of a laminate

0; = N,/h = Average stress across thickness of a laminate

€’ = In-plane strain;i = 1,2,6

¢ = The angle of a *¢ angle-ply laminate

Vi) = p3;, V7, Poisson’s ratios; vg,, v, shear coupling coefficients,
v{e, ¥5 ¢ normal coupling coefficients

6 = Ply orientation

chapter b
flexural stiffness of
symmetric sandwich laminates

The flexural stiffness of symmetric sandwich laminates with honey-
comb core and multidirectional composite facing will be covered. The
strain in the laminate is assumed to be proportional to the curvature.
Flexural stiffness can then be defined in terms of the modulus and
compliance and the moment-curvature relation. The contribution of the
core and the effect of stacking sequence on the flexural modulus can be
described by explicit formulas. For design optimization the com-
ponents of modulus are therefore easier to use than those of com-
pliance and equivalent engineering constants.

167
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1. laminate code

The same laminate code convention as that used for the in-plane
modulus in Equation 4.1 will be followed for the flexural modulus. For
symmetric laminates we can add the half depth of the core in the code;
for example:

[03/90,/45/—453/z.1¢ (5.1)

The orientations, ply groups and the core for this laminate are shown in
Figure 5.1. The plies are arranged in an ascending order from the
bottom or the z = —h/2 face. This again can be a source of confusion.
The code in Equation 5.1 applies to the lower half of a symmetric
laminate starting from the bottom face. The stacking sequence in the
upper half of the laminate is in reverse order of the code. The actual
integration for the calculation of the flexural modulus for symmetric
laminates is applied over the upper half of the laminate which extends
fromz =0toz=~h/2.

z
e e R
——————— 90,
- - - —==1- 32,
%
—O0 1 Core 2z, b
-z
ClE——— — —]-45
45
——————— 90,
W= %

Figure 5.1 Dimensions and stacking sequence of
symmetric sandwich laminates.

In the case of the in-plane modulus, only the volume fractions of the
ply groups are important. This is clearly shown in Equation 4.38 and
Table 4.4. The actual stacking sequence does not affect the in-plane
modulus. Whether the laminate code is intended to follow an ascending
or descending order is of no consequence to the in-plane modulus. This,
however, is no longer true for the flexural modulus that we will discuss
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in this chapter. The positions of ply groups in a laminate have direct
effect on the flexural modulus. That is why we are discussing the

" laminate code again.

2. moment-curvature relations

In the flexural behavior of laminates, moment and curvature are the
key variables, similar to the role of stress resultant and in-plane strain in
the in-plane behavior of the last chapter. The counterpart of the stress-
strain relation for the in-plane behavior is the moment-curvature rela-
tion for the flexural behavior. The elastic constants for the latter rela-
tion will be called the flexural stiffness and flexural compliance. It is
the purpose of this chapter to develop definitions of moment and
curvature, and their relationship to each other.

The distribution of ply stresses can be symmetric and anti-symmetric
with respect to the midplane. In Chapter 4, the stress distribution was
symmetric and this was shown in Figure 4.3. In Figure 5.2 we will
repeat the symmetric distribution of Figure 4.3, and we will also show
the case of anti-symmetric distribution.

As the result of symmetric stress distribution in Flgure 5.2(a), we can
represent the variable stress by an average stress and a stress resultant,
shown in Equations 4.7 and 4.15, respectively. The in-plane behavior of
symmetric laminates can be characterized using the average stress or
stress resultant. When- the stress distribution is anti-symmetric, as shown
in Figure 5.2(b), the average stress across the entire laminate thickness
is zero. One approach of dealing with the anti-symmetric stress distribu-
tion is to define a new quantity: the moment, to take the place of the
stress resultant. The simplest or first moment has three components:

. e hi2
My f 0,zdz
hi2
hi/2 . ’
M, =f 0,2zdz (5.2)
—h/2

hl2
6 =/ 0¢2dz
—h/2
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The unit of moment is N, or Nm/m;i.e., a moment per unit width of a
laminate with thickness # and width b.

z z

Ul

N

G =Nvh
(6)

Figure 5.2 Stress variations across laminates. Illustration of sym-
metric ply stresses in (@), and anti-symmetric ply stresses in (b).

The sign of the components of moment is also critical. The bending
components of moment, like the normal components of stress and
strain, are easy to rationalize and readily defined. A bending moment is
positive if the average induced stress in the upper half of the laminate is
positive. In Figure 5.3(a) we define the positive component for M, ; in
Figure 5.3(b), the positive M,. When M, or M, is negative, the average
induced stress in the upper half of the laminate will be negative. We use
average stress here because in a laminated material it is possible to have
both positive and negative stresses in each half of the laminate. Figure
5.2(b) shows this possibility.

. MZM‘
= M M, ‘s ¢
(O (O B
‘ O O
(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5.3 The positive directions of components of moment,
Bending moments are shown in (z) and (»). In (¢), positive
twisting moment appears as clockwise torque on the positive
1-axis face; counterclockwise on the positive 2-axis face. The
effect of the positive twisting moment can be duplicated by
four self-equilibrating forces acting at the corners as shown.
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The sign convention for twisting moment follows the same rule; viz.,
a positive shear stress on the upper half of the laminate is associated
with the positive twisting moment. The positive shear stress component
is defined in Figure 1.6. Figure 5.3(¢) shows the result of positive
twisting moment and the induced shear stress distribution. All the
arrows will reverse their directions if the twisting moment is negative.
We are not imposing the right-hand rule for the sign convention except
the coordinates and angle of rotation. If the right-hand rule is followed,
as shown by Timoshenko,* we must distinguish the twisting moment
on the l-axis face as M, and that on the 2-axis as M,,; or M, , and

My‘x , respectively. ‘

Then we have the following relations:

M12 = Mxy ="—M6
(5.3)
M?l = Myx = M6
Therefore M,, =—M,, (5.4)

The important issue here is not what sign convention we use. We must

- understand the Ttationale “and -be ‘consistent. Again we would like to

mention how critical signs are when we work with composite materials.
A'wrong guess is often inconsequential for conventional materials, but
can be disastrous for composites. The signs for shear stress, shear -
strain, twisting moment shown here and twisting curvature, which we
will introduce presently, are all sources of uncertainty and error.

We will now derive the strain-displacement relation for the bending
of a plate similar to that for the in-plane stretching of a plate in Equa-
tions 1.1 and 1.4. We will assume that the plate is initially flat as shown
in Figure 5.4(a). After bending, the plate can be described by a func-
tion w where:

w = w(x, y) (5.5)

It is implied that the vertical displacement of each point does not vary
in the z-direction. The normal to the plate does not stretch or deform.

*S. Timoshenko and S. Woinowsky-Krieger, Theory of Plates and Shells, McGraw-Hill, 1959,

p. 80
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It only rotates as the plate is bent or twisted. Figure 5.4(b) is an
illustration of a bent plate.

Zz w

/ MIDPLANE

ra g

5 — x

~
- p— 3

(a) ()

Figure 5.4 Definition of a plate or laminate before and after
bending. The deformed midplane is described by a function

w(x, ¥).

The rotation of the normal to the midplane can be directly related to
the first derivative at the same point in the plate. This is shown in
Figure 5.5 where two cases of the bent plane are shown for the purpose
of establishing the sign convention. Consistency between Figures 5.3
and 5.4 is maintained if we use a negative sign in the displacement
derivative relation as follows: :

U =20 = — % (5.6)
0x
Similarly, we can derive the displacement along the y-axis as:
o= W (5.7)

ay

From the last two equations, and the strain-displacement relations of
Equations 1.1 and 1.4, we can show that:

! ox 0x?
ov 3w
= = 5.8
2 ay ay2 ( )
=Ou v, W
6 ay ox 0xay
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(a)

Tension
ar z>o

(b)

Compression
at z>o0
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Figure 5.5 Sign convention of midplane displacements. For a
concave downward deformation in (a), the derivative of w is
negative, and a negative sign must be added to the displacement-
dernvative relation in Equation 5.6. When the curvature is reversed
in (b), the derivative of w is now positive.

From elementary calculus, we can relate the second derivatives to
curvatures k’s as follows:

9w
ke ax?
32
k, g—-ay‘;’ (5.9)
2
kg 2—2 W
0xoy

Negative signs are used here in order to maintain consistency with the
definition of moments established in Figure 5.3. The twisting curvature
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is difficult to illustrate and is not normally covered in elementary text.
We derived our relation through the use of the strain-displacement rela-
tion in Equation 5.8. Substituting the definitions in Equation 5.9 into
5.8, we have: ' ‘

€,(z) = zk,
€,(2) = zk, (5.10)
€6(z) = zkg

This assumed linear strain distribution is shown in Figure 5.6. A more
general assumed state of strain than both Equations 4.6, and 5.10
would be the sum of the two. This combined strain will be used as the
basis of general, unsymmetrical laminates which we will cover in
Chapter 6.

P4 Z 4

ar A2\ }Z/fs
:L e, & —e

Figure 5.6 Assumed linear strain distribution across
laminate thickness. Maximum strain values are reached

at the upper and lower faces. They are equal but opposite
in signs when the laminate is symmetric.

We can now derive the moment-curvature relations by substituting
the assumed strain into the definition of moment in Equation 5.2. We
must first, however, use the off-axis stress-strain relations listed in Table
3.1 for this substitution. This will express the stress components in
terms of the strain components.

From Equation 5.2

M, = fo,z2dz (5.11)
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From Table 3.1

M, :f[QnEl + Q1262 + Qy6€6l2dz (5.12)

From Equation 5.10

=f[Qllkl + 0,2k, +Q15k6122d2 (5.13)

Since curvatures are constant, not dependent on z, they can be factored
out,

My = [fQ;ﬂ’dz]k, + [fQ”zzdz]kz + [fQ1622dz] ke

M, =Dk, + D, k, + D, gks
Similarly

My =Dy ky + Dy ky + Dy gk :
(5.14)
Mg = Dg ky +Dgoky + Dggks

where
Dy, ;:'/'anzdz' D;, =fQ2222d2, Dy, = D,,,
Dy, =/Q1222d2, D, =fQ6622dzv Dy¢ = D¢y, (5.15)

D, =le622dZ: D;¢ =fQ2622d2- " D, = Dg,;.

We have thus derived the mdment-curvature relation in Equation 5.14
and defined the flexural modulus in Equation 5.15.
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Inverting the moment-curvature relation we can obtain the following
relation in terms of flexural compliance, duplicating the same steps
used in the inversion in Chapter 3.

ky =d M, +d, M, +dy Mg
ky =dy My +dy, My +dy Mg (5.16)
ke =de M, +dg, M, +desMg

The relationship above can be presented in matrix multiplication tables
as follows: ,

table 5.1
moment-curvature relation of symmetric
laminates in terms of stiffness

k/ kz k‘
M, 0, 0, D
M, Dz 125 Dig
M, Dg, Dgz DOss

table 5.2

moment-curvature relation of symmetric lam-
inates in terms of compliance

M, M, M
4 a, a. s
& s %2 s
ke dgy g5 /98

We can now define the effective flexural engineering constants. From
the compliance relation in Table 5.2, we know that under simple bend-
ing of M relative to the Il-axis only, the resulting curvature along the
I-axis is: ' v

M
k]:anl:dn“g‘ (5.17)
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where b is the finite width of a beam or plate; M is thé total moment
and is equal to M, b. From elementary theory, we know that rigidity of
a homogeneous beam is:

Rigidity = EI (5.18)
_ M
= k. (5.19)

where E is the homogeneous Young’s modulus; and / is the moment of
inertia. By combining the two relationships, we have:

EI=b/d,, (5.20)
or E=E{ =blld;, =12/h%d,, = 1/I*d;, (5.21)
where [ =bh3[12,1I* = I/b = h3/12
E{ = Effective Young’s modulus along the 1-axis
Similarly, Qe can show:

El =12/n3d,,

1/1*d,,
(5.22)

EL = 12/h3dg¢ = 1/1*dg

The superscript f denotes effective flexural engineering constants. These
are the constants if the beam or plate of our multidirectional laminates
is treated like a homogeneous material. Other dimensionless engineering
constants analogous to those for off-axis unidirectional composites in

Chapter 3 and to those for in-plane anisotropic behavior in Chapter 4
are:

d d

rf _ 21 f 12

V3 == ——, Vi = —— .

21 . 12 4. (5.23)
d d

f 61 f 16

V — —_’ V = —————— .

= goovle= g (5.24)
d d

f 62 f 26

Vg = =, V3= — 5.25

62 s 26 a.. ( )
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3. evaluation of flexural stiffness modulus

We will now evaluate the components of flexural modulus by perform-
ing the integration of the components in Equation 5.15. Similar to the
case of in-plane modulus in Chapter 4, we will first substitute the
off-axis stiffness of the unidirectional composites using the multiple-
angle transformation relations listed in Table 3.3.

From Equa»tion 5.15
D, =fQ1’122dz | (5.26)
From Table 3.3
=./.[U1 + U, c0s20 + Ujscosd481z%dz (5.27)

Since the U’s are independent of z for a laminate with the same uni-
directional composite,

D,, = U, fzzdz + U, fcos2022dz + U, fcos4922dz (5.28)

=Uh*+ UV, +U,V, (5.29)

where

ni2 hl2
h* =f zzdz=2f z%dz
—~h/2 z

4

el (=N e
SEEEE) e

=I*[1—2z%]
c

flexural stiffness of symmetric sandwich laminates 179

zZ = Volume fraction of core = 2z,/h
(5.31)
h2 ni2
V, = f cos20z%dz = %[ cos20z2dz
—h/2 - E
hi2 ’
v, = 2[ cos48z%dz (5.32)*
Z

c

It is assumed that the honeycomb core has no stiffness in the 1-2
coordinate system. That is the reason the lower limit of integration is
set at the half depth of the core.

Similarly,
D22 =U1h*_U2 Vl +U3V2 ‘ (5.33)
Dlz =U4h*_U3 V2 (5.34)
Dge = Ush* — U, V, ’ (5.35)
Dis =%U2 Va+ UV (5.36)
Dss =%U2 Vs — UsVa o (537)
where
h/2 )
V=2 f §in2072 dz (5.38)
Zc
hi2
Ve = 2/ sind46z2dz _ (5.39)
Zc )

" *A more general definition can be found in Equations 6.79-6.82.
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Here again, the evaluation of the flexural modulus reduces to the evalu-
ation of the four geometric factors, the V’s. Similar to Equation 4.31,
we can combine the definitions of the V’s into one expression:

hf2
Viiasa = 2f [cos26, cosdd, sin20, sind40]z%dz (5.40)
2.3, 2

We can also put all the formulas for the components of the flexural
modulus into a matrix multiplication table as in Table 5.3. Note the
similarity between this table and the formulas for in-plane modulus in
Table 4.3. The definitions of the V’s, however, are different. Again the
geometric factors are separated from the material property. For the
same material, the U’s stay constant and the Vs change from laminate
to laminate. For the same laminate but with different material, only
new U’s are needed.
table 5.3

formulas for flexural modulus of symmetric
sandwich laminates

H* Uz Us
Dy Y, v Ve
Dzs Y, 7 Ve
Dz Us -Vz
Dss Us -V
oz % z
Dre }/’ Vz ~Ve

where h* = (1-22)n° /12 = (1= 1*

Analogous to the in-planc modulus, the number of flexural modulus
dependent on the stacking sequence are four, not six.. Two linear in-
variants can be derived from Table 5.3:

D, +D,, +2D,, =2[U, + Us1n*
(5.41)
D¢ —D,, =[U5“_U4]h*

The core and thickness correction factor which appear here and in the‘

first column of Table 5.3 will reduce the invariant terms.
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Normalized flexural modulus can also be represented by the general-
ized Mohr’s circles like those for the unidirectional composite in Figure
3.9 and the normalized in-plane modulus in Figure 4.6. In the process
of lamination, the V’s either maintain or reduce the length of the radii
of the Mohr’s circles, similar to the factors in Equations 4.43 and 4.44
for the in-plane modulus. Honeycomb core will reduce the distance
between the Mohr’s circles by a magnitude of A*/I* This core,
however, will not affect the radii of the Mohr’s circles. The use of core
provides a degree of freedom in addition to and independent of the
stacking sequence of the facing material.

Let us try to evaluate the first term in Equation 5.40.

e

ni2
vV, = 2f cos20z%dz (5.42)
Zc .

®

If each ply group would have the same unidirectional material, the
integration can be replaced by a summation. See Figure 5.7 for the
definitions of indices of summation.

m/2
v, =2 c0s20,(23 —z2 | ] (5.43)
1 3 i i i—1 .
i=c+1
; t
m‘_/z“zm/z /7:/2
. 16
ro=— .z /4
i-1— 2z, /-th Ply Group ;.g
8
¢ - % 1T 6
CORE Z
o — 2z, RN o—

Figure 5.7 Schematic diagram of a
symmetric sandwich laminate. There
are m ply groups and n plies in the
laminate using indices / and ¢, respec-
tively. Assuming the half depth of the
core is equal to a multiple of unit plies,
the half depth can be designated by

{ = ¢ = 6 in this figure.
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Simplification of this summation in terms of volume fractions such as
that for the in-plane modulus in Equation 4.38 is not possible because
of the cubic relation here instead of the linear relation. Some simplifica-
tion is possible if the half thickness of the core is a multiple of the unit

ply thickness; i.e.,

= an integer

[0
il
:"QN

(]

This is assumed in Figure 5.7. Then the z coordinates in Equation 5.43
can be replaced by ply numbers as follows:

z, = ch,
zy = (¢ +mnyh, (5.44)
z, = (¢ +ny +ny)h,

where 7; equals the number of plies in the i-th ply group. In terms of
Equation 5.43, this can be rewritten as

3 m/2
V= 50 Z cos20,[13 — 13 ;] (5.45)
i=c+1
Z.
where t, = - (5.46)
n, : :
12
Let : vy = h—sV, = V/I* R S

Substituting Equation 5.45 into Equation 5.46, we obtain

mf2

vr = ;?3_ Z c0s26,[13 — 13, (5.47) .
i=c+1
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where n equals the total number of plies including the core thickness
expressed in equivalent number of plies. The variables in the bracket
can be expressed in terms of plies using Equation 5.44. The formulas
for the other three Vs will take the same form. Only the trigonometric
function changes;i.e., cosine in Equation 5.47 is replaced by sine, etc.
This bracketed quantity in Equation 5.47 is therefore a weighting
factor. In the case of the in-plane modulus, the weighting factor was the
volume fraction of each ply orientation; we had the rule-of-mixtures
relation. In the case of flexural modulus, this weighting factor put
heavier emphasis on the outer plies as the result of a cubic relation.
Again, if we assume that all plies have the same thickness, and the core
depth is a double multiple of the unit plies, we can establish the
numerical values of this weighting factor starting with the midplane as
zero and move upward- toward the top surface where the n/2-th ply is
located. The value of this weighting factor is listed in Table 5.4. Equa-
tion 5.47 can be rewritten as follows:

n/2
v ;;8; Z c0s26,[£* — (1—1)] (5.48)
t=c¢+1

The index ¢ is used here to distinguish from the index i in Equation
5.47. The latter index is intended for the number of ply groups; and the
former index, the number of individual plies. The two indices will be
equal if each ply group has only one ply.

The weighting factor above can be applied directly to Equation 5.26,
in which case analogous to Equation 5.48 we have:

nl2
! 8
D=5 Dyj=— Z QO[3 = (1—1)*] (5.49)
t=c+1

Using the numerical values listed in Table 5.4, Equation 5.48 can
now be written as:

Vi =2 [cos26, + 7c0s20, + 1905205 + 37c0s26, +...] (5.50)

n
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table 5.4

weighting factors for the flexural modulus of
symmetric sandwich laminates

Ply order
number, ¢ r—1 £ —(—1)°
1 0 1
2 1 7
3 2 19
4 3 37
5 4 61
6 ) 91
7 6 127
8 7 169
9 8 217
10 9 271
11 10 331
12 11 397
13 12 469
14 13 547
15 14 631
16 15 721

If adjacent plies have the same ply orientation, we have for example,
ply groups with two plies each,

61 :62,93=04...

Then

V=2 [8cos20, + 56c0s205 + 152c0s205 +...]  (5.52)
n

If we have a honeycomb core with a half-deépth of 4-ply thickness, or

z, =4h,

the first ply or ply group for the facing will start with + = 5 in Table
5.4.

8

*
Vi=
3

[61cos28, + 91cos20, + 127cos204 + 169cos20, +...]
(5.53)

n

(5.51) -

!
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where the total number of plies » must include the half-depth of the
core which is equal to 4 plies. If we have a 3-ply facing, the value of n/2
is 7.

4. flexural behavior of unidirectional laminates

If our laminate is unidirectional, the ply orientation is fixed, independ-
ent of the z coordinate. The trigonometric functions in Equation 5.40
can be taken outside of the integrals. The resulting Vs are:

V[l’2,3,4] = [cos20, cos48, sin20, sindf1 h* (5.54)

where h* is defined in Equation 5.30. For this specialized case, the
formulas for the flexural modulus are as follows:

table 5.5

formulas for the fiexural modulus of uni-
directional composites

e Wy, vy,
ok 7 cos28 cos48
J7)93 172 -cos28 cos48
0% U, - cos48

D | Us s -cos48
o% +5sin26 sin46
o £ sinz28 -singé

K (2 o s g® gk, %7
whereD,,-—;_—,-D,/—D,//I,b/I =/~2¢

Note that the constants in this table are identical to those of the trans-
formed in-plane modulus of unidirectional composites in Table 3.3. The
only difference is the normalizing factor A* needed for the flexural
modulus. Thus, we can obtain the normalized off-axis flexural modulus
directly from the off-axis modulus of a unidirectional composite. This
is shown in Figure 5.8. All the remarks about the transformed modulus
of unidirectional composites following Figure 3.5 are equally applicable
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200} 200 |
D/, GPa X o
/ " - /g 22
— 1ty
/50t 180+
100 b 100}
50 50}
17) 30 60 50 ¢ 17 30 60 % g
0 ”* D »
so} 7 so} °°
w0}t g0} .
20+ 2\{ L ’
~ 1 1 I 5 i 1 i (4‘
7] 30 60 90 0 30 60 90
D#
60t ol ¢
40 401+
20 201
i 1 ) 1 H
7] 30 60 90 g 30 60 90

Figure 5.8 Transformed flexural modulus of unidirectional
* T300/5208. These are the same curves as those in Figure 3.5
with the exception of the normalizing factor in Table 5.5,

to the flexural modulus. The generalized Mohr’s circles in Figure 3.9 are
valid for the flexural modulus of T300/5208 if normalized components
are used.

By incorpofating a sandwich core into Tables 5.5 we have:

B[22

D
11 12

Qi1 =h*0¢,
(5.55)

or Dfy =Dy /1* = [1-22] Q)3
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Identical factor shall be applied to the other components of the flexural
modulus. From this simple relation we can immediately write down the
flexural compliance by using the same normalizing factor. We have
now:

12 ’
dy, = ————— S, =5,,/h*
11 h3[1—'2:3] 11 11
‘ (5.56)

di, I* = §,,/[1-22)

*
or diy

where the transformed compliance can be found from Table 3.12 and
Figure 3.11. The latter is repeated in Figure 5.9 where the normalizing
factor has been added. So long as a sandwich beam or plate consists of
symmetric, homogeneous facings, its flexural stiffness and compliance
can be obtained directly from the stiffness and compliance of uni-
directional_composites. We only need to know the normalizing factor,
as shown in Equations 5.55 and 5.56. We can make the following
remarks about the flexural rigidity of beams and plates using the
expressions in Equations 5.55 and 5.56

® Rigidity is highly dependent on the thickness 4. If we double the
thickness, we will get a cubic increase in return, or 8 times the
rigidity. ,

® Removal of materials near the midplane is a very effective way of
reducing the weight without much sacrifice in the rigidity. If one-
third of the material at the center is removed; i.e., z¥ = 1/3, the
loss in rigidity as measured by z*3 is only 1/27 of the solid beam
or plate.

Both remarks are valid for composite and conventional materials so
long as the facing material is homogeneous. If multidirectional com-
posites are used for the facing, the remarks above are true only qualita-
tively. We will discuss this later in this chapter.

For an off-axis unidirectional composite facing, the beam will twist
under pure bending. This is the equivalent of the shear coupling in the
in-plane behavior of off-axis materials. From Table 5.2, we can relate
the induced curvatures to bending moments, For example, if we apply
a bending moment to our off-axis beam as shown in Figure 5.10, from
Table 5.2:
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ky =d M,
ky, =d, M, (5.57)
ke =de 1M,

The first curvature is due to normal bending; the second, the Poisson
coupling; and the third, the twisting coupling. The question now is how
will the twist occur: how much, and in what direction. This is the
recurring question associated with shear stress and shear strain. Again,
we must pay attention to the sign convention. This was illustrated in
Figure 3.15 for the in-plane behavior.

an(tPa)”’ : %
100}
80 ¢
60t
40}
20
~~—
> 4
»
/4/0__ d66‘
< 12 \/\
8 100}
/ /
/ so}
60}
»
% so}
20+
7] 30 60 80
1 It 1 5 1 i 5 &
| — — 0 30 60 S0
»
s dze
/
o 30 60 9 o 30 60 90
1 5 4 i ' &
-2ol 20}
-40t -40}
-60} -60 }F

Figure 5.9 Transformed flexural compliance of unidirectional
T300/5208. This is the same as Figure 3.11 for the off-axis com-
pliance except the normalizing factor #* in Equation 5.56 has
been added,
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v/' -
/
— Vats
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Figure 5.10 Pure bending of an off-axis beam.
Positive ply orientation and positive moment
--are shown.-Heavy arrows-show the direction of
movements of the four corners, similar to

Figure 5.3(c).

We know from Figure 5.9 that the shear coupling terms for T300/5208
and for most practical composites are negative for positive ply angles.
Since the moment in Figure 5.10 is also positive, we know from Equa- .
tion 5.57 that the twisting curvature must be negative. Now refer to
Figure 5.3(¢) where we showed the effect of a positive twisting moment
on the stress distribution and the possible directions of displacements
indicated by heavy arrows. Hence a positive curvature will be a clockwise
rotation about the 1-axis. For our beam in Figure 5.10, we have nega-
tive curvature. Therefore, the twisting curvature caused by the bending
moment will be a counterclockwise rotation along the 1-axis. This
rotation is represented by the heavy arrows shown at the corners.

5. flexural modulus of cross-ply laminates

Cross-ply laminates are the simplest multidirectional laminates. Repeat-
ing the values of the trigonometric functions in Table 4.5, we have the
following:

table 5.6

values of trigonometric functions for cross-ply laminates

0; cos206,; cosdd; sin20; sindf;
0 1 1 0 0

90 —1 -1 : 0 0
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Let us study the effect of stacking sequence on the flexural modulus
of symmetric laminates. We will use a 16-ply laminate with three differ-
ent stacking sequences as shown in Figure 5.11.

7}
1 o o 90
$0 7 5

V4 e}
90 o %0

A =l _ P

[ A DU SR . 90 1

m=4 m=8 m=/6
(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5.11 Cross-ply laminates with 16 plies but
different number of ply groups; viz.,m = 4, 8 and 16,
Because of symmetry only upper half of the laminate
is shown.

From the second column of Table 5.6, we know that

cos48,; = cosd40, =1 (5.58)
Following the pattern of Equation 5.50 for Vl , we can immediately
write down the analogous relation for V5.

VE=S (47419 +37+61+01+ 127 + 169) = 212 = |
" 512

(5.59)

where n = 16 was used. Because of the special angles in Equation 5.58,
this V* will remain constant, independent of the stacking sequences
shown in Figure 5.11.

Knowing the values from the first column of Table 5.6, we can
substitute the values into Equation 5.50 for the case of m = 4 or Figure

- 5.11(a).

S

=8 (C1—7-19-37461 +91 + 127 + 169) = 22

3
' 163 512 4

(5.60)

3]
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Note that the first ply from the midplane upward is a 90-degree ply. We
have mentioned before that there is a difference between the laminate
code as defined by Equation 5.1 which follows an ascending order from
the bottom surface of the laminate. The stacking sequence starting
from the midplane is the opposite-of.the laminate code for all sym-
metric laminates, as shown in Figure 5.11.

The case of m = 8 shown in Figure 5.11(4), and that of m = 16 in
Figure 5.11(c) are listed below, respectively

Form = §,
. L B 192 _3
Vl—-——(l T7+19+37—61—91+ 127+ 169)=—>==
163 512 8
(5.61)
Form = 16,
96 3
1+7—194+37—61+91—127 + 169) = —— ="~
Vi 163( 53716
(5.62)

It appears that a pattern has been established for cross-ply symmetric
laminates with increased ply groups

v*=3 m=4,816,. ..
m

(5.63)

Summarizing the results for this family of cross-ply laminates in
which the total number of ply groups is a variable, we can enter the
values of V’s into Table 5.3 and arrive at Table 5.7. Care must be
exercised in the proper use of normalizing factors. Note that only V{" is
affected by the stacking sequence. We only showed the case of changing
the number of ply groups. Other stacking sequences than those shown
in Figure 5.11 are, of course, possible; an example. of which may be
[0,/904/0,1¢. The value for V; will be different from that shown in
Equation 5.60 and Table 5.7. The effect of V; on the flexural modulus
is the degree of anisotropy, or the difference between D, ,; and D,,. In
the limit when we have an infinite number of alternating plies, our lam-
inate will become quasi-homogeneous. The property of the laminate
will be square symmetric, but not isotropic. This difference between
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table 5.7 -
formulas for flexural modulus of a solid
symmetric [0/90] cross-ply laminate

/ Us Us
o | U 2 /
o |y ~Z /
0> | U -/
Ded | Us -/

Ds6= D26=0, Zc*gol 0/]!*_— pl./. ¥

square symmetric and isotropy was illustrated in Equations 1.22 and

1.23.
Let us calculate the flexural modulus of cross-ply laminates shown in
Figure S5.11. Using the data for T300/5208, we have for 16-ply

laminates

h =16h0=16X125X10‘6=2XIO'3m
3
Dy, Z%Dl*l (5.64)

3
ol [U, +% U, + U3]

12
— 666 X 10712 [76.37 +38573 + 19.71} (5.65)
’ m
For ply group m equal to 4
D, =160.3 GPa’
(5.66)

D;; =106.9 Nm
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or form=28

DS, =128.2GPa
(5.67)
D,; = 85.4Nm
orform=16
D, =112.1 GPa
(5.68)

Dll = 74.7 Nm

or for m = oain Table 5.7, the laminate becomes quasi-homogeneous.*

DY = D}, = 96.0 GPa |
(5.69)
D“ = Dzz = 64.0 Nm

We can repeat the process above and obtain all the components of
modulus with or without normalization, and the corresponding com-
ponents of compliance. We purposely list both the normalized and
unnormalized components because they serve different purposes.

® m=4,[0,/90,1g, Figure 5.11(a) (5.70)
[160.37  2.89 ] | [6.24  —.569 ]
D= 2.89  31.77 GPa  dj=|—569 31.51 (TPa)!
7.17 139.4
(1069  1.93 ] (036 —s5 ]
D= 193 21.18 Nm dy=|—85" 4727 (kNm)™!
4.78 209.2
(5.71)

*This occurs when normalized flexural modulus is equal to the in-plane modulus in Table 4.11.
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® m=8§,[0,/90,/0,/90,], Figure 5.11(b)

*
D'i -

® m =ooo0r [0/90. . .

128.22

2.89

L.

1.93

F 96.08

2.89

b

-
64.05

1.93

r 85.48

2.89

63.92

1.93

42.61

2.89

96.08

1.93

64.05

7.17

4.78

-

GPa

* __

[780 —353
—353  15.65
11.70  —530
—530 23.48

(5.72)

(TPay!

139.4 J

| (kNm)™

209.2

~(5.73)

s (This is a quasi-homogeneous laminate.)

7.17

F10.41

—.313

b

-
15.62

—471

Based on the components above, we can say:

—.313

10.41

—471

15.62

(TPa)™

139.4

(kNm)™*

209.2
(5.74)

I. The shear components are uncoupled from the other four non-

zero components. The shear compliance is simply the reciprocal of
the shear modulus; i.e.,

7.17 X 0.1394 = 4.78 X .2092 = 1.000

The shear component is independent of the ply groups.
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2. The Poisson component of modulus remain constant as the ply
groups change. But the Poisson component of compliance changes
with m, ‘ '

3. Because of the constant Poisson component and the invariant con-
straint of Equation 5.41, the sum of the two normal components
of the modulus with or without normalization must be constant;
ie.,

160.37 +31.77 = 128.22 + 63.92 =2 X 96.08 = 192.16

106.9 + 21.18 = 85.48 +42.61 =2 X 64.05 = 128.1

4. When the normalized components in Equation 5.74 are equal to
those in Table 4.7, the laminate is quasi-homogeneous.

5. Figure 5.12 shows the degree of convergence of a cross-ply lam-
inate to a quasi-homogeneous square-symmetric laminate.

Dy, Dys, in Nm

4 .
100
80 Oy

64.0@m=a
60}
40} Doz
20+
B ! L (. & § i i 1 -m
o & /6 24 32 40

Figure 5.12 Flexural modulus components as func-
tions of ply groups for a T300/5208 laminate, Note
that as ply groups m increases, the modulus compo-
nents approach the modulus of the quasi-homogeneous
laminate, although many groups are needed for good
convergence,

If we introduce-a honeycomb core into our cross-ply laminate, we
want to show how the flexural modulus can be calculated. Let us
examine three cross-ply laminates in Figure 5.13. These laminates are
sandwich constructions with facing materials identical to those solid
laminates shown in Figure 5.11. The number of ply groups are different
among these laminates. The core half-depth is equal to four plies.
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7]
0 o o 90
90 5
0 /7]
h/2 90 —2
90 57
: l [
Ze
' R -
m=4 m=8 m=1/6
{a) (b) (c)

Figure 5.13 Cross-ply sandwich laminates. This sym-
metric laminate has 2—8 ply facings and 4-ply thick
half-depth of core. Total thickness of laminate is 24
equivalent plies. Three different numbers of ply groups
are shown; m = 4, 8 and 16. This figure shows the
same facing laminates as those solid laminates in
Figure 5.11.

The flexural modulus of these sandwich laminates can be readily
calculated by substituting the nonzero trigonometric functions into
Equation 5.53. For the case of 4-ply group laminate in Figure 5.13(a),
or m = 4,

vi= B (—61-91—127—169+217+271 +331 +397) =4
243 9

(5.75)

orform=28

V= —(—61—-91 + 127+ 169 —217-271 + 331 +397)—-—
243 9

(5.76)

orform=16

vy = (~6]+91—127+169-—217+27l—331+397)——-
243 9

(5.77)

composite.ir
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We again notice the trend that, as the number of ply groups m increases,
the value of V' * decreases by the following relation:

pr=16 (5.78)

The sandwich laminates approach square-symmetric as m increases.
We need the following values before we can use the formulas for the
flexural modulus in Table 5.3:

V3 #2——(61 + 91+ 127 + 169 + 217 + 271 +331+393) = 162;‘

26 ,

=26 5.79

57 (5.79)

x =1 - (5.80)
¢ 73

26
1—z*3 =07 (5.81)

Vi3 =V4 =0  (The laminate is orthotropic.)

Using the same correction factor for the sandwich core is applied to the
first column of Table 5.3, and the normalized V’s defined in Equation
5.46, we can summarize the results in Equations 5.79 to 5.81 in a
matrix multiplication table as follows: -

table 5.8

formulas for flexural modulus of a symmetric
sandwich laminate with [0/90] facings

Ea Ue 2 U,
D* Y, ‘_'9/'%
Dot | U, -4 /
0,5 Uy =/
Ded | Us -/

D16 D267 0, 0,, ,,*/1 woI* = 26727
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We are now ready to calculate the flexural modulus of our sandwich
laminates assuming the facing material is T300/5208.

h =24h, =24 X 125 X 107¢* =3 X 103 m (5.82)
z,=4h, =0.5 X 1073m (5.83)

From Tables 5.3 and 5.8 for m = 4 shown in Figure 5.13(a):

3
D,, = % (26U, /27 + 16U, [9m + 26U, [27] (5.84)
= 2.25X 107 [26 X 76.37/27 + 16 X 85.73/9m + 26 X 19.71/27]
(5.85)
Form =4,
DY, =130.62GPa  D,, =293.9 Nm (5.86)
form = 8,
D, =111.95 D,, =251.9 (5.87)
form = 16,
D, =102.04 Dy, =229.6 (5.88)
for m = oo,
D, = 92.52 Dy, =208.1 (5.89)
Similarly,
3
D,, = —%[26U1/27 — 16U, [9m + 26U, /27] (5.90)
Form =4,
DS, = 54.4 GPa D,, =122.4 Nm (5.91)
form = 8,
D}, = 73.46 D,, =165.3 (5.92)
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form = 16,
D;z = 83.02 D,, = 186.8 (5.93)

for m = oo, ' :
D;"2 = 92.52 D,, =208.1 7 (5.94)

This last value is the modulus for a quasi-homogeneous laminate. This is
the same value as in Equation 5.89. The normalized flexural modulus is

equal to the in-plane modulus in Table 4.7 times the core correction
factor of 26/27. The absolute flexural modulus is plotted in Figure 5.14.

D//l 0221 in Nm

300 |
- ]
. 208 @ m-=w
200+
/00 S S | ) | I 1 ! 1 1 m

8 16 24 32 40

Figure 5.14 Flexural modulus for a sandwich laminate of
T300/5208 as functions of the number of ply groups.
The convergence toward a square-symmetric laminate is
analogous to that in Figure 5.12.

- Note the substantial increase .in. the modulus components of the
sandwich construction here over the solid laminates shown in Figure
5.12. First of all, there is a thickness increase from 16 to 24 plies. If our
laminate were homogeneous and solid or without a core, the increase in
the flexural modulus components will be the cube of the thickness
ratio. In our particular case, it will be:

(24/16)® = 3.375 (5.95)
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On the other hand, if we have a sandwich construction, there should be
a reduction proportional to, as in Equation 5.55,

1—z%3 =28 962 (5.96)
27

which represents the effect of core if the facings were homogeneous.
Assuming the core thickness for our laminate is the same as those in
Figure 5.13, the net effect of thickness increases and the presence of
core is simply the product of Equations 5.95 and 5.96:

3.375 X %%‘ 3.25 (5.97)

We can now make direct comparison between the sandwich construc-
tion and the solid laminate. This comparison can only be made for the
case of quasi-homogeneous material. For example, the ratio of the
absolute components of modulus between that in Equation 5.94 and
the same component in- Equation 5.74 is

208.1/64.05 = 3.25

This agrees with the result of Equation 5.97. Similarly, we can find the
ratio of the normalized components between Equations 5.94 and 5.74:

92.52/96.08 = .962

This agrees with the result of Equation 5.96. The conclusion is that
homogeneous materials with or without honeycomb core can be scaled.
Plate thickness and core thickness can be obtained by proper ratios
from one construction to another. No such simple scaling will work for
laminated composites. They must be assessed on an individual basis.
Only in special cases can the calculation of flexural modulus by smear-
ing the laminated facing be approximately accurate. The parallel axis
theorem in the next chapter can determine this accuracy.

6. flexural modulus of angle-ply laminates

In the last section we saw that cross-ply laminates are orthotropic, or

www.polycaomposite.ir
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square symmetric when the number of ply groups approach infinity. We
will see in this section that angle-ply laminates with or without core are
generally anisotropic. A balanced, symmetric laminate is orthotropic in
its in-plane modulus but is anisotropic in its flexural modulus. The
reason is that the position of each ply is unique along the z-axis. The
shear coupling terms of a + ply cannot be cancelled by those of a —0
ply unless the positions of these plies are judiciously selected. We will
show -later that the shear coupling terms can be cancelled if we use
antisymmetric laminates. So there are two 51mple methods of obtaining

orthotropic flexural modulus:

® Use on-axis plies only. This is the case of on-axis unidirectional or
cross-ply laminates.
® Use antisymmetric laminates. This will be dlscussed in Chapter 6.

The motivation to make laminates orthotropic (and symmetric) is
often driven by the availability of stress analysis tools. Most current
tools are limited to orthotropic and homogeneous plates. It is un-
fortunate that the use of composite materials is limited or penalized by
the nonavailability of analytical tools. It is important to understand
how anisotropy and nonhomogeneity arise in composite laminates and
to- what degree they can be manipulated to perform functions not
possible with conventional materials.

For angle-ply laminates the ply orientation can be

0, = +¢ or —¢ (5.98)

Figure 5:15 shows three possible piy groups, m = 48, and 16 of
angle-ply laminates.

=y
l @ = o
-
h/2 Z—%
- : @ =&
1 - .
Lo J Ll =
m=4 m=8 m=/6
(a) (6) ‘c)

Figure 5.15 Angle-ply laminates with different number
of ply groups. Because of symmetry only the upper half
of the laminate is shown, .
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When ply orientations change signs, the cosine functions remain the
same, while the sine functions will change signs. The cosine function in
Equation 5.48 can be factored out as follows:

Vi = cos2s 1~ (=1)) (5.99)
Sincen = 16, or t = &, from Table 5.4

Vi

%cos2¢(l+7+19+37+61+91+127+169)

cos2¢ ' (5.100)

Similarly, we can show

V) = cosdo (5.101) _ .
For m = 4 and the proper sign for the sine functions we have:
Vi = 72'5 (—1—7—19=37+ 61 + 91 + 127 + 169)sin2¢
= 3.
= Zsm2¢ (5.102)
Similarly, we can show
*_ 3 .
Va ——Zsm4¢ (5.103)
Form = 8,
vE= 1—23 (—1—7+19+37—61—91 + 127 + 169)sin2¢
3.
= gsm2¢ (5.104)
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Form = 16,
vi= % (—1 +7—19 +37—61 + 91 — 127 + 169)sin2¢
- %Sinw (5.105)
It appears that
pr=38020 1 _ 4.8 16,... (5.106)
m .
Similarly,
V;"=—3-§-i-9”—l@,m=4,8,16,... (5.107)

The formulas for the flexural modulus for angle-ply laminates can now
be written in matrix multiplication form in Table 5.9.

table 5.9

formulas for flexural modulus of a solid
symmetric angle-ply [¢/—¢] laminate

/ U, Uy
o¥ U, cos 2@ cosdd
0% v, -cos2¢ cosdg
D,z Uy -cosdg
DX Us ~cos4s
D sin2p  Zsindp
DF ?35 §/n2¢ -2 sindg

X_ .. ¥
where D/./--D,//I
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Note the formulas for the flexural modulus of angle-ply laminates are
identical to those for in-plane modulus of angle-ply laminates as shown
in Table 4.7 with the exception of the shear coupling terms. These
terms vanish as the number of ply groups increase. Thus for quasi-
homogeneous laminates (as m becomes infinity), the in-plane and
flexural moduli are related by:

1
or
h? 5.109
conversely,
12
d; = ;l.;ai,. (5.110)

We can thus compute the flexural modulus and compliance of a
specific angle-ply laminate.

Let
¢ = 45 degrees (5.111)
Our laminates for m = 4, 8, 16 are:
[454/—4541, [45,/—45,) 5, [45/—45],5  (5.112)

The upper half of these laminates are shown in Figure 5.16. Using these
data for T300/5208 and 16 plies, we have

h, =125X10%m
— = -3
3 3 1 _
D16 =D26 =-1-2- —2-’;1-U2 =;n—-U2 X10 i
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45
45 id =22
-45 45
we 0
45
-45 45 a
0 S A R M DR o -2
m=4 m=8 m=/6
(a) (b} (c)

Figure 5.16 Stacking sequence of symmetric angle-ply
laminates with 45-degree angles, Ply groups increase

_ from 4.to.16..Only the upper half of the laminate is
shown,

The flexural modulus and compliance for various ply groups are shown
as follows:

[ 56.65 42.31 1 128.5 r 37.77 28.21 L 85.73
m m
1
Di';. = 42.31 56.65 —128.5 GPa Dij = 28.21 37.77 L 85.73 { Nm
m m
1 1 1 1
—1285 —128.5 46.59 —85.73 —85.73 31.06
Ry m _ Lm m B

(5.114)

Note as m increases, the flexural modulus becomes square symmetric.
We can invert the modulus for m = 4 and obtain the following com-
pliance, where both the normalized and the unnormalized are included:

4402 —25.70 | —12.63 66.03 —38.56 —18.95
d,;-': —25.70 44.02 —12.63 (TPay? dii= —38.56 66.03 —18.95 (kNm)™"

~12.63 —12.63 389 —~1895 —18.95 . 5835
(5.115)

Form = 8,

4055  ~-29.17  —3.92 60.83 —43.76 = —5.88
dy=1-2917 4055 392 | (TPay dj=|—4376 6083 —s.88 | kNm)*

-392  -392  24.16 -5.88  —5.88  36.25

(5.116)


www.polycomposite.ir

206 introduction to composite materials

Form = oo,
dy = lﬁ% a; (5.117)
where a;;h for our angle-ply laminate can be found in Table 4.9:
dyy = }1—3—(11 A =8—x1-i20Tg 39.9 X 10712 = 59.85 (kKNm)™
(5.118)

The other components of compliance can be calculated in the same
manner. We have

39.9 —29.8 59.85 —44.70

d‘.;= —29.8 39.9 (TPay? di= | -—44.70 59.85 (kNmy"'

21.46 32.19

(5.119)

As the number of ply groups increase, the shear or normal coupling
terms .drop rapidly in both the modulus and compliance. The rate of
reduction is greater in the compliance than in the modulus. Only when
m = 4 is the shear coupling significant. The compliance components 11,
22, 12 and 66 do not vary much as the shear coupling components
change. This means that the flexural stiffness of the laminate increases
as it approaches orthotropy.

7. ply stress and ply strain analysis

The ply stress and ply strain in a symmetric laminate due to flexure can
be determined following the procedure for the in-plane stretching.
Figure 5.17 is analogous to Figure 4.4 for the in-plane behavior. The
process of determining the ply stress and ply strain is straight forward.
The motivation is to assess the strength of each ply within the laminate.
The strength calculation will be covered in Chapter 7.

The highest z for the i-th ply group in Figure 5.7 will have the
highest strain in each ply group by virtue of Equation 5.10. It is

the highest strain components that will govern the strength of that

o SR N S Tt
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ply group, This is obvious if all components of the curvature have the

_ same sign, positive or negative. But it is not so obvious if the signs are

mixed. We will show later that regardless of the signs of the curvature
components, the highest z will govern their strength. This holds for
symmetric laminates under flexural loads.

b
P - g’—’
— -—t—] —» -
o F| (o) { {0)
€ 1 & = g

il )

Z
z
4

Cum)

dy Zi % 0//
(a) ———» (b)————w (¢) ———» (d) ———+ ()
In-Plane On = Axis On-Axis
Moment Curvature Strom Ply Ply

at z; Strain Stress

Figure 5.17 Ply stress and strain in a symmetric laminate under flexure:

From (g) to (#): Use moment-curvature relations in Table 5.2,

From () to (¢): Use curvature-strain equation in Equation 5.10. Use top surface
of each ply group for the z-value,

From (c¢) to (d): Use strain transformation to transform the laminate strain to
the on-axis strain,

From (d) to (e): Use the on-axis stress-strain relation to determine the corre-
sponding on-axis ply stress.

Figure 5.17 outlines the process of going from applied moments to
the resulting ply strain and ply stress in a laminate. The initial moments
may be obtained a number of ways. Let us assume that the moments
are known. The simplest example is the case of a statically determinate
structure. One such example is the three-point bend test shown in
Figure 5.18, when the load is applied at the midspan. The maximum
moment is also at the midspan

M=ﬂ

a (5.120)
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For a beam with a width b, the distributed moments or moments per
unit width are

M _PL
My= =55 My =M =0 (5.121)

From the moment-curvature relation in Equation 5.17,

k, = dy M, =%d“
ky = dyM, (5.122)
k6 - d61M1

p

Figure 5.18 Three-point
bend test.

Let us assume that the laminate is T300/5208, [0,90,] ;:

P = 100N
L =.1m
b =.0lm

From the compliance of this laminate listed in Equation 5.71,
dy; = 9.36 (kNm)!
d,; =—.85(kNm)"

d6l=0
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With the geometric and material properties above, we can immediately
calculate the following using Equation 5.122:

k, = 300X.1g30_934m

4 X .01
100 X .1 _ 1
k, = 2Q0X.1(_g5y=—212m" 5.123
2 4 X 01( ( )

The strain at the upper face of the beam (top of 0° ply group)
z = 8h0 =1X 10_3 m

2.34 X103

I

€, = zk,
(5.124)
€, = zk, =-—212X1073

€ — 0

The induced stress components at this upper face which have the
O-degree ply group are:

oy = 0{0) =181.8 X2.34—12.89 X .212

= 424 MPa

0, = U;O) = 2.89 X234—103 X.212 (5.125)
= 4,57 MPa

0g = 00) =0

The transverse stress and strain components are neg11g1b]e compared
with the longitudinal components.
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The strain and stress at the upper face of the 90-degree ply group is

z = 4h, =.5X 1073m
= 1.17X 1073
€1 (5.126)
e, = —.106 X 107
€g = O

0, = o§)90) = 103 X 1.17—2.89 X.106
= 11.7MPa

0, = 00 = 289X 1.17— 181.8 X .106 (5.127)
= —15.88 MPa

0g = o0 = 0

The stress distribution is shown in Figure 5.19.

z 4 z
424
/mm — /mm 457
7
~15.88
o 7
L 1 1 1 -~
o 200 400 MPa -/0 /10 MPa

Figure 5.19 Ply stress in a cross-ply beam at the midspan of a three-point
bend test.
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The deflection § in Figure 5.18 can be calculated from the beam
formulas in handbooks '

48E1

asp

(5.128)

100 X .13
=93
48 X .01 6

= 195X 103m

The ply stress and ply strain analysis of any determinate structure

can be duplicated exactly as the above. New variables are introduced as
follows:

e For different laminates, different compliance must be used.

® For different end conditions, such as a four-point bend test, the
moment in Equation 5.120 and the deflection in Equation 5.128
must be changed.

For laminate under complex boundary conditions, the process above
remains the same for the ply stress and ply strain determination. But
the deflection function w in Equation 5.5 requires a solution based on
the theory of. plates. No simple relation like those for beams is
available.

Finally the ply stress and ply strain calculation is only the means for
strength determination. Again the appropriate failure criterion which
we will cover in Chapter 7 is required for the ply-by-ply examination to
ascertain the sequence of successive ply failures, from the first (FPF) to
the last or the ultimate, ‘

8. conclusions

The flexural stiffness of laminated composites can be derived following
the pattern for the in-plane stiffness. First the flexural modulus can be
related to the modulus of the constituent plies by some weighting
factors. The composite modulus of the laminate is not simply a linear
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function of the constituent plies. That was the case for the in-plane
modulus, but for the flexural modulus the outer plies will contribute
more than the inner ones. Flexural compliance and the equivalent
engineering constants can be derived by matrix inversion, and the ratios
or reciprocals of the compliance components, respectively.

Light weight core can be used to replace the laminate material near
the mid-plane. This is a very effective method of reducing the total
weight of the laminated plate while sacrificing very little in the flexural
stiffness. As the number of ply groups increases, the behavior of the
laminated plate approaches that of a quasi-homogeneous laminate. It is
very difficult performing scaling operation from one laminate config-
urations to another. In most instances, such scaling operation can only
be done if the laminates are quasi-homogeneous, with or without core.
To be safe, flexural modulus should be calculated based on the precise
stacking sequence.

A balanced laminate will have zero shear and normal coupling in its
in-plane behavior, Since each ply occupies a fixed position along the
z-axis, a laminated composite is usually anisotropic in its flexural
behavior.

The flexural stiffness of a laminated beam should be derived as a
special case of a laminated plate. The appropriate modulus of the indi-
vidual constituent ply must be included in the computation of the total
flexural modulus of the laminated plate. From this modulus, we can

_ then compute the flexural compliance; from the compliance we can
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9. homework problems

a. What happens to the flexural modulus and compliance if the defini-
tion of displacement in Equations 5.6 and 5.7 does not have a minus
sign?

b. What happens to the flexural modulus and compliance if tensorial
shear strain is used instead of the engineering shear strain? The factor
2 in Equation 5.8 must be removed.

c. How accurate is the following rule-of-mixtures equation for esti-
mating the flexural stiffness of a beam?

nl2
E{ :.83 Z EO [ —(1—1)%] (5.129)
n
t=c+1

where the terms are identical to those in Equation 5.48, except E(¢)
is the Young’s modulus of the r-th ply. Compare the flexural stiffness
of solid cross-ply and angle-ply beams for various ply groups up to
infinity calculated from Equation 5.129 and those in Figure 5.12 and
Equation 5.114 et al.

d. We know from Chapter 4, Section 6, that quasi-isotropic laminates . -
can be obtained from discrete multidirectional laminates (7/3, /4 et
al.).-We_also. know that quasi-homogeneous laminates can be ob-

compute the stiffness of a beam. This process was followed in Equation
5.21. It is not possible, on the other hand, to compute directly the
effective Young’s modulus of a beam from the Young’s modulus of
each constituent layer. A rule of mixtures equation, including the
proper weighting factors, will not result in the proper stiffness of the
beam. Composite laminates are two-dimensional bodies and only two-
dimensional theories are valid for the description of the stiffness
behavior,

tained from large ply groups or m approaching infinity. But it is
possible to approach quasi-homogeneity with finite number of plies.
One stacking sequence discovered by Ernest R. Scheyhing (D.Eng
thesis, Yale University, 1965) calls for the following 24-ply sym-
"metric laminate:

[ —60/0/60, /0/—60/60/6/—60,/0/60] ¢ (5.130)

Show, for a T300/5208 laminate, how close homogeneity is satisfied,
1e., v

' 12
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How close is flexural isotropy satisfied, i.e.,
1
Dgg = -2‘(D11 —Dy,)
(5.132)
Di¢ = D36 =0

Is in-plane isotropy exact or appruximate? Plot the transformed
modulus from O to 90 degrees.

e. Label the coordinates in Figure 5.20 which shows the flexural
modulus, and bending and torsional stiffnesses of 16-ply 45-degree
angle-ply laminates of T300/5208. The bending and torsional stiff-
nesses are:

El __1
b diq

(5.133)
G/ __4
b des

The torsional stiffness is based on a wide rectangular cross-section.
Also show the asymptotic value when m approaches infinity.

/. Find the load-deflection curve of a three-point bend test (centrally
located load) of the following beam:

[0:6/90461¢
T300/5208
h = 8mm

(5.134)

L

10 cm
b =2cm

g Determine the first ply failure (FPF) and the ultlmate usmg the
following maximum strain criteria:

e, = 83X1073
(5.135)

€ 3.8 X107

¥y
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Oy , Nm
2’
i 0, Dz
~Les -
Dis* og
1 1 i i 1 i :m
£l GJ
Yo 5 N
GJ
o b
/
by
1 1 i L - 1 1 :m

Figure 5.20 Flexural modulus and stiffness of l6—ply 45-degree
angle-ply laminates of T300/5208. The abscissa is the number of
ply groups. (See Figure 5.15)

h. Repeat the problem above for [90,4/0;6] ¢ lammate

i

What is the natural frequency (the first mode) of the beams in Prob-
lems g and h? Use the density from Table 1.7 1600 kgm—3; and the
mass per unit length 4 = 0.256 kg/m. How close do these frequencies com-
pare with a hinged-hinged beam where

_\ 1
W), —'f-'

: Vd,u

where A; = 3.142 (from Handbooks)

The use of hybrid composites is an effective means of optimizing
laminates. Hybrid leaf springs with all O-degree T300/5208 and
Scotch-ply 1002 can be made with different ply ratios. Assuming
cost ratios of the two materials to be 10, 5 and 2 (T300/5208 is
higher), is there a cost-effective ply ratio from the bending stiffness
viewpoint? For simplicity, assume a total of 100 plies is needed. All
Scotch-ply is located in the core, and all T300/5208 in the facing
material.

(5.136)
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nomenclature

b = Width of beam, inm

D; = Flexural stiffness modulus of multidirectional symmetric
laminate including core, in Nm; i,j = 1,2,6

Di7 = D’,-‘j/l,* or 12D;;/h* when z, = 0, in Pa

d,-j = Flexural compliance of multidirectional symmetric laminate,
and the inverse of D, in (kNm)™ ;ij = 1,2,6

dj = I*d inPa"!

Eif = Flexural engineering constant, in Pa;i = 1,2,6

h = Total thickness of laminate, including core, in m

h* = K1 —2z}]/12,inm?

h; = n;h, = Total thickness of the i-th ply group; i =1 tom

hy = Unit ply thickness, in m

I = Moment of inertia, in m?

ki = Curvature,inm™;i=1.26

M; = Moment, in N;i = 1,2,6

m = Total number of ply groups in a laminate

n = Total number of plies in a laminate including core depth "
measured in number of plies ,

n; = Total number of plies in the i-th ply assembly; i = | to m

Q,(je) = Modulus of the ply assembly with 6 orientation;ij =1,2,6

L = zi/h,or =i

U; = Linear combinations of modulus;i=1to 7

V; = Geometric factors in formulas for flexural modulus; i = 1 to
4

Vi = 12vy/m?

Ze = Half depth of honeycomb core, in m

z» = 2z,/h =Total core to total laminate thickness ratio

Z; = Location of ply or ply group, inm

74 Flexural coupling coefficients
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chapter 6
properties of general laminates

General laminates are free from midplane symmetry. They can be
asymmetric or antisymmetric; and can be of built-up and hybrid con-
struction. A new coupling between stretching and flexure is introduced.
The modulus and compliance matrices increase from 3 X 3 to 6 X 6.
But the same methodology that governs the symmetric laminates is
extended to the general laminates. Unique opportunities not available
with conventional materials can now be exploited to produce novel
performances. The parallel axis theorem is a powerful tool for deter-
- mining the modules of generallaminates.- -

217
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1. index and matrix notations

We have used subscripts for the components of stress, strain, modulus
and compliance since the first chapter. We have also used the matrix
multiplication tables to represent stress-strain relations, transformation
relations, and others. Having had experience with the longhand nota-
tion, we will now introduce a shorthand notation that can efficiently
represent the equations that we have seen earlier,

For example, in place of the stress-strain relation in Table 3.1 we can
write the same relation in a summation as

0; = Z Qi€ 1= 1,2,6 6.1)

j=1,2,6

There are two types of subscripts in this equation. First; the subscript i
is called the free index. It assumes values of 1, 2, 6 in this equation. The
rule that governs this subscript or index is called the range convention
defined as follows:

A FREE INDEX CAN APPEAR ONLY ONCE IN EACH TERM OF AN
EQUATION AND ASSUMES A RANGE OF VALUES SPECIFIED,

Secondly, subscript j appears twice on the right-hand side of this equa-
tion (the subscript j under the summation sign is not part of the main
relation), ‘we now introduce the summation convention of the index
notation:

REPEATED SUBSCRIPTS OR INDICES CAN APPEAR ONLY IN
PAIRS IN EACH TERM OF AN EQUATION AND A SUMMATION
OVER THE RANGE OF THE INDEX IS IMPLIED. THE SUMMA-
TION SIGN CAN THEREFORE BE ELIMINATED.

With these two conventions, Equation 6.1 becomes:

0; = Quep ii =126 (6.2)

Note the range for both indices covers 1, 2 and 6. We can recover the
first row of Table 3.1 from Equation 6.2 wheni=1,j = 1,2,6;i.e.,

0, = Q1161 +Q126, + 0666 (6.3)
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Similarly, when i = 2,j = 1,2,6, we recover the second row; when i = 6,
j = 1,2,6, we recover the third row. If we leti = x, j = x,», we have,

dx = Qxxex + Qxyey (6-4)

This is the first row of Table 1.6, ' ‘

The index notation is efficient because one equation such as Equa-
tion 6.2 can replace three algebraic equations in Table 3.1.

Similarly, the stress-strain relation in terms of compliance is simply

€ = S,-jUi, l,] = 1,2,6 or x,),s (6.5)

For the in-plane behavior of symmetric laminates, we can define

N;= [ oz (6.6)

Substituting the stress-strain relation in terms of stiffness modulus,

N; = [ Qy¢; dz ‘ 6.7)

If we assume that the in-plane strain is constant, it can be taken out of
the integral sign; then we can define the in-plane modulus as:

Aii = f Q,-,-dz . : (6-8)

Then the in-plane stress-strain relations are:

€ = ayN; (6.10)

These relations are shown in longhand in Tables 4.1 and 4.2, respec-
tively.
For the flexural behavior of symmetric laminates, we can define
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M; = f 0,zdz 6.11)
From which we can define the moment-curvature relation:

and the flexural modulus:

Dy = J 0,z%dz (6.13)
The moment-curvature relation in terms of compliance is:
ki = dyM; (6.14)

These relations are shown in Tables 5.1 and 5.2, respectively.
The symmetry condition such as

Q12 = 021, Ci6 = Q61> Q26 = Qe62 (6.15)

can be expressed as

Similarly, we have

S =S Ay= Ay Dy = Dy
6.17)
a; = ay dy = dy

Instead of the index notation, we can use a matrix notation to
express the same relations above. Bold face letters (which can also be
represented by the underlined letters) represent matrices. The indices
can be eliminated. Equations 6.6 et al, can be rewritten as:

N =fadz 6.18)

A= [ 0d: (6.19)
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N = A g0 | (6.20)
o= aN (6.21)
M= f ozd: (6.22)
My D (6.23)
D =f Qz%dz i (6.24)
k= dM 6.25)

Matrix multiplication is implied when two matrices are placed side by
side. ,
Notations are artificial and arbitrary. Symbolically they convey
mathematical operations and meanings. Each notation has its advan-
tages and drawbacks. The selection of a notation is often dictated by
the particular problem on hand as well as the subjective judgment of
the user. Basically, notations are intended to help rather than to hinder
communication and understanding. When in doubt, we should resort to
the conventional, longhand operations. This will prevent the misapplica-
tion or misinterpretation of a notation. In the study of general lam-
inates, we will use both index and matrix notations. :

2. stiffness and compliance of general laminates

General laminates are normally unsymmetric. In our context, they can
be antisymmetric and hybrid. General laminates have not been used
extensively to date for a number of reasons. First, the unsymmetrical
laminate will warp after curing and cool down. It may be difficult to
meet the dimensional control of a structure. Secondly, the analysis of
unsymmetrical plates and shells is more difficult than that for sym-
metrical structures. Designers feel less experienced working with the
unsymmetrical construction and are therefore reluctant in using such
unfamiliar construction. But there are many familiar general laminates
which include built-up constructions where material cross-sections vary
across the depth of a beam or plate. Hybrids are another form of
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In place of the longhand derivation from Equations 6.28 to 6.33, we
have from Equations 6.7, 6.2 and 6.27:

N, = [ Qe + zk)dz (6.34)
= [ 0e0dz + [ 0,k zdz (6.35)

Since €° and k are independent of z, they can be taken out of the
intcgral signs,

N; = [ f Q,.,.dz] € + [ f Q,.,.zdz] k; (6.36)

where
By = [ Qyzdz (6.38)

This is the coupling modulus, which links curvature to stress resultant.
In symmetric laminates, we have by definition:

Q,'j(z) = Q,‘,‘(_Z) ‘ (6.39)
This can be seen in Figures 5.1 and 5.2. The ply orientation is sym-
metric with respect to the midplane. The modulus is an even function

in z. We will first split the integration in Equation 6.39 in two parts:

0 hi2

By = f Q;zdz + Q;zdz (6.40)
—h/2 0

—h[2 h/2
__f Qjzdz +f Qyjzdz 6.41)
0 0
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By virtue of the symmetry conditions of the modulus in Equation 6.39,
we can change z to —z in the first integral in Equation 6.41, then

hf2

h/2
0

0

We can also show a coupling between in-plane strain to moment as
follows:

From Equation 6.11

M; = [ ozdz (6.43)

Substituting Equations 6.2 and 6.27

M; = [0l +2k;)zdz (6.44)

= [fQ,-,-zdz] & + [fQ,—,-z’dz] k; (6.45)

= B,-]-e;.’ + Dk, ' (6.46)
Note the reappearance of the same coupling matrix here as that in
Equation 6.37. We can now combine Equations 6.37 and 6.46.

] gy

N; = A;e° + Bk
(6.47)

—_ 0o
These six equations represent the stress-strain relation in terms of
modulus of a general laminate. The modulus is a 6 X 6 matrix. These
equations when expanded into longhand expressions are:
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general - laminates where plies of different materials or different con-
struction of the same material (woven vs nonwoven) are combined.
Then there is a class of antisymmetric laminates which have unique
properties.

We intend to show in this chapter that general laminates are no more
uncontrollable than the symmetrical, homogeneous laminates. The
same theory and material property data control the behavior of all
laminates, General laminates have properties which can be effectively
utilized to produce unique performance. In many applications, only
minimum gage laminates are required. Unsymmetrical laminates can
save 50 percent in weight. Other applications may call for predeter-
mined warpage. Use of antisymmetric construction can provide unique
coupling. We are therefore not in a position to write off general lam-

inates just because they are more difficult to analyze than symmetric.

laminates,

The key feature of general laminates lies in the additional degree of
coupling, as we will see presently. The basic behavior of this class of
laminates is governed by the strain distribution across the thickness of
the laminate. By combining the previously assumed strain for both the
in-plane and the flexural deformation, that is by taking the strain dis-
tribution up to the linear term, we will have

€1(2) = € + zk,
e (2)= eg + zk, (6.26)
€¢(z) = €S + zks
In index notation, we have
€(z) =€) + zk; 627)

Unless otherwise stated, the range of index is always 1, 2, and 6, ori =
1,2,6. The assumed strain components are shown in Figure 6.1. No
reference is made concerning the material property. The strain, as
always, is defined by geometry with no direct connection to equi-
librium or material property. Stress, on the other hand, must satisfy
equilibrium; stress-strain relations must reflect material behavior and
property. The assumed strain is applicable to all materials, homo-
geneous and hybrid composites. ‘
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) LIk ke Lé ‘ Likg
] €,° <, _ ———’fz — 6: .
I N ‘

Figure 6.1 Assumed linear strain distributions for general
laminates.

We will now substitute the assumed strain in Equation 6.26 into the
definition of stress resultant, we have

Ny = J(Q11e2 + 2k, ) + Q120 + 2k ] + Oy o€ + 2k, ) )dz

(6.28)
=f Q,.dze8 +fQ12dZ€‘§ +fQ16dZ€%
' (6.29)
+ [ 0,1 zdzk, + [ Quazkzky + f 0, 6zdzks
=A11€? +A12€g +Al6€2 + Bk + Bk, + Byeke
(6.30)
Similarly
N2 =A21€(l) +A22€2+A26€2+B21k1+322k2 +B26k6
(6.31)
Ng = A6leol +Ag,€8 +A66€%.+B61k1 +Bszk2 + Bgoks
(6.32)
where the components of the new coupling modulus are:
B, =fQ112dZ, B;, =fQ222dZ, By, =fQ122dZ
(6.33)

Bge =f Qs62dz, B,y =fQ162dZ» B, =fQ262d2
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N,y =A11€(; +A12€g +A16€% +Buk1 + B2k + Bieke
N, =A3,€ + Az,€5 + Az € + By ky + Byaky + Bysks
Ng =A61€(f + Ag, €5 +A66€z + Bg 1 Ky + Bga ko + Bgcoke
M, =B, + Bi1€] + Bye€y T Diiky + Dy2ky + Disks
M, =B, + By,¢€) + Byg€9 + D,y ky + Da2ks + Dy ks

Mg :B616? +.362€g +B66€2 +D61kl +D62k2 + D¢eke
(6.48)

Or, in matrix multiplication table we have in Table 6.1 the stiffness and
its inverse, the compliance, of a general laminate.

table 6.1
stiffness and compliance of a general laminate
7Ll e e N N Mo M Me M

N, Ay Az Qs i 8, B2 E¢ & % Y % lﬂ// B2 B
A Ay Az ‘425: 52/ Bzz B, t‘zo ay a2z %26 :Iﬂz/ Fioz Boe
Ne Agi Agz Ass: By Bsz Bss & % 9%z %6 }'551 bz $s
v, T8 B BBy G B || b | A B Be\On B ds
M, 8y Bz 525: Oy D2z Cz6 k2 Bo Loz "952: % %2 %2
Ms. B Bsz B“': Os; Dez Dss ke Be AFze ﬂaa‘l 3 %2 %s6

Both 6 X 6 matrices are symmetric. This requires that one coupling
compliance matrix is the transpose of the other.

As a comparison we show in Tables 6.2(a) and (b) the modulus and
compliance of symmetric and homogeneous anisotropic laminates,
respectively. In the homogeneous laminate, the flexural components are
directly related to the in-plane components.
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table 6.2(a)
stiffness and compliance of a symmetric anisotropic laminate
A I A A A NN N M M M
[
]
N, 4, A A/s: e G,y 05 als:
|
A A, 42: Azsi g o Oy azsi
N A Asz '455: 4 O sz ”ss:
————————— primm o ————— o e
M, Y N T R P
! : " 0/2 DIG k/ |d// d/g d/g
!
/142 Hg/ D& 02‘ kz =d2/ d22 dzﬁ
!
M, ) !
A |' %1 oz Uss As !ds/ Osz Ygs
table 6.2(b)
stiffness and compliance of a homogeneous anisotropic laminate
€ € €€ Kk ky ks N N Ne M M M
[ ]
N, A4, A, Al‘: 6’0 a9, G, azsll
A, Ay Ay Azsi < 9y ”asi
N Ay Az Ass) fso O¢; g2 ass:
————————— ’———__—.-——-—— e ——— e o —— —— ot b i
M ' , v
M, | 3
% e 4 | %aii
M, ! '
A ! 4 '
I !
. Or, in matrix notation,
N=Ae +Bk (6.49)
M=Be® +Dk (6.50)

or in terms of a matrix multiplicatibn table we have Table 6.3.
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table 6.3 :
a i . . . ; Dy, Dy, Dy
generalized stress-strain relations in terms v .
of stiffness modulus 4
o P D=D;= D,y D;, D, - (6.55)
€ k € &
N A 8 N _’_X’_ : N Dqg, Dg, Dq ¢
_____ -
M 8 D M N : Nm ..
! where i,j = 1,2,6.

We need also to define the inverse of matrices. We have

The matrix quantities above are column or row, and square matrices as

— A"l . — N1 :
follows, in curly, and square brackets, respectively: a=A",andd =D (6.56)
(N, ) ( M ) These inverse relationships are implied in Tables 4.1 and 4.2 for the
! ! in-plane behavior; and in Tables 5.1 and 5.2 for the flexural behavior.
' We now will find the generalized stress-strain relation in terms of com-
N=N 2 b 2 ( ) pliance, which is the inverse of the 6 X 6 modulus matrix shown in
N M Table 6.1.

L6 ) e ) Premultiplying Equation 6.49 by the inverse of A or simply a,

( € ) ( k, ) aN = aAe® + aBk (6.57)
eO = e? = eg s k = kl = k2 (6'52) ) Since
aA = 1, where 1 is unity matrix (6.58)
| Gg ) { k6 J .
We have
- . ; = aN—aBk 6.59
Ay Ars Ay € ( )
. .. E . _
4= Ai]_ - Ay, Asy  Agg (6.53) Substitute this into Equation 6.50, we have
M = BaN — BaBk + Dk .

| Aq  Ae;  Ags | “ (6.60)
| = BaN + (D — BaB)k (6.61)

e -.We-can show-the last-two-equations-in a tabular form in Table 6.4.
B=2B8.= B,, B,, B, (6.54) . They are useful for structures with fixed cylindrical cross sections such
as tubes and pressure vessels.

Bgy Bs2 Bes -
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table 6.4 v P

generalized stress-strain i

relation in terms of N and k € P ~a8 : §
M Ba D—-8a8

The relationship in Table 6.4 is a partial inversion of that in Table 6.3.
We now will derive the complete inversion.

Continuing with our matrix algebra, we can premultiply Equation
6.61 by (D-BaB)™!, then after transposing we have

k =—D —BaB)'BaN + (D —BaB)'M (6.62)
Substituting this into Equation 6.59, we have
€ = aN —aBk
= [a + aB(D — BaB) ' BalN —aB(D — BaB)'M (6.63)
= N — M (6.64)

We can now show the last two equations in Table 6.5(a) which is now
the complete inversion of Table 6.1 or 6.3; i.e., the independent vari-
ables are N and M. The material coefficients in this table are the com-

ponents of compliance.

table 6.5(a)
generalized stress-strain relation in terms of
compliance

N M

€° | a+aB(D-BaB)'Ba -aB(D-BaB)’
& -(D-BaB)~'Ba (D-8a8)~!

The two coupling matrices are transposed of each other. They need not
be symmetric.
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It is useful to designate the compliance in Table 6.5(a) in Greek letters
in the same matrix multiplication format. '

table 6.5(b)
generalized stress-strain relation in terms of compliance in
greek
M N M
€° a o | _m 1 _/1_
- ﬂ € L —/! -—: _ __N_ ]
N ,' Nm

" This table is the inverse of Table 6.3, Tﬁis can be expanded like Equa-
tion 6.48 for the modulus. This is shown as follows:

€ = oy Ny +ay,Ny +ay¢Ng + 8y My + B1,My + By6Mg

€5 = 0 Ny + 03N, + ageNg + By My + BaoM, + B,6Mg

€5 = 0 Ny + agaNy + agelNg + B 1M, + Bs, M, + BeeMs
(6.65)

ky = BiiNy + BN, + Be1Ne + 6, My + 6, ,M, + 8,6Mg

ky = 512Ni + B22Ny + BsaNg + 65, My + 8,,M, + 5,6M,

ky =ByeNy + BysNy +-BoeNg + 86 My +-85, My + 8g6Mg

This equation is also shown in Table 6.1 together with its inverse, the
modulus. Note that in the absence of coupling, -

B =0
B =0

the equations in Tables 6.5(a) and (b) reduce to those of the uncoupled
or symmetric laminates of previous chapters, and Table 6.2(a).
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€? = gN
a =a
(6.66)
k =dM
§ =d

These relations are valid only for symmetric laminates. They are not '

valid for general laminates, i.c.,

o +a
6.67)
§ #d

3. evaluation of components of modulus

We will now evaluate all the components of modulus listed in Equation
6.48 and Table 6.1. These components of modulus are evaluated by
performing the following integrations:

hi2
(4, Byj Dyl =f / Q;l1.2.2%1dz (6.68)
h/2

This equation is written with the implied convention that each term-in
the bracketed quantity on the left-hand side of the equation has a
corresponding term in the bracket on the right-hand side of the equa-
tion. For general laminates, the limits of integration is from —#A/2 to
h/2. This is different from the limits for the symmetric laminates from
the midplane (z = 0) to the top face of the plate where z = a/2. If each
ply consists of homogeneous materials, with even number of plies we
can replace the integration by summation as follows:

nl2
Ay = hy Q) [t —(t=1)] (6.69)
- |

g (continues)

§
AR AR e SN 38 e
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2 n/2
o ( _ _
if —'i' Q.i;) [f2 (¢ 1)2]
t=1—n/2
x| a2
Dy == o (2 ——1)°] (6.69)
3 t=1—n/2 (concluded)

The modulus of general laminates is proportional to the modulus of
each ply multiplied by the weighting factor that appears in the bracket
of the equation above. A similar weighting factor was used for the
evaluation of flexural modulus in Equation 5.49. The terms used in
Equation 6.69 are defined in Figure 6.2. Index ¢ is the ordinal number
for individual plies as they go from 1-—n/2 to n/2, where n is even and
equal to the total number of plies. It is further assumed that all plies
have the same thickness. With the assumptions above, we can show the
numerical values of the weighting factors in Equation 6.69 for a general
laminate up to 16 plies thick. This is shown in Table 6.6.

i
f:
n/2-th above -{
t=z-/
=2
2nd - above Py
MID /st above 20 —
PLANE /st below pry
d bel
an elow P
ot g
n/2-th below ] o a
. -

Figure 6.2 Nomenclatures for general laminates
with even plies. Summation in Equation 6.69 is
indexed from top surface of each ply;i.e., from
t=1-nf2tot=n/2.
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table 6.6
weighting factors for general laminates
t—(—1) 2—@¢1)? £2—@-1)y
Ply Order t (A,-j) (B,-j) D)
8th above 8 1 15 169
7th above 7 1 13 127
6th above 6 1 11 . 91
5th above 5 1 9 61
4th above 4 1 7 37
3rd above 3 1 5 19
2nd above 2 1 3 7
mid-  1st above 1 1 1 1 mid-
plane ot below 0 1 -1 ] Pplane
2nd below —1 1 -3 7
3rd below -2 1 -5 19
4th below -3 1 -7 37
Sth below —4 1 -9 61
6th below -5 1 —11 91
7th below —6 1 —13 127
8th below -7 1 —15 169

Note that the numerical values for the in-plane modulus is unity; the
in-plane modulus is independent of the stacking sequence. This was true
for the symmetric laminates; this is also true for general laminates. The
in-plane modulus is a function of the volume fraction of the constituent
plies. The positions of the plies do not affect the in-plane modulus.

This, of course, is not true for the coupling and flexural moduli. The
weighting factors increase as they go away from the mid-plane. This can
be seen by the numerical values in the last two columns of Table 6.6.
The values for the coupling modulus are antisymmetric with respect to
the mid-plane. The values for thg flexural modulus are symmetric with
respect to the mid-plane. These weighting factors as functions of the
ply ordinal number ¢ are plotted in Figure 6.3.

The evaluation of the modulus of general laminates can also be
achieved by using either the direct summation in Equation 6.69, or the
geometric factors, the V'’s, as was done for the in-plane and flexural
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Ply Oraer Ply Order
O —0
€ - —0 -
40 4 &
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Figure 6.3 Weighting factors for coupling and flexural moduli, They are shown
in (@) anq (b) respectively. The factors are antisymmetric for coupling modulus;
symmetric, for flexural modulus.

modulus earlier. The advantages of using the Vs are:

® Close relationship between the formulas for the modulus and the
multiple-angle transformation equations. :

® The geometric parameters of a laminate such as the stacking
sequence and unit ply thickness are embodies in the V’s. If a
different ply material is used or the same ply material changes

properties (due to temperature, for example) the V’s are not
affected. ‘

® Four of the V’s are also used for the calculation of the non-

mechanical stress resultants and moments due to temperature
change and moisture absorption. The V’s again reflect the geo-
metric parameters of a laminate.

The limitation of the use of ¥’ is that the material of the ply must
remain the same.‘This, of course, would not be the case of hybrid
composites. In place of the summation in Equation 6.69, we can use
the V’s in the following equations for the evaluation of the modulus of
general laminates. Taking a typical component of this stiffness modulus
for symmetrically located core:
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where the geometric factors are:

w2 . ' ! .
_ 1,214z (6.70) o .
[(411.B11.D11] “f 2 Q1. [127.27] a e - - 2T T hy2 hi2
- ) Vi = f cos20dz, V,p = f cos20zdz, V, DT/' c0s2022dz
i —hj2 —ny2 —h/2
- 6.79
ni2 21d (6.71) ( !
- (U, + U2COS20 + U3COS40] [1,z,z%]dz
—n/2 hj2 h/2 hy2 ‘
. Vogqg = f cosd48dz, Vi, 5 =j cosd8zdz, V,p ——f cosd0z%dz
, —h/2 —h/2 —n/2
hi2 (6.80)
= U f " {1 zz2ldz+U2f © cos20(1,z,221dz
= U, 2, .
—h/[2 —~h/2 a2 h/2 hf2
Via =f sin20dz, Vg =f sin20zdz, Vip =f sin20z%dz
—h/2 —h/2 —h/2
nl2
+ U, f cosdf[1,2,2% ] dz 672 (6.81)
—h/2 .
hi2 hl2 h/2
Vagq = f sin40dz, V,p =f . sindBzdz, Vyp = f sin40z%dz
—hj2 —h[2 —h/2
3 o
= Ul[h,o,il—-]+U2[V1A,V13,V1D] + U3 V24.V28.Vap] v (6.82)
12 (6.73)
: The formulas for the in-plane and flexural modulus are exactly the
Similarly we can obtain the other components of the modulus as same as those in Tables 4.3 and 5.3. We only need to change the limits
follows: of the integrals in Equation 5.40. The location of the core may not be
OLOWS- symmetric. The simple core/thickness correction such as A* does not
T hﬂ _ VonV, always exist. We present the formulas for the coupling modulus in
[432,B22,D22] = Uh h,o,’l"z‘ ~ U, [ViaV1mVip]l + UslVaa, 2? 2] Equation 6.73 et al. in matrix multiplication in Table 6.7. The lack of
: - (6.74) : invariants is a key feature. All components of this coupling modulus
- . ]
[Ay2,B12.D12] = Ua h,O,?—zJ —Us[V24.V25.V2p] (6.75) B changs sign-
- . table 6.7 v
i 3] : formulas for coupling modulus of general
[A66.Bss,.Dss] = Us h,O,'}ll—2 — U3 [V2a,V28. V20l (6.76) laminates with symmetric core
- 6.77) 4
1 i .
[416.B16:D16] = 5U2[V3A'V3B’V3D] +UslVaaVapVap] ( 8, Via Veo
) 6.78) Bz ~Vie Voo
[A26.B26:D26] = 5U2[V3A,VaBrV3D] — Us[Vaa,VanVap] (6. - ~Vas
Bes ~Vee
B F Vs Vas
Bes g—an Vs
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Only the volume fraction of ply orientations, not the lagk of mid-
plane symmetry, affect the in-plane modulus of a general la.tmmat_e. The
graphic solutions in Figure 4.11 and the other forrpulas 1{1'Chapter 4
remain valid. The in-plane compliance, however, is sensmve. to the
stacking sequence of the laminate. For a general laminate the in-plane
compliance is given in Table 6.5b and repeated here

a=a+aBD— BaB)™! Ba (6.83)

Note the presence of the coupling matrix. Only in the case of a sym-
metric laminate

a=da (6.84)

Again we. can show the integration of the V’s from Eq}lation 6.79 to
6.82 can be replaced by summation if each ply consists of homo-
geneous material. This is done for a typical value of V as follows:

m
Vip =% Z c0s20,[zT — 7 1) (6.85)

i=1

Again the quantity in the bracket can be expressed in terms of th_e
ordinal number of the plies and this is done as before and the result is

n3 nl2
Vip=— cos20,[13 — (+—1)] (6.86)

3
t=1—n/2‘

where index ¢ is defined in Figure 6.2, and the value in the bracket is

given in Table 6.6. :
The V’s for the coupling modulus can also be replacefi fxrst by a
summation then by the ordinal numbers of the plies. This is done as

follows:
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hl2
ViB =f cos20zdz - (6.87)
~h/2
m
= —15 Z cos26;[z? —z} ] (6.88)
i=1
h2 n/2 .
= -i?- c0s26, (12 — (1—1)?] (6.89)
t=1—n/2

Note that the weighting factors in the equations above are shown in
Table 6.6 and Figure 6.3.

4. unsymmetric cross-ply laminates

We will calculate the stiffness and compliance of a class of cross-ply
laminates made of T300/5208. We will first examine a 16-ply laminate.
The minimum number of ply groups is two, the laminate will have eight
0O-degree plies in the lower half of the laminate and eight 90-degree plies
in the upper half; see Figure 6.4(a). We can increase the ply groups to
four which will have four plies at zero followed by four plies at 90 in
the lower half of the laminate, then four plies of zero and four plies of
90 in the upper half; see Figure 6.4(b). As the number of ply groups
increase, we will examine the effect of this on the modulus and com-
pliance of the cross-ply laminate. In the limit as the number of ply
groups increase we should recover the quasi-homogeneous laminate.
The modulus of cross-ply laminates can be calculated using Equation
6.69 and the numerical values in Table 6.6. There is no need to cal-
culate the in-plane modulus of laminates because the same rule of mix-
tures equation for the symmetric laminates is applicable to the general

 laminates. We would therefore concentrate on the coupling modulus

and the flexural modulus. There are two ways of calculating the
coupling and flexural moduli from Table 6.6. The first method is to

follow Equation 6.69 precisely, and the laminate shown in Figure
6.4(a) is
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Let
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+0,,(15+13+11+9+7+5+3+1)]

2

h
= 6432 ["'Qxx + ny]

= 125X 10°m
=103m
= 181.8 GPa

= 10.3 GPa

B, = _‘92_—3 (—181.8 + 10.3) = —85.7 kN

Figure 6.4 Unsymmetric cros !
ply groupings. This particular change in
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There is another way of using Table 6.6 for the same cross-ply
laminate. This is done by treating each ply group as a new unit ply.
Then the effective unit ply thickness in Equation 6.69 in this case is
increased eight fold. The weighting factor now will be —1 for the
0-degree ply and +1 for the 90-degree ply, as compared to —64 and
+64 respectively. With this method, we can arrive at Equation 6.91
directly.

If the ply group is doubled, the laminate now shown in Figure
6.4(b) is

[04/904/04/904]T or [0,/9041,7 C o (6.94)
Using the first method:

2
Biy =2 [0 (15— 13— 11=9)+0,,(-7=5=3—1)

+ Q0 (1+3+5+7)+Q,,(9+11+13 +15)]

32h2 ‘
= [TC0xx + Oy, | (6.93)
= —42.8 kN | (6.96)

This is one half of the value in Equation 6.93. Using the second
method:

The equivalent unit ply thickness = 44, (6.97)

(4h,)?
= 5 [f3Qxx —ny +Qxx +3ny]

11

32h2 -
=7 "0 + Q)] (6.98)

This is the same as Equation 6.95. There is a fundamental difference
between the coupling modulus and the in-plane and flexural moduli in a
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general laminate. The principal components of the cc?upling modulus
can be negative. This does not violate materials stability becal.xse all
components of the coupling modulus are off-diagonal terms in the
6 X 6 matrix in Table 6.1. :

Since the Poisson and shear components are equal, i.e.,

_ (90
' Q)(‘(;) ) Q)((y ) (6.99)
Q(O) = Q(?O)
) 5

Then

B12 =B66=0 (6.100)
for all cross-ply laminates. Similarly, since shear coupling is zero for
on-axis plies,

By =By =0 (6.101)

For flexural modulus, it is easier to use the second method (the
equivalent ply thickness method). From Equations 6.69 and 6.90

(8]1 )3 3 1
Dy, = ?:’ [Qxx ¥Q,,1= 5(181.8 +10.3) (6.102)
= 64.0 Nm (6.103)
From Equation 6.94 for the 4-ply group laminate:
@h,)? |
Dy, = 3" [7Qsx +Qyy + Qux T 70,1 (6.104)
= 64.0 Nm (6.105)

Note that flexural modulus is not affected by the number of ply
groups. This is because the weighting factor is symmetric (see Table 6.6

and Figure 6.3) and the stiffness of unidirectional plies-is also sym-

metric with respect to the material axes. The resulting stiffness of
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unsymmetric cross-ply laminates is shown in Figure 6.5. The ply group
number m has effect on the coupling modulus B only, and m does not
appear at all in A and D.

P ! N M
1 T
e S «\ W
-_——T ———————— /——r——;—-—-!
L LGk k& N, N, Ng M, M, M
fe
N, | 192 57 L & | 129 -039 173
| |
N | 5792 L &f |-039 129 | -I173
| |
Ng /4.3 & 69.7!
SR og T B
M, |-171 | 64 1.9 6 | 173 \38.8 1./
Ms 2L 1964 ks -173 11 388
|
M; | 4.7 kg : 209
1

Figure 6.5 Stiffness and compliance of T300/5208 unsymmetrical 16-ply cross-ply
laminates. The stiffness is for all m values although m affects only the coupling
stiffness. The compliance is for the case of m = 2; see Figure 6.4(a). The physical
dimensions are also shown,

We can compare the A matrix in Figure 6.5 with the in-plane
stiffness of the laminate [0/90]5 in Equation 4.51, we see they are
identical. There is no influence on this stiffness by the number. of ply
group, or with or without the midplane symmetry.

We can also see that the D in Figure 6.5 is equal to the flexural
modulus of a quasi-homogeneous [0/90] laminate shown in Equations
5.69 and 5.74. They are identical because for this particular laminate
the weighting factor in Table 6.6 for D is symmetric with respect to the
midptane. The -0 and 90 degrees are so located in Figure 6.4, their
contribution to the flexural modulus is not sensitive to their position,
i.e., [0/90] ; or [90/0] ;, or to the number of ply groups if they change

B ‘} © according to the pattern in Figure 6.4. If we have a laminate such as

‘i
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[04/905/04 17 the flexural modulus will be highly sensitive to the
stacking sequence, although the in-plane modulus will remain constant.

Since the flexural modulus is equal to that of a quasi-homogeneous
laminate, we see that Equation 5.109 is valid

(6.106)

where # = 2 X 1073 m for our unsymmetric laminate in Figure 6.5. This
equation is the necessary but not sufficient condition for a quasi-
homogeneous laminate. The other condition is for B = 0; i.e. no in-
plane and flexural coupling. We may call this general laminate pseudo-
homogeneous.

Being an unsymmetric laminate, the compliance in Figure 6.5 will be
affected by the presence of the B matrix. The inequalities in Equation
6.67 are valid. We can see this if we compare the following:

12.9 (GN/m)™

I

[£3]

5.205 (GN/m)™

i

a1
The latter is taken from Equation 4.51. Similarly,

5., = 388 (kNm)™

dy 15.62 (kNm)™!
The latter is taken from Equation 5.74. It is interesting that the com-
pliance in Figure 6.5 is also pseudo-homogeneous because

12
5 = 3% (6.107)

and B is not zero. Equation 6.107 is analogous to Equation 5.110 for
truly or quasi-homogeneous laminates.

Typical results of the selected components of stiffness and com-
pliance of our unsymmetric cross-ply laminates as ply groups change,
are shown in Table 6.8.
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table 6.8

selected stiffness and compliance components T300/5208 unsymmetrical
cross-ply laminates

m By, =—8,, 013 =0z Bi1="B;2 841 =2822
kN - (GN/m)™? (MN)™! (kNm)™*

2 —85.7 12.9 17.3 38.8

4 -42.8 6.12 4.09 18.3

8 —21.4 541 1.81 16.2

oo 0 5.20 0 156

V\"ith thesg constants, it is possible to show the strain distribution in a
laminate subjected to uniaxial stress resultant or bending moment.

® ForN, #0
From Equations 6.26 and 6.65

== 0
€, = € +zk,

| (6.108)
= loyy + 261, 1N,
Zpmax= N/2=8h, =8 X 125 X 107%m .
6.109
=103m ( ‘
Form=72
e,/N, = (12.9 £ 17.3)107° (6.110)
= 30.2,—4.4 (GN/m)™! (6.111) _
Form = o
€/Ny = 5.20(GN/m)! (6.112)
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® ForM, #0
€, = [Byy +28,,1M, ' (6.113)

Form =2
€,/M, =(17.3+38.8)107¢ (6.114)
= 56.1, —21.5 (MN)™! (6.115)

Form = oo
€, /M, = £15.6 (MN)™ (6.116)

The strain distribution due to simple tension or bending is shown in
Figure 6.6. Under tensile load, unsymmetric cross-ply laminate will
warp. The upper half will stretch more than the lower half. The
90-degree plies are in the upper half for the m = 2 case. The particular
coupling in this laminate induces greater strains which may be undesir-
able. With the stiffness and compliance of the laminate known, a
systematic study on the effect of various lamination parameters
becomes possible. With the exception of the 6 X 6 matrix inversion,
general laminates are as simple as symmetric laminates.

z z
\ m(Ply Groups) m(Ply Groups)
@ 4 2 @ 4 2
/mm | /mm ¢
0 720 ~20 7 %0
& -t & -/
v ——(MN.
I 7 (GN/m) / 7 (MN)
=/mm / -~ /mm
(a) (b)

Figure 6.6 Strain distribution of unsymmetric cross-ply laminates. As number
of ply groups varies from 2 to infinity, the strain changes. Figure on the left
is uniaxial tension; on the right, simple bending. The material is T300/5208.
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In conclusion, unsymmetric cross-ply laminates are different from
symmetric laminates because of two nonzero components of the
coupling moduli. Their values, as shown in Equation 6.93, 6.96 et al.,
and in Figure 6.5 are:

2
Biy = =B =—[0: — 0,1 L 6.117)
2
— (6.118)
m N
where
h = total laminate thickness
m = number of ply groups

U2 = %[Qxx _ny]

Thus the coupling components are proportional to the difference
between the principal modulus, and inversely proportional to m. As the
number of ply groups increase, the coupling modulus vanishes. In the
limit when m becomes infinity, bending and stretching are uncoupled.
As shown in Figure 6.6, strain is constant in (a), and is antisymmetric
in (b). : o

A simple illustration of the coupling term of this laminate is seen by
the induced moment needed to prevent warpage. This is shown in
Figure 6.7. In this laminate the lower half is O degree; the upper half,
90 degrees; i.e., [0/90]r.

P4
hr2 = WG E M,
'OO !
- __Q..Q.Q O 1; > A,, €l° = /V/
- EEPT— H

Figure 6.7 Stress resultant and induced moment
of an unsymmetric cross-ply laminate under
uniaxial extension. The induced moment is in
the direction that prevents warpage.
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We have seen the range of variation of the stiffness and compliance
of an unsymmetric cross-ply laminate as functions of the number of ply
groups. The features of this class of laminates can be summarized by
the generalized stress-strain relation in Table 6.9 where matrix multipli-
cation is implied.

table 6.9
generalized stress-strain relations of unsymmetric cross-ply laminates
€ & & k k K N Ne N M My My
T ]
! ]
N, e A : g, 5/0 QY 2, : A,
! |
A Ay A i &, & Dy 922 : é,z
Ns Ase| & ”ss:
————————— '————————-—— ~-—-——--———--——-—-r————-—--——-———
M, B// : 0// 0/2 & ﬂ// : 8// 6;2
1
i
M, &, i Oy 0O, ks Ao ! Sy Sa
i I
Ms : Dss A’s [ 365
1

But the table above can be rearranged to show that the shear and
twisting components are uncoupled. This is shown in Table 6.10 which
is merely a repackaged arrangement of Table 6.9.

table 6.10

repackaged stress-strain relations of unsymmetric cross-ply laminates

€ € k Kk, € ke N N M M, N M
W 4, A, 8, : < a, a, A, :
A Ay Aoe G, | » 74 Gy G, ﬂzzl
M, 8, G O | £ 8, 8, 8, |

! |
S I S TR | R X .
Ne | Ags 74 | %6s
' |

Mg | Dss ke ! Sss
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We only need to invert a 4 X 4 matrix instead of a 6 X 6. Secondly, the
shear and twisting behavior of our unsymmetric cross-ply laminate
behaves exactly like a homogeneous plate. The ply grouping and mid-
plane symmetry have no effect on the shear and twisting properties.
This fact can be utilized in the design of a part requiring the minimum
gage. It is not necessary to use symmetric laminates.

5. antisymmetric laminates

This class of laminates is neither symmetric nor unsymmetric. It is also
called quasi-symmetric. Instead of a symmetry with respect to the mid-
plane that ’

0(z) = 6(—=2) (6.119)
we have an antisymmetry that
0(z) = —0(—2) (6.120)

The ply orientations are odd functions with respect to the midplane. A
two-ply angle-ply laminate such as™

[—o/o] 1 6.121)

is antisymmetric. This class of laminates has values beyond academic
curiosity.

With antisymmetry, the following components of stiffness remain
symmetric or even;

Q112 =0y,(—2)
022(2) = Q,,(—2)

‘ (6.122)
0,,(2)= 0,2(—2) ‘
Q66(2) = Qgs(—2)

The shear or normal coupling components, however, are antisymmetric
or odd; '

Q16(2) = —Q,6(—2)
(6.123)
Q26(2) = —Q4(—2)
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The weighting factors for the integration of Equation 6.68 are anti-
symmetric or odd for the coupling modulus; and symmetric or even, for
the flexural as well as the in-plane modulus. These factors are shown in
Figure 6.3 and Table 6.6. Because of the interaction between odd and
even functions, the following components of modulus will vanish for
antisymmetric laminates:

By, =B;, =By, =Bs¢ =0 (6.124)
D16=D26=Al6=A26=0 (6.125)

We will now examine a special antisymmetric laminéte made of
T300/5208 material with the following stacking sequence for m = 2, 4,

8, and 16, respectively.

[—455 /4551 7, [—454/4541,7, [—45,/45,) 47, [—45/45] 57

(6.126)
These laminates are shown in Figure 6.8.
T 5 22—
5 75
~#5 =75
45 5
ol —5
-45 75
5 _ _ B ) ~45 _ 1
45 2
% 45
-45 =
~45 45
45 =73
-45 45
= . =35
m=2 m=4 m=8 m=/6
(a) » (b) (c) (d)

Figure 6.8 Special antisymmetric laminates with different number of ply
groups.

For ply orientation of +45 degrees, the coupling terms of a unidirec-
tional composite are:

Q16 =026 =20, 6.127)

[Qex — 0y, ] (6.128)
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From Equation 6.69 and Table 6.6 we have for m = 2: ‘

_18n,1% 10

Bis =Bg = —— Uy =~ 857 (6.129)

= 42.8 kN (6.130)
As m = 4, we can readily show that
Bl6=B26 = 21.4 kN (6.131)

Thus a general relation that
h2
B¢ = By =;U2 (6.132)

seems to be valid.

The flexural modulus for this laminate is orthotropic because the
shear coupling terms are cancelled. The remaining components will
behave like those of a pseudo-homogeneous laminate, for which the
following relation applies:

n3 |
Dy =15 Qi - (6:133)

Using the unidirectional stiffness for 6 = 45 degrees from Chapter 3
(Table 3.5).

Qll = Q22 = 56.6 GPa
0, = 42.32GPa (6.134)

Qss = 46.59 GPa

The 'shear and normal coupling terms of this modulus are not needed.

For our 16-ply laminate

3 ~63 ‘ .
AL U6 X125 X107) 666 % 107123 (6.135)

12 12
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Combining the equations above,

Dy, =D,, = 56.6 X 666 = 37.7 Nm (6.136)

Dy, =42.32 X 666 = 28.2 Nm (6.137)
D¢ = 46.59 X 666 = 31.0 Nm (6.138)

The flexural modulus for this laminate, like that for the unsymmetric
cross-ply, will be unaffected by the number of ply groups. In fact, they
are the same as those for symmetric laminates, in Equation 5.114 with-
out the shear coupling terms. This laminate is pseudo-homogeneous.
The resulting stiffness and compliance of an antisymmetric laminate
is shown in Table 6.11. Before we invert the 6 X 6 matrix to determine
the compliance, we can save ourselves much work if we repackage the
modulus matrix in Table 6.11 into two 3 X 3 matrices which we can
invert by hand if necessary. This rearrangement was done for the cross-
ply laminate in Table 6.10. For the antisymmetric case, the repackaged
matrices are shown in Table 6.12. In addition to the simplification in
matrix algebra, the couplings in antisymmetric laminates are very
specific and special. It is a challenge to the designer to capitalize on the
special quality and opportunity provided by antisymmetric laminates.

—— www.polycomposite.ir- - — - : S
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table 6.12

repackaged stiffness and compliance of the same antisymmetric laminate in
Table 6.11

o o 0 ‘
€ &k kK, & N, Np Mg M, My Ng
1 0 - T
N Ay Az e < a @ B :
[
0 |
Ny Az1 Aoz 325: €2 @y Gy A !
I
Mg B Bs2 Uss, ks Bs %rs % :
—————————————— r————--————-T—n.-.m-_———-—
M, 10y D B 4 19 G2 Ay
|
M, : Dz Drz g k2 1% 52 %
] 0 !
Ne : By Bsp Ags s | By Bs2 %s
I

Numerical data of [—45/45] r laminates of T300/5208 are shown in
Figure 6.9. The modulus is for all values of m, the number of ply
groups. This correction factor appears in the denominator of the
coupling components only. The compliance shown in Figure 6.9 is for
the case of m=2 only.

table 6.11
stiffness and compliance of an antisymmetric laminate
€ € € k ko ks N N N M My Ms
I !
/ 4, A, ; G 74 a, % : A
! 1
N, Ay Ay : By 62" %y s : '&}c
i
N Ao‘c: Bs Bep € ”ss! By Koz
____________________________ o o e
M 5/6 i Oy, 0/2 /r/ 'lell é;/ 42
1 1
M, ‘9zs| G O, 4 '6"2: 82 ez
i
Ms Ba/ Bsz ; Dss ke ﬁ,, /‘925 : ‘%s
L

e? & N ~
N o| m_ 1 _4
S N R LA LA LN
M N —|| /Vm ‘ .L ! —/_ ]
N_ | Nm
€ & € K kb 4 Ny Nz Ng M, Mp Mg
[]
857 T
N, "3 84 ! =2t ef | 237-111 | ~173
| .
Ny 64 113 | g7 & | -11/ 237 ~173
]
1&85.
Ne 93,87 857 f 267\-173-173
——— ———— _——— e ———— - — e - — —— . — - —-——
M, 8521377 26.2- 4 ~17.3\71.1-334
/ |
M; 82282377 ks ~17.3 (334 71./
.7 857 | |
s | LT 31.0 ks |~173-173 | 800
i

Figure 6.9 Stiffness and compliance of T300/5208 antisymmetric laminates
[—45/45]. The modulus is for all values of m, the compliance, for m = 2 only.
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Similar to the comments made to the unsymmetric cross-ply lam-
inate, we can compare the A in Figure 6.9 with the symmetric angle-ply
in Table 4.9. Since the 16-ply thickness is 2 X 1073m, the comparable
components are identical; i.e.,

Ay =56.6 X2X 1072 =113 MN/m (6.139)

Again, compare the D in Figure 6.9 with that for the symmetric angle-
ply laminate in Equation 5.114, we have identical components if we use
the case m = infinity; i.e., the quasi-homogeneous, square symmetric
laminate. The relation of Equation 6.106 is valid. So this antisymmetric
laminate is pseudo-homogeneous. We can see that the compliance of
this laminate is also pseudo-homogeneous.

As the number of ply groups increase, the compliance components
will tend toward the value for quasi-homogeneous laminate, like the
symmetric angle-ply. For comparison between the antisymmetric and
symmetric angle-ply laminates, we show the change in the compliance
components as functions of m in Table 6.13. The compliance for
symmetric laminates is taken from Equation 5.115 et al.

table 6.13

selected compliance components of T300/5208 symmetric and antisymmetric
angle-ply laminates '

m' dyy =dj, dee dig =das @11 =037 Bi1s=Pr6 O11=022

(kNm)?  (kNm)™ (kNm)? (GN/m)?!  (MN)*! (KNm)™!

2% = — - 23.71 —1733 71.13
4 66.03 58.35 —18.95 20.40 — 4.09 61.21
8 60.83 36.25 — 5.88 20.05 - 1.81 60.17
16 60.09 33.12 -~ 2.68 19.98 -~ 0.87 59.95
oo 59.85 32.19 0 19.95 0 59.85

*The m = 2 case is not possible for the symmetric angle-ply laminate.

Only the 16 and 26 components reduce rapidly as m increases, all
other compliance components vary only modestly. With these com-
pliance components, we can determine the strain distribution of an
antisymmetric laminate subjected to a simple stress resultant or
moment.
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o N, #0
€ = a;,N;
e = a,N, (6.140)
ke = BieNy

o M, #+0
€ = BieMs
€ = BreMs (6.141)
ke = 866Ms

Because of the special coupling of this laminate, the same strains (in-
plane and curvature components) are induced by totally different
applied stresses.

An opportunity for reducing or eliminating twisting curvature is
possible when both stress resultant and twisting movement are present.
This can occur in a rotor or a fan blade when centrifugal stress and
aerodynamic twisting occur simultaneous. The conditions for zero
twisting curvature is:

ke = BrelNi +646Mg =0

.142
Ny B (6.142)

Mg Bis

The compliance components in Equation 6.142 can be manipulated
within certain limits set by the properties of the constituent ply or plies
in the case of hybrids. Since the sign of the coupling compliance is
controllable, while the flexural compliance is not, the curvature in’
Equation 6.142 is controllable. The case of zero curvature is one special
case. This is a unique characteristic of composite materials. It is also
important to realize that it is the ratio, not the absolute values, that
can eliminate the curvature.



www.poly

256 introduction to compaosite materials

e M #0
ky = 6y1M,
ky = 6, M, (6.143)
€ = Be 1M,

® Neg#0
ky = B61Ns
ky, = BgalNg (6.144)
€2 = wgelNg

Again, an opportunity existing for reduction or elimination of in-
plane shear strain is possible, such that

Eg = a66N6 +661M1=0

(6.145)
Ne_ _Per

M, Gge

All these highly coupled relations for antisymmetric laminates offer
unique opportunities in the design of laminates. Under combined
stresses, certain mode of deformation can be reduced or controlled.
Strain distribution can also be altered for more favorable conditions.
Composite materials are more than a highly competitive replacement of
conventional materials. Composite materials can perform functions not
possible with conventional materials. The opportunities available for
new functions abound and need to be fully exploited. ’

6. the parallel axis theorem

Up to this point, the midplane of a laminate is the z = O plane. The
parallel axis theorem deals with the general case where the midplane of
a laminate or a ply is not on the z = 0 plane. This theorem is analogous
to that for the moment of inertia of a rigid body.

composite.ir
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In Figure 6.10 we show the relation between the laminate with
respect to the z = 0 plane. The relation between z and z' is:

z =z'—d, or

(6.146)
' =z+d
kz,z’
z=hs2 2= dths2
2s=h/2 |- Z'=d—-hs2
a

2'=0

Figure 6.10 Relation between laminate
midplane and the transferred plane,

The stress resultant and moments in the new, transferred plane can

be defined:
, d+hj2
N; = f 0,dz’
d—h/2

hl2
= f 0,dz , (6.147)

—~h/2
=_N,;

- e e e e

From Equation 6.146 we can say

dz' =dz

‘when

z' =dth/2 (6.148)
z=1th/2
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d+h|2
M = f o';z'dz’
! d—h[2

hf2
- f 0,(z+d)dz
—h12

=f 0,zdz +df 0;dz

= M, +dN,

(6.149)

(6.150)

Note that the moment must be corrected by the transfer distance d. We
can now derive the transfer of stress-strain relation of a general

laminate.
d+h/(2
N, = f o';dz’
! d—h(2

d+h(2 S,
- f 0i(e0' + 2'k)dz

d—h/[2

_ [f hji2 fodz] e?,+[—/- hi2 Q,-,~(z+d)dz:| k; (6.152)
—n/2 / ~h(2 . ,

i y=y
Similarly
) d+h(2
M; =f o',z2'dz’
d—h(2

d+h[2 o' PNt gt
=f Q,j(e?' + 2'kp)z'dz

d—h|2

(6.151)

(6.153)

(6.154)

(continued)

il

Therefore
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h2 , hi2
[f Q;(z + d)dz] e + [f Q;i(z + d)2d2] k;
—h/2 ! —h/2 ‘

[Bj; +dA; )€’ + Dy + 2dB;; + d* A1k (6.155)
' (concluded)
Ay = Ay

This is the parallel axis theorem. The stiffness of a general laminate can be
transferred by a distance d along the z-axis.

First, the theorem can be used to generate the stiffness of general

laminates.

This approach is particularly suited for odd number of plies.

Let the in-plane and flexural modulus of each ply or ply group be the
basic building block. The coupling modulus is zero for homogeneous
ply. The transfer distance d will be the location of the midplane of each

ply.

14
Al = Z AP
b=—p
o 14
B = }: dya®) (6.157)
b=—p B -
p
Dj; = Df.]?) + d?Afjb)



www.polycomposite.ir

260 introduction to composite materials

where p = %(n-—l)
n = odd
= total number of plies
b = the ordinal number of plies, —p < b <p

If all plies in a laminate have the same ply thickness, the transfer
distance can be replaced by the ordinal number of the plies. Let

b= d,/n,
P
— b
B, = h, l\: bAY
b=, (6.158)
P P
o= b) b
D;, Z D) + k2 z b2A®)

We can modify Figure 6.2 to show the new ordinal number b in Figure
6.11. The formulation by the parallel axis theorem is best suited for
odd number of plies. In Figure 6.11 the ordinal number ¢ is for even
number of plies; that for b, odd number. With the new ordinal number
we can establish a table analogous to that for the old ordinal number ¢
in Tables 5.4 and 6.6. The result of the new ordinal number for odd
number of plies is shown in Table 6.14.

f:..’L —_ }
T L_ns2-th above ] se Z "y La=172-m above - ,5:_"}_! =p
. s T 7 . .
,|’ . 2nd oabove 1 172 2nd above b2
t=/ -
MID Ist above =0 /st aba've o_ é
PLANE /st below O-th or Mid Ply |-6-0 —
2nd below ==/ /st below — b=~/
: , 172 2nd below —b==2
A [—‘”/2_”, below 1 ,:__g___[ n—=1/2-th below J—b:—T z-p
2
Even Plies 0dd Plies

Figure 6.11 Ordinal numbers for laminates with even number of plies on the left;
odd number, on the right.
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table 6.14
numerical values of b's for calculation of stiffness of general laminates
Ply order b b b? zbh?
8th above 8 36 64 204
7th above 7 28 49 - 140
6th above 6 21 36 91
Sth above 5 15 25 55
4th above 4 10 16 © 30
3rd above 3 6 9 14
2nd above 2 3 4 5
. ist above 1 1 1 1 .
mid: Oth or mid ply 0 0 0 0 “{“d'
plane 1st below -1 -1 1 ] pane
2nd below —2 -3 4 5
3rd below -3 — 6 9 14
4th below —4 —10 16 30
Sth below -5 —15 25 55
6th below —6 —21 36 91
7th below -7 —28 49 140
“8thbelow — —8 =36 - 64 — 204

We will now show how general laminates with odd plies can be
calculated. For each ply we have

Ay = hoQy

By=0 | (6.159)
3 '

Dy = 1—3 o

The stiffness of a general laminate with the same ply material and ply
thickness is merely the sum of the contribution of each ply using the
parallel axis theorem. We have
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p

- ®)
Ay = Z A4
bh=-—p
P
- )
= h, Z 0! (6.160)
b=—p
P
[ (b)
b=—p

= K2 Z bQ(®) (6.161)

. (b)
Dy = Z D!
_ " Z 0®) 4 p3 b2 Q®)
12 i ? i

n &
- Z [1+12621 0% (6.162)

b=-—p
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Let us first compute a one-ply laminate using Equations
6.150—6.157. First, from Table 6.14 for O-th ply,

b = 0
We have
Ay = h,Qy
B,f]- = 0
e 53
Dy = é o

Now if we have a three-ply laminate (b = —1,0,1) of T300/5208 with
a stacking sequence of [0/90/0] -, we have from Table 6.14,

Aty = holQy, + 0,y + Oy ] =46.73 MN/m
B, =h2[—Q,, +0+ =0
b= o0 O] (6.163)

h3
Diy = 12 130, + 0y + 1301 =771 X 10°Nm

where the coefficient 13 comes from [1+125%] for b = %1.
If we have a 24-ply laminate with the same stacking sequence; i.e.,

[05/905/05]
we can iinmediately compute the stiffness by the equivalent thickness
of 8h, and apply the appropriate scaling to the values in Equation
6.163, we will have:
A}, = 8(46.73) =373.8 MN/m
B, =0 (6.164)

11 = 8%(771 X 1073) =394.7 Nm
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If the ply materials are different from ply to ply, due to either ply
orientations or usc of multiple materials (hybrids), the proper modulus
should be substituted into Equation 6.158 for each modulus designated
by superscript b.

The use of the parallex axis theorem for the calculation of the stiffness of a
general laminate is convenient when:

¢ There are odd number of plies,
o All plies have the same thickness, and
e Plies can be of different materials (hybrids).

If any one condition is not satisfied, the simple factors in Table 6.14
cannot be used without modifications. ‘

The parallel axis theorem is also useful in determining. the relatlve
importance of stacking sequence in a laminate in a built-up structure,
such as the cap or flange of a “T” section or the skin of a fuselage
Repeating Equation 6.156 here:

A= Ay

D} = Dy +2dB; + d* A

If we introduce the following stiffness components:

Ag = Aylh
Bj; = 2B;/n? (6.166)
D = 12D;/n®

All the normalized components of stiffness will have the same physical
unit as the stiffness of a homogeneous material; i.e., Pa. The parallel
axis theorem in Equation 6.165 can be expressed in terms of the
normalized components.

7 __ *

*r * d
B;; B +24; = P (6.167)

2
Dy =Dk +123,.";%+ 1242 [%]
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Let us examine a cross-ply laminate of T300/5208, in Figure 5.11.

10490415, v, =voo =3
From Table 4.6, and Equation 4.48:

A¥, = A, /h=U, +U; =76.37 + 19.71

(6.168)
= 96.08 GPa
From Table 5.7, and Equation 5.64 for m = 4
DY =U, +3U,+U
11 1T 3
(6.169)
= 160.37 GPa
Because of symmetry
BY, =0 ' (6.170)

Substituting these values into Equation 6.167 for the normalized flex-
ural modulus, we have

d2
160 + 12 X 96 m

2
160 + 1152 [-Z-]

Note the numerical values as a function of the normalized transfer
distance. We have seen here that the sensitivity of the transfer distance
to the flexural modulus. If the number of ply groups change, as we have
seen in Equation 5.66 et al., only the first term of Equation 6.171 is
affected. So the effect of ply groups or stacking sequence in general will
be negligible when the transfer distance is increased beyond the laminate
thickness. Similar effect of a sandwich core can be expected. The
second term in Equation 6.171 becomes dominant. It determines the

DY}
(6.171)
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table 6.15
normalized flexural modulus as function of transfer
distance for T300/5208 cross-ply laminates

Dy
4 G E
h DYy 1245, [—]
h

0 160 00

0.1 171 14.88

1 1312 1.138
10 115,360 1.001,38

100 11,520,160 1.000,013,8

stiffness of a thin shell. The first term is still important because it
controls the local stability of the shell. Results are listed in Table 6.15.

Now let us apply the example above to an unsymmetric construction
such as the cross-ply laminate in Equation 6.90 and Figure 6.4(a). The
stiffness of this laminate is shown in Figure 6.5. We can compute the
following normalized components where the 16-ply laminate with a
thickness of 2 mm:

AT, = 192/2 X 107 =96 GPa
o 2 =
By, = m (X 107 43 GPa form = 2 (6.172)
12
D}, = 64 ————— =96 GPa
H (2 X 1073)3
Substituting these values into Equation 6.166, we have
A7, = 96 GPa
*r d
Biy =43+ 192 (6.173)

d, dl?
DYy =96 —513=+ 1152[—]
11 h h
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When the transfer distance is ten times the laminate thickness, the
coupling and flexural modulus components in the 1-direction become
insensitive (within 5 percent variation) to the stacking sequence. For
thin shells, where radius is at least ten times the thickness, the stacking
sequence, sandwich core and midplane symmetry contribute to the
local behavior of the shell only. They have little effect on the gross
behavior of the shell.

The numerical results in Table 6.16 are plotted in Figure 6.12, where
we show the normalized flexural modulus as a function of the normal-
ized transfer distance. Both the symmetric and unsymmetric cross-ply
laminates are shown. As the transfer distance increases beyond ten, the
two curves merge into one; i.e., the last term in Equations 6.171 and
6.173 become dominant.

table 6.16
the normalized flexural modulus for unsymmetric laminates as functions of
transfer distance

£ 74 £ 1)
Bll Dll

d
h B} : 192% DT} (Unsymm) 1152[%]2
0 -43 oo : 96 oo
0.1 —23.8 —1.239 56.22 4.880
1 149 776 753 638
10 1877 977 110,166 9563
100 19157 9977 11,468,796 9955

The unsymmetric laminate curve falls below that of the symmetric
laminate. Thus asymmetry reduces the flexural modulus. From Equa-
tion 6.167, we can derive the condition for eliminating the coupling
matrix by proper transfer of the axis.

By =o=B;';+2A,?';%

(6.174)
d __ B
A 247,
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Substituting this into the flexural modulus,

B* 2
Dy’ =D} - 3" “*] (6.175)
11
or substituting Equation 6.166 into this,
B},
D)y = D)y —— (6.176)
Ay,
108
P4
E]
o e
10% -
o 7 T
h

/0%
N
LS
S
107
10%
/0 | i J
. / P /0 100
)

Figure 6.12 Normalized flexural modulus as a function of
normalized transfer distance.

properties of general laminates 269

Note that the transferred stiffness is always less than the original. This
equation only applies to one component at a time. For example, we
have cylindrical bending along the 2-axis, instead of the 1-axis,

B3,
D2'2 = D22 T — (6.177)
A22
Using the data in Equation 6.173,
4 -4 - 903 (6.178)
h 192

DY} =38.89 GPa or
h'3 (6.179)
o= 38.895 = 25.92 Nm

This is lower than original untransferred modulus of 37.7 Nm shown in
Equation 6.136. In fact, at this transfer distance, the flexural modulus
reaches a minimum,. This is shown in Figure 6.12. Also at this transfer
distance, the laminate behaves like a symmetric laminate with a reduced
flexural modulus. The buckling equation for isotropic material can be
directly applied for this unsymmetric laminate under cylindrical
bending.

We have seen the use of the parallel axis theorem for a variety of
problems. The theorem is helpful in separating the local from the global
behavior of a built-up structure. It is also helpful in identifying the
effects of stacking sequence, the midplane symmetry, and the contribu-
tion of a sandwich core. The theorem illustrates the difference between
the absolute or unnormalized modulus and the normalized modulus. In
the design and sizing of structures, the laminate modulus as a function
of the number of plies, ply orientations, and transfer distance must be
optimally selected. The absolute modulus is preferred. The parallel axis
theorem is easy to use if plies are added to an existing laminate without
performing the integration or summation from the bottom to the top
plies. The marginal return of an additional ply can be quickly
established.
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7. transformation of the coupling stiffness and compliance

It is useful to establish the transformation of the coupling stiffness and
compliance matrix. With such relations we can show the unsymmetric
cross-ply laminate and the *45 degrees antisymmetric laminate are
related to each other through a rotation of 45 degrees. With the trans-
formation relations we can calculate the stiffness and compliance of
our unsymmetric laminate for any angle of rigid body rotation. For our
cross-ply laminates listed in Table 6.5, we have for [0/90]  the follow-

ing components:

Blll = —8’22 = —8S5.7 kN
(6.180)

B'12 =B'66 =B,16 :Bl26 =0

From the transformation cquation in Table A.7, we can immediately
write down the transformed coupling modulus for [8/90—-0]) 1 as
follows:

B,, = —B,, =(m*—n*)B}, =B}, cos28 = —85.7c0s20

By, Bge =0

(6.181)

Bis = Bye= -;—B'“sinw = —42.8sin20

The transformation of the coupling modulus is very simple and
follows the trigonometric functions of the double angle. When 8 equals
0 degree, the 16 and 26 components are zero. When 6 equals —45
degrees, the 11 and 22 components are zero while the 16 and 26 reach
maximum. Components related to the 12 and 66 components are
identically zero for all angles. The nonzero transformed coupling
modulus are shown in Figure 6.13.

From Table A.7 we can write the transformation equation for the
antisymmetric laminate {—45/45] will have the following components
for the coupling modulus based on m=2 in Figure 6.9:

B = Bys = +42.8 kN

(6.182) '

By, =Bh, =B}, =Bss =0

b s i
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From this laminate orientation, the coupling modulus of a laminate
[6—45/6+45] can be obtained from the following nonzero
components:

Bll = _322 =—4(m3n+mn3)B,16

= —2B ¢sin20 = —85.7sin20 (6.183)

Bis = By = (m*—n*)B|, = 42.8c0s20

The result of this transformation is identical to that shown in Figure
6.13 except the origin for our laminate should be displaced to the left
by 45 degrees. The transformation relation of this equation is more
useful than that in Equation 6.181 because the starting point is from the
symmetry axis of the antisymmetric laminates. The matrix inversion
can be reduced from one 6 X 6 to two 3 X 3. Thus we can use the
transformation equation to generate the modulus and compliance of a
cross-ply laminate in Figure 6.5 by rotating the results of an anti-
symmetric laminate in Figure 6.9.

We need equations comparable to that of 6.183 for our coupling
compliance matrix 8. This can be derived from Table A.10 because § is
symmetric for the case of a bidirectional laminate. The result is:

Bie = B2s =—17.3(MN)!

Bi1 = Py, =—20m3n—mn®)B} 4

—B! ¢sin20 = 17.3sin26
(6.184)
Bie = Ba2s = (m“—n“)ﬁ’“s

= P1ec0s20 = —17.3cos20
Biz = Bes=0
From the transformation relations above, we can see that a rotation of

+45 degrees will result in the laminate [0/90] ; for which the nonzero
components are:

B =Py = 17.3 (MN)!

(6.185)
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This agrees with the result in Figure 6.5 for the unsymmetric cross-ply.

We have thus established an expedient method of generating the
stiffness and compliance of antisymmetric laminates with arbitrary
laminates orientations. The entire antisymmetric laminate can undergo
arbitrary rigid body rotation. The process described above requires the
inversion of two 3 X 3 instead of one 6 X 6 matrix provided g is
symmetric.

’ 8 OR Byp, kN b 56, Bog, 1N
80 90 T&‘O =
2mm
° 11
40 40}
i Bo2
! ! > L i i I l/>
30 60 - 90 g -60 -30 30 60 90 &
8y
-40} -40}
-80 -80F

[0/90] [45/-45][90/0] [-45/45] [0/90] [45/-45/[90,0]

Figure 6.13 Transformation of the coupling modulus of a T300/5208
cross-ply laminate: [0g/90s1 7.

8. conclusions

Index notation is almost a prerequisite in the study of general lam-
inates. ‘A highly coupled behavior is available and provides opportuni-
ties for design and fabrication not possible with the conventional mate-
rial. The governing stress-strain relations are as conceptually simple as
the symmetric laminates. The stiffness of a general laminate can be
easily manipulated to provide any degree of in-plane versus flexural
coupling. In many cases, only the coupling matrix B is sensitive to the
asymmetry of stacking sequence. Every component of the compliance,
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on the other hand, is sensitive to the asymmetric stacking sequence of
the laminate. '

The parallel axis theorem is a useful tool for calculating the modulus
of any laminate. Constructions of hybrid, built-up structures can be
readily expressed in terms of its modulus. The sensitivity of stacking
sequence, asymmetry, transfer distances and changes of materials or
finite widths can all be assessed in a straight-forward manner.

A structure such as a wing can have symmetric but different lam-
inates of the top and bottom covers. The wing will be asymmetric. With
a properly chosen transfer distance like that is in Equation 6.174, the
wing will bend like a simple beam with a reduced flexural stiffness.
Numerous combinations of symmetric and asymmetric constructions,
including hybrids, can be utilized to create novel responses of built-up
structures. The local versus global stiffness is easy to differentiate. The
use of prestress can shift failure modes to more advantageous combina-
tions and locations. The essence of composite materials lies in the
judicious choice of:

® Ply materials (Q)(c’z, oY)
® Local property (4;;, B;;, D;;)

® Global or structural property (Ai']-, B,-’J-, D,-’,-)

In addition, the process of curing and environmental effects (to be
presented in Chapter 8) can be chosen to provide the most desirable
prestress. We should not penalize composite materials by eliminating
anisotropy and asymmetry. We should instead improve our analytical
capability so we can do justice to the effective use of composite

materials. We should not limit ourselves to ten constants and make the

remaining 26 zero. We should try to take advantage of all 36 constants.
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. homework problems

. Discuss the pros and cons of calculating the modulus of general

laminates of the following approaches:

(1) Direct integration of Equation 6.68 or summation of Equation
6.69.

(2) Separation of geometric factors from material constants in Equa-
tion 6.79 et al.

(3) The parallel axis theorem in Section 6.

. What is the consequence of not having the minus sign in the definij-

tion of curvature in Equation 5.9 on the modulus of a general

laminate? What is the consequence if the factor of 2 for the twisting

curvature is left out in Equation 5.9?

. Calculate the components in Table 6.4 which is a partial inversion of '

the modulus of Table 6.3 for T300/5208 cross-ply laminates shown
in Figure 6.4. Is the stiffness matrix symmetric, asymmetric or anti-
symmetric?

. What is the stiffness of a circular cylinder with unsymmetric cross-
ply wall of the last problem subjected to uniaxial extension along its
axis? How does it compare with a symmetric laminate of the same
total thickness? Compare the ply stress in the cylindrical wall of the
symmetric and unsymmetric construction.

. Calculate the partially inverted modulus in Table 6.4 for a
T300/5208 antisymmetric laminate shown in Figure 6.8. The result
can be applied to a thin wall tube under an applied torque. What is
the resulting ply stress and strain? How do they compare with those
for a symmetric laminate of the same wall thickness?
" Calculate unsymmetric #30-degree angle-ply laminates of T300/5208
for various ply groups similar to those in Figure 6.8. How can we
write down the results for the same laminates for +60-degree? .
. Write a general relation for the stiffness of a built-up structure with
piece-wise variable widths. How can hybrid (variable materials) be
introduced? :
. How are engineering constants defined for general laminates? Show
the bending and torsional stiffness of T300/5208 *45-degree anti-
symmetric laminates as functions of ply groups. Compare the results
with the symmetric laminates in Figure 5.17.

. General laminates offer the widest choice of coupling between
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various behavioral variables. Centrifugal force (in-plane stress re-
sultant), for example, can be used to reduce or eliminate the twisting
curvature shown in Equation 6.142. Centrifugal force can also be
used to reduce or eliminate bending curvature; see Table 6.9. What
are the conditions for eliminating bending and twisting curvature
simultaneously by centrifugal force? Can T300/5208 satisfy the
conditions?
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nomenclature

A ii,Bi,,Di; = Stiffness of symmetric or unsymmetric laminates; units vary
A}, BL.DY = Normalized stiffness; Pa
= In-plane compliance of a symmetric laminate, in N1t;ij=

aj
1,2,6
b = Width of a beam or
= The ordinal number of plies in a laminate with odd plies
d;; = Flexural compliance of a symmetric laminate
d = Transfer distance from the reference axis in the parallel
axis theorem
h = Total thickness of laminate, in m
h, = Unit ply thickness, in m
k; = Curvature, inm™ ;i = 1,2,6 : _— o
M; = Moment, in Nm™!;i=1,2,6
m = Total number of ply groups
n = Total number of plies in a laminate
N; . = Stress resultant, in Nm™ ;i = 1,2,6 :
Qi = Stiffness of a unidirectional composite; i,j = 1,2,6 or X,y,s
t = The ordinal number of plies in a laminate with even plies

Via p.p = Geometric factors for the in-plane, coupling and flexural
moduli of an unsymmetric laminate;i = 1 to 4 ‘
= Linear combinations of the stiffness of a unidirectional
composite;i=1to 5
@;;,8,8;; = Compliance of unsymmetric laminates; units vary
;%8565 = Normalized compliance; Pa~!
g; = Stress components in a lamina

I
€;,€7 = Total and in-plane strain in a laminated composite

U,

i

chapter 7
strength of composite materials

The strength of unidirectional and multidirectional composites-can be
desqribed by quadratic interaction failure criteria in stress and strain
space. The first ply failure envelope in stress space can determine the
optimum strength. This envelope in strain space can be approximated
by a»right ellipsoid in the p-g-r strain space. This envelope becomes
independent of ply orientations: The design of composite laminates
becomes analogous to that for conventional materials.

277
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1. failure criteria

For the determination of strength of any material it is the usual prac-
tice to estimate the stress at the time and location when failure occurs.
In the case of conventional materials’ we need only to determine the
maximum tensile, compressive, or shear stress and can then make some

observation about the failure and the failure mechanism.-This process-is - - -

relatively straightforward because isotropic materials have no preferen-
tial orientation and usually one strength constant will suffice. The iso-
tropic material is essentially a one-dimensional or one-constant
material. The Young’s modulus for stiffness will suffice because
Poisson’s ratio is taken to be about 0.3, and the uniaxial tensile strength
will also suffice because the shear strength is taken to be about 50 to 60
percent of the tensile.

" For composite materials, however, the one-constant approach for
stiffness or for strength is no longer adequate. We saw earlier that four
elastic constants were needed for the stiffness. We will see later in this
chapter six constants for the strength of unidirectional composites are
needed. The number of constants however do not introduce conceptual
difficulty. We know that unidirectional composites have highly direc-
tionally dependent strengths. The longitudinal strength can be twenty
times that of the transverse and shear strengths. So for any state of
applied stress, all three stress components must be examined before a
judgment on the cause of failure can be made. We cannot say quickly
the specific stress component that is responsible for the failure. Prob-
ably all three components are responsible. The effect of combined
stresses must be systematically determined and can be regarded as a
way of life for composites.

The determination of strength using failure criteria is based on the
assumption that the material is homogeneous (properties do not vary
from point to point) and its strength can be experimentally measured
with simple tests. Failure criteria provide the analytic relation for the
strength under combined stresses. There is another approach of strength
using fracture mechanics. A material is assumed to contain flaws. The
dominant flaw based on its size, shape and location determines the
strength when its growth cannot be stopped. In this chapter we will
interpret strength using failure criteria.

For composite materials, we need a failure criterion for the unidirec-
tional plies. The strength of a laminated composite will be based on the
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strength of the individual plies within a laminate. We would expect
successive ply failures as the applied load to a laminate increases. We
will have the first ply failure (FPF) to be followed by other ply failures
until the last ply failure which would be the ultimate failure of the
laminate. The ply stress and ply strain calculations for symmetric and
general laminates are intended for strength determ1nat1on This is the
subject of this chapter. Cm e

There are two popular approaches for failure criteria of unidirec-
tional composites. They are all based on the on-axis stress or strain as
the basic variable with different tensile and compressive strengths.

a. the maximum stress and strain criteria

g, < XorX'

o, < YorY' (7.1)

Failure occurs when one of the equalities is met. Using the linear
relation we can express the equatlon above in the following max-
imum strain criterion:

X X'
* < A A
€ Ex or Ex
. Y Y’
er < L or = (7.2)
E, E,
e*x < i
$ Es

Failure occurs when one of the equalities is met. These two cri-
teria are not the same. One of the homework problems in Chapter
I showed the difference. Only when Poisson’s ratio of the uni-
directional material is zero, the criteria become identical. Con-
ceptually they are similar. Each component of stress or strain has
its own criterion and is not affected by the other components.
There is no interaction.
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b. the quadratic interaction criterion

F,-,-O,-U]- + F,-U,- =1 (73) i

This can be expressed in strain components.

Gee; + Gig; =1 (7.4)

where the F’s and G’s are strength parameters analogous-to the
constants in Equations 7.1 and 7.2. Failure occurs when either

equation is met. % ‘

We will choose the quadratic criterion in this book. It is simple,
versatile and analytic. Established rules on transformation, invariance
and symmetry are applicable. It includes interaction among the stress or
strain components analogous to the von Mises criterion for isotropic
materials. Many have used variations of this failure criterion.

Failure criteria serve important functions in the design and sizing of
composite laminates. They should provide a convenient framework or
model for mathematical operations. The framework should remain the
same for different definitions of failures, such as the ultimate strength,
the proportional limit, yielding, endurance limit, or a working stress
based on design or reliability considerations. The criteria are not in-
tended to explain the mechanisms of failure. Failures in composite
materials involve many modes; viz., fiber failures, matrix failures, inter-
facial' failures, delamination, and buckling. Furthermore, the various
modes interact and can occur concurrently and sequentially. Failure
analysis based on some post-mortem examination without due consider-
ation of the dynamic process of failure can be misleading.

2. quadratic failure criterion

Equation 7.3 can be expanded for the case of two-dimensional stress, or
ij =1,2,6.

Fuaf + 21?120'102 +F220§ +F66a%
+2Fl6olo6+2F260206 (7.5)

+ Fi0, + Fy0, + Fgo, = 1
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Since our unidirectional composite is in its orthotropic axes, as shown
in Figure 7.1, the strength should be unaffected by the direction or sign
of the shear stress component. If shear stress is reversed, the strength
should remain the same. Sign reversal for the normal stress components,
say from tensile to compressive, is expected to have a significant effect
on the strength of our composite. Thus, all terms in Equation 7.5 that
contain linear or first-degree shear stress must be deleted from the
equation. There are three such terms:

Fys0,05 Fy50,05 Fooq (7.6)
where i,j = x,,s is applied to Equation 7.3.

Since the stress components are in general not zero, the only way to
ensure that the terms above vanish is for '

Foy=F,,=F,=0 (1.7
v g ¢

Figure 7.1 On-axis positive and negative
shears. They should have no effect on
the strength of unidirectional composites.
Coupling between shear and normal com-
ponents cannot exist in this orthotropic
orientation, ‘

With the removal of the three terms, Equation 7.5 can be simplified.

Fyx 0% + 2F, 0,0, + F, 0} + F 0} :
(7.8)

+ Fyo, +Fy0, =1

There are four quadratic strength parameters analogous to the four
independent components of modulus. There are two linear strength
parameters as a result of the difference in tensile and compressive
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strengths. There is no counterpart of this in the modulus because tensile
and compressive moduli are assumed to be equal.

Of the six material constants or strength parameters, five can be
measured by performing simple tests.

® Longitudinal Tensile and Compressive Tests

Let X = Longitudinal tensile strength
X' = Longitudinal compressive strength

These strengths are measured by uniaxial tests shown in Figure 7.2.
Substituting the measured strength into Equation 7.8,

Ifo, =X,
FMX2 +FX=1 (7.9)
Ifo, =—X'
FxxX’z—FxX’= 1 (7.10)
Irrx
X
£
/
= &
-X/

Figure 7.2 Uniaxial longitudinal tensile and
compressive tests,
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We have two equations for two unknowns from which we can get

1
Fax = 300
j (7.11)
1 1
Foo=—— _
X X XI

® Transverse Tensile and Compressive Tests

Let Y = Transverse tensile étrength
Y’ = Transverse compressive strength

Using the same approach as the longitudinal tests and by reason of

symmetry, we know

1
F yy = YY'
(7.12)
1 1
F o=
Y Y Y
® Longitudinal Shear Test
Let S = Longitudinal shear strength
Substituting this value into the shear stress in Equation 7.8,
F, =L (7.13)
58 S2 "

We have obtained five of the six coefficients in our failure criterion of
Equation 7.8. The one remaining term is related to the interaction
between the two normal stress components. The only way that this
coefficient can be measured is for both normal stress components to be
nonzero; this requires a combined stress or biaxial test. This experi-
mental task unfortunately is not as easy to perform as the simple uni-
axial or shear test. »

Although the exact value for the interaction term is indeterminate at
this time, there are upper and lower bounds imposed on this value
based on a geometric consideration. A conic section or quadratic curves
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can go from an ellipse to parallel lines, and to hyperbola depending on
the value of the interaction term, the coefficient of the product of two
normal stress components in Equation 7.8. The criterion that dictates
which branch of the quadratic curve it belongs to is based on the value
of the following discriminant:

> 0 for ellipse

Discriminant = F, , F, , — F,?y = 0 for parallel lines  (7.14)

< 0 for hyperbola
In order to insure that the failure criterion represents a closed curve in
the plane of the normal stress components, this discriminant is con-
strained by the value shown for the ellipse in the equation above. The

curve has to be closed in order to avoid infinite strength.
If we introduce a dimensionless or normalized interaction term,

Fi, =Fy, [VFLF, (7.15)

The range of values of the discriminant in Equation 7.14 can now be
expressed by the range of values of the normalized interaction term:

—1 < Fg, <1 for ellipse
F;“y = *] for parallel lines (7.16)
F;‘y <-1,1 <F;‘y for hyperbola

We can rearrange Equation 7.8 in terms of the following dimension-
less parameters: ‘

x =V F,,0,
y = Fyyoy (7.17)

[}
Il
e
S

|
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In addition, we also need the following dimensionless parameters:

F

F* = X _ X' —X
* T VE, VAX
(7.18)
ety _Y Y
’ vV Fyy VYY'
with these parameters, Equation 7.8 becomes:
x? +2F;‘yxy+y2 +z2 + Fix + Ffy =1 (7.19)

This equation represents a family of ellipses. In the z = 0 plane the loci
for all materials can be described by ellipses with the following
features: : '

® We can find the x-axis intercepts by letting y = 0, in Equation
7.19, we will have

xXX+F¥x—1=0

F* /(F;; 2
=—=+ [|=Z) +1
T3 2

From Equation 7.18, we can show by direct substitution

- /_)ﬁ _/_Zf_' ,
x = %’ X ‘ (7.20)

® Similarly, we can show the y-axis intercepts as

- /Z _|x
v=_| 5 - (7.21)

® F¥, will govern both the slenderness ratio and the inclination of
the major axis; i.e., +45 degrees for negative F¥ ), , and —45 degrees
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for positive ', . In place of the biaxial stress test to determine the
sixth strength parameter, we assume that the orthotropic failure
criterion in Equation 7.19 is a generalization of the von Mises

criterion
Fr,=—1 (1.22)
where the von Mises criterion can be expressed as follows:
x2 —xy+y?= (7.23)

® The linear terms will determine the displacements of the center.

The stress failure criterion in Equation 7.8 for unidirectional com-
posites can be expressed in strain-space. This is often more convenient
than that in stress-space because strain distribution across the thickness
of a laminate is idealized as constant or at most a linear function of the
z-axis. Thus strain at any ply in a laminate can be readily determined
from which the failure criterion in strain-space can be applied directly.
This is the motivation for expressing the criterion in strain rather than
stress-space. Since our material is assumed to be linearly elastic
up to failure, the one-to-one correspondence between strain and stress
is always valid. For each stress there is one and only one corresponding
strain.

In order to derive Equation 7.4 from 7.3, we need only to substitute
the stress components by strain components using the on-axis stress-
strain equation listed in Table 1.6, thus

Fi;Qik Qjrenes + FiQy€; =1 (7.24)
We can define
Grr = FijQu Qs

Gj = FiQii

(7.25)

So that the failure criterion in strain space is

ijfkei + erk =1 (7.26)
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We can expand this equation and invoke symmetry as we did in Equa-
tion 7.7, to have: :

Gyx€: + 26, 606, + G, el + Gye2 +Gre, +Gpey =1
(7.2

where

Gyx = Fxeix + 2nyQxexy +F,VYQ325.V
— 2 ‘ 2
ny - Fxexy + 2nyQnyyy +FJ’YQ)’J’

ny = Fxexexy + ny[Qxeyy + sz] +Fnynyyy
(7.28)
Gy = Fssts = [Q,,/S1?

Gx = FxQ¥x +Fnyy

G, =F0Q: +£Q),

This equation is already dimensionless. Such representation has many
advantages, which include the generality of the equation in all physical
dimensions. These material constants have the same values in SI and
English units.

The strength of a unidirectional composite for a given state of strain
can be obtained directly from solving the quadratic equation of Equa-
tion 7.27. As was the case of the strength in Equation 7.8, there will be
two roots: one for the given strain components; the other for the same
strain components but with the signs reversed.

3. sample strength data

We will use unidirectional T300/5208 composite as an example for the
strength calculation. The measured strength data of this material are:

X = Longitudinal tensile = 1500 MPa

X' = Longitudinal compressive = 1500 MPa

Y = Transverse tensile = 40 MPa (7.29)
Y’ = Transverse compressive = 246 MPa

S = Longitudinal shear = 68 MPa
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From Equations 7.11 et al., we can calculate the following:

F.. = 0.4444 (GPa)™

F,, = 101.6 (GPa)™

F,, =216.2(GPa)? (7.30)
F, = 0

F, = 20.93(GPa)’!

From Equations 7.15 and 7.22

Fxv =V F(F, Fy

= —3.360 (GPa)™?

(7.31)

In stress-space, the allowable strength curves for each material is
anchored by four points representing the four measured strengths.
These points are the intercepts of the stress axes shown as solid dots in
Figure 7.3. It is necessary that all failure envelopes must pass through
these intercepts or focal points.

Oy, GPa

Figure 7.3 The four intercepts of the strength curve in zero shear
stress plane for T300/5208. The assumed strength curve drawn
through these points is based on the generalized von Mises
criterion, .
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An allowable strength curve is drawn through these four points with an
assumed interaction term of the generalized von Mises criterion in
Equation 7.22. Note the high degree of directionality in strength. The
curve is highly elongated. As we have seen earlier, uniaxial stress
induces biaxial strain because of the Poisson’s effect. This is shown in
Figure 1.9. The four fixed points in strain-space that correspond to the
intercepts in Figure 7.3 can be calculated from the on-axis stress-strain
relation.

® wheno, =X,

€8 = €, = X/E, =8287X107°
EF =€,y T Py € =—2320X 107 ‘ (7.32)
e when o, = —X,

€ =@ = X/E,=—8287X107

€F =€y = —Vy € =2320X 107 (7.33)
® wheno, = Y,
| E T €y T Y/Ey =3.883 X 1073
. €F = €xigy = -TVy €, =—0.0618 X 103 (7.34)
® wheng, = -Y’,
e =€y = —Y/E, =—23.88 X 1073
€r =€y = —¥y€, =0380X 107 (7.35)

These focal points are shown in Figure 7.4.

Now we will plot the allowable strength curves in strain-space for
various values of the normalized interaction term. The family of
strength curves in strain-space is shown in Figure 7.5 using the four
focal points in Figure 7.4. The generalized von Mises criterion is equal
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é

)
»M

Figure 7.4 Four focal points of the allowable strength curve in strain-
space, with zero shear strain. The material is T300/5208.

to the curve with F;‘y = —14, With this assumed interaction term, the
failure criteria in strain space (Equation 7.27) can be calculated with
Equation 7.28 and the modulus of the material. For T300/5208, we
have

G,., = .444 X (181.8)2 —2 X 3.36 X 181.8 X 2.89 + 101.6 X 2.89)?

XX

(7.36)
= 12004
Similarly
G,, = 10680 Gyy = —3069- Gy = 11117
' (7.37)
G, =60.64 G, = 2165
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Figure 7.5 Allowable strength curves in strain-space for various values of
the interaction term for T300/5208. These curves show much less direc-
tionality than comparable curves in stress-space,

Strength data for other unidirectional composites can be found in
Table 7.1. The elastic constants of the same materials are listed in
Chapter 1. The strength parameters in stress and strain space can be cal-
culated following the example for T300/5208 in Equations 7.30 and
7.36. The normalized interaction term is assumed to be — 2. We call
the criterion with this value the generalized von Mises criterion. The
strength parameters for the stress and strain space representations are
listed in Tables 7.2 and 7.3, respectively. As a comparison a high
strength aluminum is listed in the same tables. The stiffness of this
metal is based on the Young’s modulus of 69 GPa and Poisson’s ratio
of 0.3, same as those shown in Equation 1.33.
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table 7.1
typical strengths of unidirectional composites in MPa
Long. Long. Trans. Trans.
tens. comp. tens. comp. Shear
Type Material Vr X X Y Y A}
T300/5208 Graphite
[Epoxy 0.70 1500 1500 40 246 68
B(4)/5505 Boron
, [Epoxy 0.50 1260 2500 61 202 67
AS/3501 Graphite
/Epoxy 0.66 1447 1447 51.7 206 93
Scotchply Glass
1002 [Epoxy 0.45 1062 610 31 118 72
Kevlar 49 Aramid
/Epoxy [Epoxy 0.60 1400 235 12 53 34
Aluminum 400 400 400 400 230
AAAAA i
table 7.2
strength parameters in stress space for unidirectional composites* .
Fxx Fyy ny ) Fss-’ Fx Fy
Type Material (GPa)™2 (GPa)™ (GPa)? (GPa)? (GPa)™ (GPa)™
- T300/5208 Graphite :
/Epoxy 444 101.6 —.3.36, 216.2 0 20.93
B(4)/5505 Boron -
- [Epoxy 317 81.15 — 253 222.7 393 11.44
AS/3501 Graphite !
[Epoxy 476 93.48 — 3.33 1154 0 14.50
Scotchply Glass ,
1002 [Epoxy 1.543 2733 —10.27 192.9 — .697 23.78
Kevlar 49 Aramid » :
[Epoxy [Epoxy 3.039 1572 —34.56 865.0 —3.541 64.46
Aluminum 6.25 6.25 — 3.125 18.90 0 0
*Based on generalized von Mises criterion: F, = — V5.

€6 Ssieusiew ajisoduiod jo y3busis

s{elo3ew 91150dLWIOD O} UOHONPOIIUL 26T


www.polycomposite.ir

294 introduction to composite materials strength of composite materials 295

- “ 4. transformation equations for strength parameters
> M 0 DN o 0 -
O =2 3 =] % = = SR S S ST o
N b o S A . We have dealt with the on-axis orientation of the failure criterion. We
can establish the off-axis criterion by establishing the transformation
equations. We have the following:
3 © = © w e On-axis: stress, and the quadratic and linear strength parameters:
&' g & a & g =©
T Oy, 0y, 05} Foxr By Frys Fygs Fy, F,
e Off-axis: stress, and the quadratic and linear strength parameters:
e~ —
2 - 8 8 & & =
© - 3 a by hA @ 01,02, 065 Fr1.F225--+5 Fy, F,, Fg
- We wish to express the off-axis strength in terms of the on-axis
a ; strength. This is precisely the same as the transformation of compliance
[ ) 0 vy o 00 © ; y p
t {3 &8 8 ¥ & 8 & Table 3.8.
s | & & = ~ S o .; in Table
z I I | o - ' We can derive this by substltutmg the stress transformation equation
-] o
E into the on-axis failure criterion in Equation 7.8. The stress transforma-
3"-:— tion is used to replace the on-axis stress to an off-axis stress; i.€.,
" .
.E a OOO # 5 ;S l\g o~ Table 2.1.
8l 8§ & ¥ g ¥ @
£ = «~ *% LN x 2 2 2
S Fyy(m®0, + n?o, + 2mnog)
S N ,
5 | : 2 2 o) 2. + m2g, —
2 - ; Fy,(m*a, + n2a, + 2mnog) (n*0, + m*0, 2mnag)
8 " b N 0 0 ™ = 1 ‘
[ = S Py o Al o0 i
& o ~ S =~ ) < ) = :
z — — - ™ 0 Fay ! +F 2 + m? -2 2
g — N » yy(n g, +méa, mnog)
5 S f
' L .
3 2 : + F [—mno; + mno, + (m* —n? )og1?
© (5} &
g .
c |E =2 8 £ g 2 2
S8 ]|E% c% E% 2 2 g b + F,.(m*0, + n°02 + 2mnog)
= = =7 =
F 15|58 82 58 82 E& 5 ¢
R-] CE 22 CH TR <8 < > 2 2
e - T + F,(n"0, + m?0, —2mnog) =1 (7.38)
e S
g E
S g Rearranging the above, we have
& =9}
™ g &
2slel8 & 5 % 9 5 (mF, +ntE, +2mniF,, +m*niFylo,?
o& | &8 ) a < . > M Ly THREyy m xy TmMIRT L 10y
@£ & S = pAS S =K B
£ s 3 A 3 S T & ]
- Q
ol - e g <« A2 E @ +...+2mn(Fx—Fy)06=l
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Matching this with Equation 7.5, we have

Fyy =m*Fy, +n*F,, +2m*n*F, , + m*n?F

..... (7.39)

Fg = 2mn(F, —Fy)

The quadratic strength parameter transforms exactly like the com-
pliance in Table 3.8; the linear, the same as strain in Table 2.5. The
only difference is that Table 2.5 transforms from the off-axis to the
on-axis. The transformation of F’s and those of all other material prop-
erties are from the on-axis to the off-axis. The sign of the sine functions
must change. The results are listed in Tables 7.4(a) and (b), where
matrix multiplication is implied.

table 7.4(a)

transformation of quadratic strength parameters in stress space
in power functions

Fax Fyy Fay Fss
£, m* n* 2m#n? m?n*
Foz n* m* 2mén? ‘m?n?
Fiz mén? m?n? m?*+n* -m?n?
Ffes |9m?én? 4m2n? -8mén? (m2-np2)?
Fe |2m’n -2mn* 2(mn*-m’n) mn?-m’n
Fes |2mn? =2m’n  2(m’n-mn’®) m3n-mn’

m=cos 8, n=sin8

table 7.4(b)

transformation of linear strength parameters in
stress space in power functions

G 5
/.7 mz ,72
,:2 ”2 mZ
Fe Zmn -2mn

m=cos &, n=sin&

www.polycomposite.ir
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Similarly we can derive the same equations in terms of multiple angle
functions. These are shown in Tables 7.5(a) and (b).

table 7.5(a) ,
transformation of quadratic strength parameters
in stress space in multiple angle functions

/ Uz Us
Fu U, cos28 cos48
Fae U, ~-co0s28 cos4d
Fia . Uy -cos46
Fes U, ~4cos48
Frs » ‘ sin28 2sin 46
Fie sin28  -2sin 46

where the U’s are defined like those for the compliance in lEquation
3.56. The F; shall replace the S;;.

table 7.5(b)
transformation of linear strength parameters
in stress space in multiple angle functions

p q
£ / cos28
Fa / -cos28
Fe 2sin28

wherep=-;—(Fx +Fy)’q=%(Fx —F)

We can derive the transformation equations for the strength param-
eters in strain space by substituting the transformed strain components
into the failure criterion in Equation 7.27. The results are shown in
Table 7.6 for the power functions formulation and Table 7.7 for the
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multiple angle functions. The quadratic parameters transform like the
stiffness components; the linear parameters, the stress components.

table 7.6(a)
transformation of quadratic strength parameters in strain space
in power functions

» Gax ny ny Gss
G, m* n* 2m?n? 4m?n?
Gaz n m* 2man? Im2n?
G,; m?*n? mén? m*+n* -4m?n?
Ges | m?n® m®n?® -2m®n® (m? -ntf
G m?n -mn? mn?®-m?n  2(mn? -m’n)
Gae mn? -m’n m’n~-mn® 2(m’n-mn®)

m=cos8,n=siné

table 7.6(b)
transformation of linear strength parameters in
strain space in power functions

- Gy G
G, m? n?
G, n? m?
Gs mn —mn

table 7.7(a)
transformation of quadratic strength parameters
in strain space in multiple angle functions

/ 2 2
G, Y, cos28 cos48
Gz A -cos26 cos 48
G, U, -cos48
Gss Us - cos48
Ge + sin 26 sin 48
Gs ‘2L sin28 ~s5in 48

where the Us are similar to those for the stiffness in Equation 3.15.
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table 7.7(b)

transformation of linear strength parameters in
strain space in multiple angle functions

P q
G / cos 28
G, / - cos 28
Ge sin 268

wherep=%(Gx +G,)q =%(Gx —G))

We can easily determine the off-axis strength of unidirectional com-
posites by using the transformation relations of the strength param-
eters. The failure criterion in stress space is

Fijo;0; + Fio; = 15 ij=12,6 (7.40)

where the F’s are of the off-axis orientation. The simplest case is the
uniaxial tensile and compressive strengths of an off-axis unidirectional
composite. The failure criterion above is reduced to:

F 102 +Fio, —1=0 (7.41)

Using the power function formulation of the transformation equation
in Tables 7.4(a) and (b) respectively, we have
Fyy =mdF, +n*F,, + 2m*n®F,, + m*n®Fy
(7.42)

F, m*F, + n? F,
where m = cosf, n = sing. v

There are two roots in the solution of Equation 7.41 corresponding
to the tensile and compressive strengths.



www.polycomposite.ir

300 introduction to composite materials

The off-axis shear strength is simply the roots of:

Fee02 + Feog—1 =0
(7.43)
where Fgg = 4m?>m?(F,, + F,,)) —8m?n*F, , + (m*—n?)?F
Fe = 2mn (F, — F))

Using the strength data in Table 7.2 we can predict the off-axis
uniaxial strengths of AS/3501 when 0 is 45 degrees

Fyy = %(.476 +93.48—2X3.33+1154)

(7.44)
= %(202.7) = 50.2 (GPa)™2
F, = -;-(14.5) =7.25(GPay! (7.45)
Solving for the roots:
502X 10718 02 +7.25X 10° 0, —1=0  (7.46)
oy = —72.2%+/ (72.2)* + 19920 = —72.2 158
= 86, —230 MPa ' (7.47)

Repeating the same calculation for different ply orientation, we arrive
at the solid lines in Figure 7.6. Available data are shown as circles. *

The normalized interaction term is taken to be —% for the calcula-
tion above. This is an assumption. If we use the maximum and mini-
mum value of 1 and —I1, the limits imposed by ellipses, we have
respectively

F,, = +6.66 (GPa)™

Fi 55.6, 49.0 (GPa)™?

*Provided by R. Y. Kim, University of Dayton Research Institute

strength of composite materials 301

Substituting these values into Equation 7.46 in place of 50.2 and solv-
ing the quadratic equations, we will have two sets of roots:

For F;“y = 1, o, =83.9, —214 MPa

F¥, =—1, o, = 86.9, —234 MPa

The predicted off-axis uniaxial strengths are not sensitive to the value
of the interaction term. At 45 degrees the contribution of this term to
the transformed F is the greatest; see Equation 7.42. As the angle
moves away from 45 degrees the interaction term has even less effect.
Conversely, the uniaxial off-axis test cannot be used to compare or
validate failure criteria. Other combined stress state which the off-axis
test cannot produce would be more discriminating.

1500¢

/1000

500

N/ /h, MPa

-500

AS/350/ UMDIRECTIONAL

-1500¢

Figure 7.6 Uniaxial tensile and compressive strengths of AS/3501
graphite/epoxy composites as a function of fiber orientations.
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5. strength/stress or strength ratios

Our failure criterion such as that in Equation 7.8 specifies the condition
of failure. The strength parameters expressed in F’s are fixed for a given
material. The imposed stress components when substituted into the
left-hand side of the failure criterion may produce any positive numer-
jcal value. When this value equals unity, the failure criterion is satisfied;
i.e., failure will occur under the given stress components. If the com-
ponents have greater values, the left-hand side of Equation 7.8 exceeds
unity. This is not physically possible. The material cannot sustain such
combination of stress components.

If the imposed stress is smaller, the left-hand side has a value less
than unity. We conclude that failure has not occurred. Thus the failure
criterion like that in Equation 7.8 provides only a go-or-no-go criterion.

We can increase the information given by the failure criterion if we
use a different variable. We define this variable as the strength/stress
ratio, or simply, strength ratio R:

Oiqy = R 0; € = €ia) = R ‘ (7.48)

where stress or strain components without remarks are those applied

or imposed; and subscript (@) or asterisk means the allowed or the

ultimate stress or strain. Several features of this ratio should be
. mentioned.*

® When applied stress or strain is zero, R = o,

® When the stress or strain is safe, R > 1.

@ When the allowable or ultimate stress or strain is reached, R = 1.
® R cannot be less than unity which has no physical reality.

The conventional failure criterion is a fail-or-no-fail criterion.
Strength ratios will not only define the upper bound where the allow-
able or ultimate exist (R = 1), but will also indicate the quantitative
measures of the safety margin. If the ratio is two, it means that the
applied stress can be doubled before failure occurs. ’

Since we have assumed that our material is linearly elastic up to
failure, the strength ratio in stress is equal to that in strain.

*The reciprocal of this is called stress ratio in some design handbooks of metallic structures.
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We also assume proportional loading in Equation 7.48 that for each
applied stress or strain, its unit vector remains fixed up to failure. This
assumption is necessary to define a unique strength ratio from any
starting point. :

The starting point of stress or strain application need not be the
origin of the reference coordinate system. If our surface is a sphere, the
starting point can be anywhere within the sphere. Moreover, there are
many reasons for starting from points other than the center or origin. -
Besides, initial stress or strain, different tensile and compressive
strengths, and different longitudinal and transverse strengths will all
shift the starting point of stress and strain application.

If the applied stress or strain is a unit vector, the resulting strength
ratio value becomes the allowable. This is a convenient feature of this
ratio from the standpoint of computation. '

We will try to illustrate the meaning of strength ratios with simple
examples. Let us first use circles to represent the surfaces of constant
strength ratios. The equation of this family of curves is:

x2 + y? =1/R?, or ' (7.49)
R? = 1/(x* + y?) (7.50)

where x, y = stress or strain components.

From the definition of strength ratios in Equation 7.48, we know

X(a) = Rx
Yy = Ry (7.51)

Combining Equations 7.49 and 7.50, we have
Xty ¥ ¥y =1 (7.53)
The strength ratio becomes unity when the stress or strain is at its

allowable level. The curves of Equation 7.49 are shown in Figure 7.7.
We can make the following comments:



304 introduction to composite materials

® This material is isotropic with equal

strengths in x and y diréctions. The
/'V}’__? ‘ tensile and compressive strengths are

R=/ /5 37 also equal.
+—4 ‘\\ J X %o ® Proportional loading from the origin is
/ assumed. Each loading path follows a
radius. The strength ratio curves will

change if proportional loading is not
followed. This change will be dis-
cussed later in this chapter.
® The combined stress effect can cer-
tainly be different from a circle. In
fact, the von Mises criterion for plasticity in isotropic materials in
nondimensional stress components is elliptical; see Equation 7.23.

Figure 7.7 Curves for con-
stant strength ratios for an
idealized material,

x2 —xy+y?=1/R%*, or (7.54)
R? =1/(x? —xy +y?) (7.55)

Instead of concentric circles, we will have concentric ellipses.
However, the strength ratio concept is equally applicable. The
remarks on isotropy, equality in tension and compression, and
proportional loading remain valid for the von Mises case.

If our material has different tensile and compressive strengths but
remains isotropic with circular combined stress effect, Equation 7.53
must be modified as follows:

[xgy +dI? + [y +dl12 =1 (7.56)

where d = one-half the difference between tensile and compressive
strengths (positive d means higher compressive than tensile strength).

Substituting Equation 7.51 and rearranging, we have

[x +%]2 + [y+%]2 =1/R?, or (7.57)

(x2 +y))R* +2d(x+y)R—(1—2d*)=0 (7.58)

www.polycomposite.ir
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This family of circles is shown in Figure 7.8. The following features can

be noted. )

¥ ® The curves remain circular by the
assumption made in Equation 7.56.

® The radius is inversely proportional
to the square of the strength ratio.

® Proportional loading starts from the
origin of the x-y coordinates.

® The center of each strength ratio is
no longer fixed in one position.

® The circles are displaced by an
amount inverscly proportional to
the strength ratio.

Figure 7.8 Surfaces for constant

strength ratios for an idealized .
isotropic material having differ-  constant strength ratio can come from

ent tensile and compressive initial stress.
strengths. Let us assume that initial tensile stress
/ components exist. Then, analogous to
Equation 7.57, we have

Another perturbation of the curves of

2

SRR 7 BESRN s P B o
[x+—k—:' +‘[y +F] = 1/R?, or (7.59)

[x* + p21R? + 2[x,x + y,yIR—[1 —x2 —»2] =0 (7.60)

Judging from this equation as compared with Equation 7.57, there is no
qualitative difference between the two. The only difference is the dis-
placements of the centers of successive circles. The curves for Equation
7.59 will look essentially the same as those in Figure 7.8.

For our unidirectional composite, the failure criteria listed in Equa-
tions 7.1 to 7.4 can be easily modified by introducing strength ratios
defined in Equation 7.48.

Oia) = RO; €ia) = Re; (7.61)

Failure occurs when the allowed stréss or strain on the left-hand side of
Equation 7.61 is reached. Thus Equations 7.3 and 7.4 actually apply to
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the allowable quantities, or

Fii0;4)%@) T Fi0i0y =1
Substituting Equation 7.61,

(Gye€;1R? + [Gig]JR—1=0

(7.62)

or aR* + bR -1 =0 (7.63)

Instead of solving for the stress or strain, we solve for the strength ratio.
There are to conjugate roots, R and R’ corresponding to the applied
stress/strain vector going in opposite directions; i.e.,

R, R' = +(b/2a)* + (1/a) = (b/2a) (7.64)
Usually only R is needed, R’ is useful for bending.

6. in-plane strength of laminates

The in-plane strength of laminates is determined by examining the
strength ratios of each ply orientation subjected to a given state of
stress resultants. The ply with the lowest strength ratio will fail first.
The state of stress resultant when this ply failure occurs is called
the first-ply-failure state. The plies with higher strength ratios will
fail later, when the externally applied stress is increased. This successive
ply failure progresses until the last ply or ultimate failure occurs. The
ply-by-ply examination can be expressed in Figure 7.9 The relation be-
tween in-plane strain and the applied stress resultant is from Chapter 4:

€ = a;N; (7.65)

Substituting: this into Equation (7.62) for a ply with 8 orientation:

(G e2e? 1Rgy + (G €21R(5)—1=0 (7.66)
(G4 aya; N NpIRE) + (GID ayN; IRy —1=0  (7.67)

[ch) N NfIREy + [H,w NilRy—1=0 (7.68)
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where
(0) = ((6) 0) —. (8
1) =GP apay, H® =GPq; _ (7.69)
R(o) = Strength ratio of the 8 ply orientation
’ [y
-3 '—’510/ R, Ry
o X
A 152‘ ‘
@'N’ = Y N ,
] - N 3 ) Rasi » Fras
(90
R ,, X
< HN— Risey , R
sa , Mso
I _
0’7 7;* G;/ ’ Q
(a) (b) > (¢) ————(d)
Stress /n - Plane P/ '
Resultants Strain S‘/ra}/l'n %%gm

%)  (6)
L H/'j: /-/I

Figure 7.9 Ply-by-ply strength ratios of a laminate. For given
laminate stress resultants or in-plane strains, ply strains can be
calculated. Then the strength ratios can be readily determined.
The lowest strength ratio ply is the first ply to fail,

The in-plane strength of a multidirectional laminate will have multi-
ple strength ratios; one set (R and R’) for each ply orientation. The ply
with the lowest ratio will be the first to fail, the FPF. Two factors
control the ply failures in a laminate. First, the in-plane compliance a.
This is a function of the ply volume fractions. The function is non-
linear; see Figures 4.7 and 4.9. The specific ply orientation is the

. second factor. The H functions in Equation 7.69 are vector products of

the transformed strength parameters G’s of the ply and the in-plane
compliance of the laminate. The H functions provide a direct link
between (a) and (d) in Figure 7.9 for each ply.



308 introduction to composite materials

The ply failure stress levels for T300/5208 cross-ply laminates based
on the normalized stress resultant (N/h) are listed in Table 7.8. For
each applied unit stress, the strength ratios are now equal to the ulti-
mate strengths. We list the strengths for the 0 and 90 degree plies. For
example, the first line in Table 7.8 shows the case of hydrostatic stress

applied to a [0/90] laminate. The tensile failure would occur at 302 ~

MPa, and compressive failure at 1960 MPa. Both plies would fail simul-
taneously. The first and last ply failures coincide.

table 7.8

selected ply failure stress of cross-ply laminates, in MPa
Unit .
stress 0-degree ply 90-degree ply
Laminates vector R oy R(o) R(9o) R 590)
(0/90] (1,1,0) 302 1960 302 1960
(1,0,0) 681 1107 373 2268
(0,1,0) 373 2268 681 1107
(1,-1,0 §§§ 351 351 ‘856
[0,/90] (1,1,0) 240 1830 303 1334
(1,0,0) 892 1413 485 2915
2,1,0) 208 1282 200 1360
(1,—1,0) 941 260 389 597
(0,1,0) 262 1602 476 785
[0/90,] (1,1,0) 303 1334 240 1830
(1,0,0) 476 785 262 1602
(1,2,0) 200 1360 208 1283
(2,1,0) 192 543 126 925
{06/90] (1,1,0) 133 . 951 207 541
(1,0,0) 1159 1691 614 3562
(0,1,0) 135 829 244 407
(1,-1,0) 675 135 300 276

The second line in Table 7.8 shows that under uniaxial tensile load,
the 90-degree ply would fail at 373 MPa, and the 0-degree at 681 MPa.
In compression, the first ply failure would be in the 0O-degree ply at

www.polycomposite.ir
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1107 MPa, while the 90-degree will not fail until 2268 MPa.

The complete failure envelopes for various cross-ply laminates are
shown in stress space in Figure 7.10. The inner boundary or the over-
lapped area is the FPF locus; the outer boundary, the ultimate failure

locus.
gy
t ,
-4 - - -
| N— ? 42 ﬁ { 12
Ty, GPa
-1
/'\ (0/90)
- 2000 - ]

(02/90)

(0s/90)

——=T5001 '

e

Figure 7.10 Failure envelopes in normal stress resultant space for
TSOQ/ 5208 cross-ply laminates. A unidirectional composite (Figure
7.3) is also shown to indicate the degree of change in ply failure
envelopes within a laminate. The unit for the laminates is MPa,
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If simultaneous failure of all plies is an optimum condition for a
laminate design, it is possible to achieve it only in the first and third
quadrants in the stress space. The envelopes do not coincide in the
other quadrants. For hydrostatic stress, the [0/90] would be the
optimum. This is intuitively obvious. If the stress ratio is 2:1 or the unit
vector is (2,1,0), we see in Table 7.8 that the [0,/90)} laminate would
be approximately optimum. A more exact ratio should be 2:1.1. We are
within 10 percent of the optimum if we use 2:1. Thus a simple-minded
model of matching the ply ratio with the stress ratios is fairly good.
This approach is called the netting analysis. But netting analysis does
not cover the second and fourth quadrants.

We can superpose all the laminates in Figure 7.10 and determine the
optimum ply ratio for any stress ratio. We are restricting ourselves to
the zero shear plane which is also the principal stress plane. This is done
in Figure 7.11. This figure provides a quick estimate of the required
number of plies and the ply ratio of a cross-ply laminate. '

For a hydrostatic tension (N; = N, = p) of 3.02 MN/m we know
from Table 7.8 and Figure 7.11 that the [0/90] or ply ratio equal to
unity would be the optimum. The laminate thickness required

3.02
n= 3902_ g 7.70
302 m (7.70)

The number of plies

h .01 ; ‘
= — =———— = §( plies 7.71
T on T Tnsxioe P (7.7
The optimum laminate is [04/904].
Suppose we have
N, = —N, =3.51 MN/m (7.72)

For [0/90] laminate the lower strength is the 90 degree ply from Table
7.8.
51

h o= % = .01 m or 80 plies (7.73)
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The laminate is the same as the above, or [04/904,1]. But, if we use
[0,/90], the strength is now 389.

3.51
389

h = =.00902 m or approximately 72 plies (7.74)

The optimum laminate should be [0,4/90,,]. the the significant
difference between the two laminates.

\ (0/50¢)
(0/90,)
(0/90)

=N, /h,MPa

Figure 7.11 Maximum first ply failure envelope of T300/5208 cross-ply laminates.
All 0 and all 90-degree unidirectional composites are not included.
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The failure envelopes of multidirectional laminates can also be shown For different ply ratios, the externally applied loads will follow dif-
in strain space. This is obtained by using the strength parameters in ferent loading paths in strain space. For uniaxial tension or compressive
strain space listed in Equation 7.37 for the T300/5208. Or we can use stresses, the resulting loading paths have slopes equal to their Poisson’s
the parameters in Table 7.3 if we are interested in AS/3501. Substi- ratios. This was shown in Figure 7.4 for unidirectional composites
tuting the data in Equation 7.66 for the multidirectional laminate, T300/5208. For cross-ply laminates of various ply ratios, the loading
we obtain the failure envelopes in strain space shown in Figure 7.12. paths as dictated by Poisson’s ratios are shown in Figure 7.13.

'y 62' /0‘3 [52’ /0'3

- /0 /10

[o]
- / —
[09790] %
| [0799, -

-30 =30 [s0/ -20 -/0

=30
Figure 7.12 Failure envelopes of 0 and 90 degree plies in cross-ply : . . . L .
laminates of T300/5208. Ply ratios do not change the failure envelopes Figure 7.13 Loadx_ng patl.ls f OT various p}y ratios in cross-ply lammates' of

. in strain space. : T300/5208. Loading is limited to uniaxial stresses. The slopes of the lines

are therefore equal to the Poisson’s ratio of particular laminates.

The key feature of these envelopes is that they remain fixed for each
ply orientation, independent of the ply ratios. This is true because the
laminate compliance does not appear in the failure criterion in Equa-
tion 7.66. For each laminate, the loading path in strain space will vary.
This was not the case for the stress space version of the failure criterion.

We can then combine the loading paths in Figure 7.13 with the.
failure surfaces in Figure 7.12. This is done in Figure 7.14. For each
loading vector, there is also the reversed (unloading) vector which
changes the sign for all the strain components. The strength ratio based
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Figure 7,14 Superposed failure envelopes of plies in cross-ply lam-
inates of T300/5208. This figure is the sum of Figures 7.12 and 7.13.

on strains will provide the numerical margin of safety; i.e., how much
increase the strain can sustain before failure.

The failure envelopes in strain or in-plane strain space in Figure 7.14
are governed by Equation 7.66. Laminate compliance is not included in
the equation. Only ply orientations appear through the strain param-
eters, the G’s. For a bidirectional laminate, there are only two ply
envelopes and their shape and position remain fixed independent of the
ply ratios. The loading path in strain space will change as we change the
ply ratio. Several common loading paths are shown in Figure 7.13.

The failure envelopes of multidirectional laminates can be illustrated
in a number of ways. Each representation has its own advantages and
reveals one or more aspects of the interaction within a laminate. Only
with a good understanding of the lamina-laminate relation can we use
composite materials effectively.
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The laminate will have the first ply failure in the ply with the lowest
strength ratio. After the first ply failure, the laminate may be able to
continue until all plies have failed. The calculation of the laminate
behavior after the first ply failure is not easy to perform. The laminate
compliance is increased, or laminate modulus is decreased. Internal
damage is induced by the first ply failure. An iterative process is re-
quired to assess the successive ply failures. This process is not well
defined and will not be covered here. If we assume that ply failures do
not affect the laminate compliance, the ultimate strength of the lam-
inate can be determined from the highest strength ratio among the
plies. This approximation is not unreasonable if all ply failures up to
the ultimate strength of the laminate are limited to matrix failures and
do not involve fiber failures. The loss of transverse stiffness of many
unidirectional plies may not significantly affect the in-plane stiffness of
the laminate. Figure 3.8 shows the change in the off-axis modulus of
T300/5208 when transverse stiffness goes to zero.

It is reasonable to assume that damage initiation and accumulation
do not occur if a laminate is kept below the first ply failure level. This
level is equivalent to the yield stress of conventional materials. It is a
conservative criterion to design a laminate based on the FPF stress or
strain. In the next section the FPF envelope can be approximated by
simple geometric bodies in the strain space. A direct comparison of the
strength capability between a multidirectional composite and other
materials becomes possible.

7. approximate first ply failure ehvelopes

The failure envelopes in strain space are independent of the ply orienta-
tions. We showed the T300/5208 [0,,/90,, ] laminates in Figures 7.12
and 7.14. The loading paths in strain space, however, are sensitive to
the ply ratios or stacking sequence. The laminate compliance enters
into the determination of loading paths. Uniaxial loadings have slopes
equal to the Poisson’s ratio of the laminate. Several loading paths are
shown in Figures 7.13 and 7.14.

We show the failure envelopes of other ply orientations in Figure
7.15. There is a first ply failure domain common to all ply orientations,
independent of the stacking sequence of the laminate. In this plane
(¢; — €,) the envelopes change shape and location as the ply orienta-
tion changes. They do not move like rigid bodies.
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Figure 7.15 Failure envelopes of T300/5208 off-axis plies in the normal
strain space.

We can repéét the representation of failure envelopes in the \/Eq -

V2r space, where the square root of two comes from the coordinate

transformation equations in Equation 2.38. We have previously
defined:

(e, —€2)

S8
i
Do | —

(7.75)

~
I

| —
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. For the case of

p=%—(e1 +€,)=0 (7.76)

the failure envelope of a 0-degree ply is shown in Figure 7.16.

=3
&, 10
1/2_p
/

&
1 |
5 w0

1/2—q

Figure 7.16 The failure envelope of a T300/5208 0-degree ply in
the g-r strainspace with zero p. ~ "~ 7

As ply orientation changes, the failure envelopes in the g-r space or the
equivalent constant p space undergo rigid body rotations at an angular
velocity of 20. The inner locus of the revolving failure envelope is the
exact FPF envelope when we have infinite number of ply orientations.
This envelope is conservative for finite number of orientations. For

example, Figure 7.17 shows the margin of conservatism for a {0/30]
laminate.
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Figure 7.17 Difference between the actual and the approximate failure
envelopes of a [0/30] laminate,

The approximate FPF envelope is compared directly with the actual
FPF envelope of this laminate. For most other laminates, this margin
becomes much smaller. Figure 7.18 shows the rapid convergence
toward the approximate first ply failure envelope with radius R for a
laminate of {0/30/90].

We can show the results above analytically by expressing the failure
criterion in strain space in terms of p,q,r.* By direct substitution into
the general (off-axis) failure criterion.

*See reference by H. T. Hahn and 8. W. Tsai, “Graphical Determination of Stiffness and Strengfh
of Composite Laminates,” Journal of Composite Materials, Volume 8, pp. 160-177, 1974.
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(Gy1 + 26, + Gy )p? + (Gyy —2G,, + G,2)q? +4Ggsr?
2Gyy —Gaay)pg + 4Gy + Gyg)pr+ 4G —Gre)qr

+(Gy +Gy)p + (G, —Gy)q + 2Ggr = 1 (7.77)

Figure 7.18 Thg approximate first ply failure envelope of a tridirectional
T300/5208 laminate. The envelope is a circle in the q-r space which is
convenient analytically.

We can substitute the transformation equations of the strength param-

eters in Table 7.7, and move all invariant terms to the right-hand side of
equation, we have '

4(Us + Uy)g" + 4(Us = Uy ' + @U,p + 2q96)q

=1=2[(U, + U,)p* + pgp) (7.78)
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where the U’s are the linear combinations the G’s (not the modulus of
unidirectional composites). The transformed ¢ and r are defined in
Table 2.14. They correspond to the result of a rigid body rotation with
angular displacement 26 shown in Figures 7.16 to 7.18. Linear combina-
tions of the linear strength parameters are defined in Table 7.7().
We can specialize the general equation of the failure envelope to

special cases:

® Let ¢’ and r’ be zero.
20U, + Uy)p? + 2pgp—1=0 (7.79)
where for T300/5208 in Table 7.3

2U, +Uy) = Gy + G, +26G,,

= 16546 4
(7.80)
2pG = Gx + Gy
= 277
Solving for p,
p=3.05X103, —19.79 X 1073 (7.81)

These points are. shown as P and P’ in Figure 7.15. They represent
the hydrostatic strain capability of the laminate. They are in-
dependent of the ply orientation.

® Let p and 7' be zero.
4(Us + U3)q" +2q54'—1=0 (7.82)
where
4Us +U3)=6G,, + Gy, —2ny
= 28822
(7.83)
2qG = Gx - G}'

= —155.86
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Solving for q’,

q 9.185 X 1073, —3.77 X 1073
V2q'

These points are the incepts of the g-axis shown in Figure 7.16.

(7.84)

1298 X103, —5.34 X 1073

® Let p and q' be zero.
AU — Uy =1 (7.85)
where -
4Us —Us) = 4G,
= 44471 (7.86)
Y o= t4.74 X 1073

Vor

These points are the intercepts of the r-axis for the O-degree ply.
They are shown in Figure 7.16.

£6.70 X 1073 (7.87)

Il

From the calculations above we know that the approximate first ply
failure envelope for T300/5208 is anchored by the two hydrostatic
points, P and P’ in Figure 7.15 et al. The radius R in the g-r space from
Equation 7.84 is:

R=v2X3.77X 10 =534 X 1073 (7.88)

This simple description of the failure envelope is accurate for laminates
with several ply orientations. This was shown in Figures 7.16 to 7.18. A
direct comparison of a composite laminate with the conventional
material is now possible. This is analogous to the quasi-isotropic con-
stants of a composite materials which represent the minimum stiffness
capability. Our invariant representation of the failure envelope here is
also the minimum capability in strength of our composite laminate.
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This approximate FPF is conservative and is safe because damage initia-
tion and accumulation are not likely to occur. )

In Figure 7.19 a direct comparison between the approximate FPF of
T300/5208 and the high strength aluminum listed in Table 7.3 is pre-

sented. The aluminum envelope is approximate, and is based on the

ultimate strength and on thHe von Mises failure criterion. The FPF
envelope is closer to the conventional yielding than the ultimate. The
weight advantage of the graphite-epoxy composite is not included in
the comparison in Figure 7.19. If yielding is used as the basis and the
40 percent weight advantage is claimed, the resulting circles for this
high strength aluminum will be very small. It is fair to say that the
strength advantage of composite materials is greater than the stiffness
advantage.

Ao 107
6 ‘/Z’_p
P
€, 107
7 -
ALUMINUM
(ULTIMATE)
V2 q
APPROX FPF

Figure 7.19 Comparison of failure envelopes of T300/5208 with a high
strength aluminum. The approximate first ply failure envelope is used for
the composite material. The aluminum failure is based on the ultimate and
the von Mises criterion.
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Further approximations of the FPF envelope can be made if more
simplification is needed. For example, the approximate FPF in Figure
7.19 and 7.15 can be replaced by an ellipsoid with circular cross section
in the g-r space. In place of the segmented FPF curves in the p-q plane,
an elliptic cross section that inscribes or circumscribes the FPF curves

can be found. This approximate FPF envelope will take the following
form:

WP, a*+r
a? b?

=Y - (7.89)

where a, b are the semi-major axes of the ellipsoid, p, the shift of the
center of the ellipsoid from the origin. From Equations 7.79 et al., we
can derive the following relations:

° 20U, + Uy,) (7.90)
a4 = \/p IR S (7.91)
° 22U, + Uy) ]

2
Op=r-o = min T@%i \/ [4(Usqi ) A : Us)
(7.92)

This approximate envelope can also be expressed by:
Giee+Gie =1 (7.93)
where 5,-]-, G; ére the strength parameters for the approximate FPF.

Comparing Equation 7.89 and 7.93, we can show the following
relations:

- = _ 1 a*+5p?

Ciy =G =5 m—— (7.94)
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eI B il (7.95)
12 4b? 4* —p,>
= L@ —Gpy=-L =2 (7.96)
G66 _E(Gll 12 4b2 (l2 —p 2
Pl 7
G, =Gp=——— ‘ (7.9
G, =G, pr——
Gg =G36=G16=0 (7.98)‘
There are only three independent strength paramgters.
Other simplifications are possible, such as making
¢ =b = b, (7.99)
o p, =0 (7.100)

in Equation 7.89. Instead of ellipsoid for the approximate FPF, we have

spheres. ' '
When we have both conditions in Equations 7.99 and 7.100,

p* +4q? + 2 =b/2 (7.101)
or
ER +%662 = (7.102)
where for T300/5208,
by= 4 X 107 (7.103)

This simple approach is preferred over the maximu‘m strain criterion
because the analytic foundation is preserved in Equatlon. 7.102. ‘
The successive levels of approximation can be explicitly stated with-
out changing internal consistency. The invariant nature anq the ply
orientation independence of various FPF envelopes are re.tamed. ’l."he
orientation dependency of the more complex relations in Equation
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7.66 et al. can be replaced by approximate FPF envelopes. Direct com-
parisons among different composite materials and conventional mate-
rials are now possible. Laminate optimization and sizing can be carried
out on a rational basis. The simplifications embodied in the approx-
imate FPF envelopes can lead to straightforward and analytically con-
sistent design procedure. To design for strength becomes as simple for
composite materials as that for conventional materials.

8. conclusions

The quadratic interaction failure criterion in stress and strain space is
recommended for unidirectional and multidirectional composite mate-
rials. This approach is easy to use because the coefficients of the failure
criterion are components of tensors. Established transformation equa-
tions and invariants can be used. Depending on the accuracy desired,
several levels of simplifications can be achieved. An important facet of
this approach is the resulting rigid body rotation of the failure envelope
in the g-r strain space. The angular displacement of the rotation is
precisely twice the ply orientation. The inner locus of the rotated
failure envelope is a circle. Taking advantage of the rigid body rotation,

this approximate FPF is invariant, independent of the ply orientation. .

The ultimate failure of a laminate, on the other hand, cannot be readily
reduced to an orientation independent representation. The approximate
FPF envelope is conservative and provides a basis for simplified design
and sizing procedure not possible with the exact FPF envelope. In the
latter case, ply-by-ply orientation becomes necessary.
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. homework problems

. What is the highest FPF stress of a T300/5208 cross-ply laminate
under uniaxial compression? At what ply ratio does the maximum

strength occur? For example, the FPF stress [04/90] is 1691 MPa in’

‘Table 7.8. What is the physical explanation of this result above?

. How do we calculate the exact intercept of approximate FPF on the
positive €, or €, axis in Figure 7.197 Is it the same as the failure
strain listed in Equation 7.32?

. What can we say about the validity and usefulness of the maximum
strain criterion in Equation 7.2?

. What are the values of @, b and p, in Equation 7.89 for T300/5208
assuming the ellipsoid would circumscribe the segmented FPF in
Figure 7.15; i.e., passing through P and P'? Is this envelope con-
servative? What are the values of (_;i/-?

. How can the approximate FPF in Problem d be represented in the
stress-resultant space? Compare the result with all the exact FPF
envelopes in Figure 7.10.

. Show failure envelopes in stress and strain space of Kevlar 49 com-
posite materials listed in Tables 7.2 and 7.3. What are the effects of
the low longitudinal compressive strength on the approximate FPF
envelopes?
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nomenclature

E. E, E Young’s and shear moduli

Fy, F; = Strength parameters in stress space; i,/ = x,y,x or 1,2,6
gl‘j, (_?,- = Strength parameters in strain space

G, G; = First-ply-failure strength parameters in strain space

H(9), H(®)
ij i

. q

Rgy R(o)

s

U;

X X
Y, Y
x,),8
0;
€;
€;*
v

FPF

I

I

Strength parameters of the 0-degree ply in a laminate
Linear combinations of first rank strength parameters
Strength ratios of the 8-degree ply
Longitudinal-transverse shear strength

Linear combinations of second rank strength parameters
Longitudinal tensile and compressive strengths
Transverse tensile and compressive strengths
Normalized stress components

Stress components; i = x,y,s or 1,2,6

Strain components;i = x,y,s or 1,2,6

Ultimate strains; / = x, y, s

Poisson’s ratios; i = x,y

First Ply Failure
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chapter 8
hygrothermal behavior

Deformation is also possible upon change of temperature and upon
absorption of moisture. The matrix material is much more susceptible
to hygrothermal deformation than the fiber. The hygrothermal defor-
mation of a unidirectional composite is therefore much higher in the
transverse direction than in the longitudinal direction. Such anisotropy
in deformation results in the presence of residual stresses in composite
laminates because the multidirectionality of fiber orientation prohibits
free deformation. The temperature change and moisture absorption also
change mechanical properties. Therefore, hygrothermal behavior affects
not only dimensional stability but also safety of structures.
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1. heat conduction and moisture diffusion

Whereas the mechanical behavior is described by the stiffness or the
compliance matrix in Chapter 1, the heat conduction in the linear
theory is described by the thermal conductivity matrix KT * Specif-
ically, the heat flux q, per unit area per unit time in the x; dlrectlon is
related to the temperature gradient T,; in the x; direction by

qf = —KI'T,; (8.1)

Note that T is the temperature and T,; is its partial derivative with
respect 1o x;.

In the material symmetry axes of unidirectional composite, the only
heat flux possible due to the temperature gradient T,; is g7 . Therefore,
Equation 8.1 reduces to

q){ = _Kf T.x
q = —KXI'T, (8.2)
qu = —KzT T,

Furthermore, since unidirectional composites ‘are isotropic in a plane
normal to the fibers, i.e., they are transversely isotropic, the thermal
conductivities K; and KZT are equal to each other,

KT = KT (8.3)
Thus, only two independent thermal conductivities can describe the
heat conduction behavior of a unidirectional composite.

Equation 8.2 is valid only in the material symmetry axes. If a differ-
ent system of axes is chosen, it should be changed accordingly. We
recall that the transformation of stress was obtained from the balance
of forces. The transformation of heat flux, however, follows from the

balance of energy.
Consider an infinitesimal triangular element as shown in Figure 8.1.

*Regular notation, not contracted notation, is used here. Contracted notation cannot be applied
to vectors.
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’
%
AB=dx, AC=dy , BC=dx,
m=cosé,n=sinb

Figure 8.1 Energy balance for an
infinitesimal triangular element. All
heat flux components shown are ___
positive. The x, axis is normal to BC.

For convenience the thickness of the element is taken as unity. In the
absence of any heat source or sink within the element, the total heat
influx must be equal to the total heat efflux. That is,

ql dy +q dx = qT dx, (8.4)

Dividing both sides by dx,, and using m = cosf, n = sinf, we obtain
al = alm—qTn (8.5)
The equation for q{ follows similarly as

ay = qln+qTm | (8.6)

Finally, since the rotation is around the z-axis, there is no change in qz ;
ie., :

qf = qf (8.7)
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The transformation of the temperature gradient ca.n be d_en'.ved
similarly to that of the strain, from the chain rule of differentiation.

For example, _
T _3T ox 3T oy (8.8)
ax, ax axl ay axl

Noting that the x-y axes have been rotated from the x,-x, axes through
the angle —6, we rewrite Equation 8.8 as

or _oTr _oT, ' (8.9)
ox, ox ay

The equations for 07/dx, and 0T/dx, are as follows:

or _oT ,oT (8.10)
0x, ax ay

or _ 3T (8.11)
0x3 oz

With the transformation equations known for both he.aF 'ﬂu)-( and
temperature gradient, we can now express the heat conductivities in the
new coordinate system in terms of those in the material symmetry axes.
To this end we first substitute Equation 8.2 into Equation 8.5 to obtain

a7 = K[ T

X

m+ KL T, n (8.12)

Solving Equation 8.9 and 8.10 for T,, and T,, and substituting the
resulting equations into Equation 8.12 leads to

gT = —~(KIT m? +KJ n*) T,y —(Ky —K)mn T,
(8.13)

Therefore, the heat conductivities X {, and K ‘T , in the new coordinate

system are given by : :
KT, =m? KT +n* K}

1 ’ (8.14)

ki,

mn (KT — KT)

oo o AL AR S

WWW. polvycomposite.ir : i -
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A similar approach for g7 leads to KL:
KT, =n* KT +m? KT (8.15)

Needless to say, K.J, is simply equal to K7 .

Equations 8.14 and 8.15 are the same as those for the stress if we
equate KTI, K2T»_, and KIT2 to 04, 0, and g4, respectively. Mathemat-
ically, the stress, the strain and the heat conductivity are the same
second-rank tensors although they represent physically different quan-
tities. Thus, their transformation equations are the same.

The foregoing equations for heat conduction are equally applicable
to moisture diffusion. In the latter case, the heat flux q,-T is replaced by
the moisture flux q{’ , and the temperature graduent 7,; by the moisture
concentration gradient H,;. Here the moisture concentration H is
defined by

_ . mass of moisture in AV
H =Hlm
AV —0 AV

(8.16)

Thus H is a measure of the amount of moisture at a point.
The relation between ¢ and H,; is expressed in terms of the mois-
ture diffusion coefficient K{]( so that

q' = —KI H,; - (8.17)

Because of the material symmetry, Equation 8.17 for unidirectional
composites reduces to '

qf =—KI! H,
@ =—K]H, (8.18)
q? =—KY H,

where e e |
K = K¥ (8.19)

It goes without saying that the same reduction was possible for g7, see
Equation 8.2. Furthermore, the transformation equations for g%, H,;
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and K{I’- are the same as those for q,-T, T,; and K?;, respectively. Note

that the transformation equation for ¢! follows from the balance of
mass whereas the balance of energy was used for q,-T . The physical
dimensions of the hygrothermal variables introduced so far are listed in
Table 8.1.

table 8.1
units of hygrothermal properties
Temperature K Moisture concentration g/m?
Temperature Moisture concentration

gradient K/m gradient g/m*
Heat flux W/m? Moisture flux g/(m?+5)
Thermal Moisture diffusion

conductivity W/(m-K) coefficient m? /s
Thermal Specific moisture

diffusivity m?/s concentration . glg
Specific heat J/(g-K)

Of particular interest in studying the hygrothermal behavior of com-
posites is the one-dimensional diffusion through the thickness, i.e., in
the z direction. This is the situation when a thin laminate is subjected
to a change in its environment, Figure 8.2. Suppose the initial tempera-
ture and moisture concentration are uniform throughout the laminate

and are denoted by T} and H,,, respectively. The environmental change -~~~

is such that the temperature and moisture concentration at the surfaces
are maintained at T, -and H_, respectively. It is then necessary to

. determine the distributions of T and H through the thickness as time
changes. :

The governing equation for T'is obtained from the balance of energy.
Consider an infinitesimal element dz, Figure 8.2(»). The heat influx
through the unit area of the left face is g/ while the heat efflux
through the right face is g/ + 9qY [z dz. On the other hand, the
increase in the energy stored per unit time within the element is
pC 8T/at dz where C is the specific heat. Since there is no heat source

*Here T, is used to denote the initial temperature. However, in later sections T, represents the
stress-free temperature.
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)
New New
Environment Environment ™
,
R 7T — r, 2%,
z % ¥ rE *

~1~|az "

i -z
o]

(a) (6)

Figure 8.2 A thin laminate subjected to an environmental change.

or sink, the balance of energy requires that

aqT 9 .
T — g7 + = = pc 2T
qd; (CIZ 3z d2> pC Y, dz, (8.20)
i.e.,
dq7 aT
FyS =p EYS (8.21)

where p is the mass density of the composite. Finally, substitution of
Equation 8.2 into Equation 8.21 leads to

— — - ,,,,:-a—,-,... .. T.a_T‘ - ,.QZ: - - . S - -

Furthermore, if K7 and pC are constant, Equation 8.22 can be
reduced to

PR e (8.23)

This is known as Fourier’s equation.
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The equation for moisture diffusion can be derived similarly from
the balance of mass as

0 gy oH oH
9 oy 22 .24
oz <KZ 9z ) ot (8.24)

Again, if Kf' is constant, Equation 8.24 can be reduced to Fick’s
equation

y O°H _oH
K =5 (8.25)

A comparison of Equations 8.23 and 8.25 reveals that these equa-
tions are identical in form to each other, indicating the similarity of the
underlying processes. The thermal diffusivity KT [(pC) and the moisture
diffusion coefficient KX are a measure of the rate at which the temper-
ature and the moisture concentration respectively change within the
material. In general, these parameters depend on the temperature and

moisture concentration. However, over the range of temperature and

moisture concentration that prevails in typical applications of com-
posites, the thermal diffusivity is about 10% times greater than the
moisture diffusion coefficient. Thus, the thermal diffusion takes place
106 times faster than the moisture diffusion. As a result, the tempera-
ture will reach equilibrium long before the moisture concentration
does. This observation allows one to solve Equation 8.25 separately
from Equation 8.23. _

In the study of the hygrothermal behavior of composites the specific

moisture concentration defined by
c=H/p (8.26)

is frequently used in lieu of H. Physically, ¢ represents the amount of
moisture as a fraction of the dry mass of composite, i.€. ‘

c= lim mass of moisture in AV (8.27)
Av—o mass of dry composite of volume AV )

!
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In terms of ¢ Equation 8.25 becomes

u ¢ _ dc
322 - 5; (828)

where the subscript has been dropped off K for convenience. The
appropriate boundary conditions are ‘

c=c, for0<z<hatr<oO
(8.29)
c=c¢, forz=0and hatt>0

Here h is the thickness of the laminate in Figure 8.2. The solution to
Equations 8.28 and 8.29 is given by [1]

c—c - s .
° - _ij : 1 sin 2j+1mz exp [_(2]‘-}-1)2,,21(11!]
T s 2
]=

€. C, j+1 h K2

(8.30)

‘Eque}tion 8.30 is shown graphically in Figure 8.3 where the non-
dimensional time K t/h? has been used. Note that ¢ eventhally reaches
Con throughout the laminate. Therefore, c. is also called the equilib-
rium (specific) moisture concentration. -

In a moisture absorption test the final moisture concentration c_, is
always greater than the initial one ¢, . The converse is true in a moisalre
desorption test. However, Equation 8.30 is equally valid in either case.

In ac'tual experiments the sample frequently is weighed to determine
tl.le. moisture content which is the total mass of the absorbed moisture
divided by the dry weight of the sample. The moisture content is in fact
the same as the average specific moisture concentration ¢ defined by

1 ]
ZZ./‘»: cdz ' (8.31)
o v

Substituting Equation 8.30 into Equation 8.31 and noting that

o1

o]

=c;att=0
(8.32)

o1

= C, At f =00
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we obtain
— = i+1)2 72 K t
e, _, 8 |y |- @V ]
€..—C, 2 s (2/+D h
]:

(8.33)

2/h

Figure 8.3 Moisture profile as a function of time.zThe numbers
are the values of the nondimensional time K¥¢/h*.

Equation 8.33 is compared with experimental data in Figure 8.4. (2]
Since the moisture diffusion is through the thickness, it does not
depend on the type of laminate. Also, Equation 8.33 is applicable
regardless of the type of diffusion.

For t sufficiently large Equation 8.33 can be approximated by the

first term in the series,

P 2 KH
C-'Co _1_%exp <_1rK t> (834)

— 2
Coa™C, m h

On the other hand, for shbrt times an approximation can be obtained
from an alternate solution (1] as

= "
CC _, (Kt (8.35)
Con™Co Th?
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1.0 v
GRAPHITE T-300
08+ FIBERITE 1034
C_Ca 0.6
Cm_c
° 04
o2
00 Ll et et
_..Q.00! - [/ S . o./ 1.0
KHr7h?

Figure 8.4 Experimental correlation of Equation 8.33 for
graphite/epoxy laminates: unidirectional (0,®) and quasi-
isotropic (0,m). [2] Open and filled symbols represent -
absorption and desorption, respectively.

Thus, the initial increase in moisture content is proportional to (¢/h2)%.

Equations 8.34 and 8.35 are frequently used to determine K from
the measurements of moisture concentration. From Equation 8.34, the
time £, for which (¢—c,)/(c..—¢,) = %, is given by

_m 16
ty, —-m In 1r_2- (8.36)

Therefore, the diffusion coefficient is determined from the half-time of
sorption process as '

_ 0.04895 k2
ty,

KH (8.37)

The applicability of Equation 8.35 becomes apparent if the moisture
content is plotted as a function of /7. A relationship between ¢ and
/T is schematically shown in Figure 8.5. From the figure we choose, in
the linear region, two moisture contents ¢, and ¢, corresponding to f,
and f,, respectively. Substituting these values into Equation 8.35 and
solving the resulting equations for K¥, we can determine K¥ as

- - 2 2
cy—C h
kH =T (2 1) (8.38)
16 <c°;,-—co Vi,V ‘
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Figure 8.5 Determination of diffusion & . ] /00
coefficient. Qog |
S5 L AS/350/-5
The equilibrium moisture concentration depends on the environ- E} | | i | |
ment. In humid air it is related to the relative humidity ¢ in percent by o 20 40 60 80 /00
apowmﬂmv ’ ' RﬂAﬂWEHMWWﬂ1¢HW
Y Ffigure 8.6 Equilibrium moisture content as a function
Co = 56 (8.39) of relative humidity for AS/3501-5. (@ [3], A (4], m[5]).
. . TEMPER.
where a and b are material constants. A set of data bearing such rela- 200 3§047UR£' TtK 300
tionship is shown in Figure 8.6. - ! ! T

The moisture diffusion coefficient strongly depends on temperature.
The relationship can be described by an equation of the form

KH=6.5/ exp-/-‘i;LZ/

~
[
1
E/0 |
~ o
KH = KH exp (— —E-g—> (8.40) < :
° RT ’ . -
E "
where K and E,; are the pre-exponential factor and activation energy, g 107
respectively, and R is the gas constant (=1.987 cal/(mole - K)). For the t‘; 3
graphite/epoxy composite of Figure 8.6 a relationship between K# and S =
T is shown in Figure 8.7. [3] 2 i
Typical hygrothermal properties of a graphite/epoxy composite are % s
summarized in Table 8.2. From the table we can find, for example, that t’b: 107 "
the equilibrium moisture content at 100% relative humidity is 1.8%. At 3 - i L | { |
24 2.6 2.8 30 32 34 36

room temperature (=23°C) the moisture diffusion coefficient is only

2.62 X 107® mm?/s whereas the thermal diffusivity in the transverse 1/ Tx10% (1/K)

direction is 0.45 mm?2/s. Figure 8.7 Transverse diffusion coefficient as a function
: ‘ of temperature for AS/3501-5. (® [3],4 [4], = [5]).
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table 8.2
typical hygrothermal properties of unidirectional graphite/epoxy compqsite
P C KT K] =K] a, a, =a,
g/em® J/(g'K)  W/(mK) W/(m-K) (um/m)/K (um/m)/K
1.6 1.0 4.62 0.72 0.02 22.5
a b kg Ey/R B, B, =8,
mm?/s K m/m m/m
0.018 1 6.51 5722 0 0.44
To
°C
177

2. stress-strain relations including hygrothermal strains

Just like any other material, composites deform when they absorb
moisture or when the temperature changes. In the linear theory the
resulting nonmechanical strains are simply added to the mechanical
strains induced by the stress to obtain the total strain. In the following
discussion of hygrothermoelastic constitutive relations, the temperature
and. the moisture concentration are uniform throughout the material
volume.

Consider a unidirectional composite in a reference state where tem-
perature is T, and ¢ = o; = 0. Next the composite is brought into a
final state where temperature T is different from T, and ¢ #0, o; # 0.
Figure 8.8 shows pictorially the two different states the composite is in.

To determine the resulting strain we assume that the material is
elastic; the response of the material does not depend on the history of
the input but only on the initial and final states. Since the order of
application of various changes is immaterial, we conceptually imagine
that temperature is changed first, followed by moisture absorption. The
application of stress is thus last, see Figure 8.8. Let us denote the
strains induced by the temperature change and moisture absorption by
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yrrr777774
Actual
o _ T
c=0 c
;=0 9
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—
r
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Figure 8.8 Decomposition of total strain into thermal, swelling
and mechanical strains.

el

i and e{’ , respectively. The mechanical strain due to o; is given by
S;;0;. 1t should be noted that since the stress is applied at temperature T
and moisture concentration ¢, S;;(7T,c) is the compliance measured
under such condition. Thus, it will be different from Si]-(To,c) which is
measured at (T,,c). By the same line of reasoning we see that ef is
measured at (7,0; = 0) and €] at (c =0, g; = 0). The final strain is the

sum of the foregoing three types of strains:

(-.',- = ei + Sllol . (8.41)

Here the nonmechanical strain e; is the sum of e7 and ef?,

e; = o +el (8.42)

Because of the transverse isotropy characteristic of unidirectional
composites, not all components of the nonmechanical strain are in-
dependent in the material symmetry axes. Specifically, we have
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el = efl =0
e; = el (8.43)

The resulting volumetric strain is

-AI}’ = of +2¢T + el +2H (8.44)

Thus, unlike isotropic materials, composites do not allow determination
of nonmechanical linear strains from nonmechanical volumetric strain.

In general, e/ and el are nonlinear functions of T and c, respec-
tively. In the linear theory we are interested in, however, the thermal
expansion coefficient o; and the swelling coefficient §; can be used to
calculate e,T and e,” , respectively. That is,

el = o (T-T,)
(8.45)
el = Bic

Thus, «; has the dimension K™! whereas §; has no dimension. Typical
values of these coefficients for a graphite/epoxy are given in Table 8.2.

Thermal expansion coefficients of other composites are listed in Table
8.3.

table 8.3
thermal expansion coefficients of typical unidirec-
tional composites

‘ a, a,
Type (um/m)/K (um/m)/K
T300/5208 0.02 22.5
B(4)/5505 6.1 30.3
AS/3501 —0.3 28.1
Scotchply 1002 8.6 22.1

Kevlar 49/Epoxy —4.0 79.0
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3. fabrication stresses

Determination of fabrication stresses in a composite laminate requires,
above all, some understanding of the fabrication process involved.
Therefore, we shall start this section with a brief description of a
typical fabrication process of polymer matrix composites.

Needless to say, fabrication of a composite laminate starts with fibers
and a viscous matrix resin. The fibers are first impregnated with the
resin and then wound with a backing sheet onto a mandrel in the form
of a tape. The tape is then heated slightly to make the resin hard yet
flexible enough to handle; the resin is B-staged. Thus the tape has all
the fibers in the same direction and is called the prepreg. The prepreg is
then cut into sheets and these sheets are laid up with fibers in various
directions to make a laminate. The laminate is put in a vacuum bag to
squeeze out the entrapped air and is slowly heated in an autoclave. As
the temperature increases, the epoxy softens again and flows until a
change in the internal structure starts to take place in the form of
entanglement of polymer molecules, i.e., crosslinking occurs. As a
result, free motion of polymer molecules is prohibited and the epoxy
begins to harden. At this point, usually around 270°F, a pressure in the
range of 80—100 psi is applied to drive out volatiles. The temperature is
further increased to 350°F and maintained there for 1—2 hours to finish
the cure. The temperature is then lowered to the room temperature and
the cured laminate is taken out of the autoclave. The typical cure
procedure just described is shown in Figure 8.9.

As the crosslinking takes place, the epoxy shrinks, i.e., chemical
shrinkage occurs. The resulting deformation of a unidirectional com-
posite in the transverse direction is much larger than in the longitudinal
direction. Therefore, within the laminate the deformation of one ply is
constrained by the other plies with different fiber orientations, and
hence residual stresses are built up in each ply. However, since most
crosslinking takes place at the highest temperature, called the cure tem-

* perature, the epoxy can be still viscous enough to allow complete relax-

ation of the residual stresses. Thus, the cure temperature can be taken
as the stress-free temperature. In reality, however, the stress-free tem-
perature will vary with the cure process employed because the property
change during cure is very much time-dependent. Yet, the cure temper-
ature can serve as the stress-free temperature as long as almost all cure
takes place at the cure temperature.
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Figure 8.9 A typical cure cycle for a graphite/epoxy
composite.

Now, consider, without loss of generality, a {0/90], laminate being
cooled from the cure temperature to room temperature. Suppose for a
moment that the O-degree plies and the 90-degree plies can deform
unconstrained by each other, Figure 8.10. For convenience, only one
O-degree ply.and one 90-degree ply are shown in the figure. As tempera-
ture is lowered, the O-degree ply deforms by eI while the 90-degree ply
undergoes a thermal strain e}? in the same direction. Since el and e;
are different from each other, there will be a geometrical mismatch
between the O-degree and 90-degree plies. In the actual {0/90], lam-
inate, however, such mismatch is not allowed. Therefore, residual
stresses af and aﬁ are internally exerted to the O-degree and 90-degree
plies, respectivély, to bring about the geometrical compatibility. The
final strain &7 of the laminate is called the laminate curing strain and
depends on el and eI as well as on the elastic moduli.

The procedure just described can be put in a more general form. To
this end, the constitutive relation for ply, Equation 8.41, is first con-
verted to , o . B
0; = Q;;(¢—e) (8.46)

s
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Figure 8.10 Build-up of residual stresses after fabrication.

Here the subscripts are associated with the laminate reference co-
ordinates. :

Following the same procedure as in Chapter 6, we obtain

. (8.47)

M; = Bye} + Dk, —MT

where the laminate moduli Ay, By, Dy; are defined in Chapter 6. The
new quantities N7 and M7 are defined by

NI = f Qyel dz
MT = /Q~]~eiT zdz

with the understanding that the integrations are from —%/2 to h/2.

- Since NI and-MF-have the-same dimensions as N; and M, respectively,

they are called the thermal stress resultant and thermal moment.

(8.48)



u
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The curing in-plane strain e‘,?T and curing cul_'vature k,-T result from
NT and M7 in the absence of NV, and M; and are given by

e?T= t] / +311MT
(8.49)

T

kI = BuNT +8,:M;

1

With €¢7 and kI thus determined, Equation 8.47 can be rewritten as

N; = Ay(el —e?T) + Bk, —k[)

' (8.50)
M; = By(ef —e"T)+D (k; — k)

Through the thickness of the laminate, the curing strain eiT is

given by

e,-T = ej-’T +zk,-T (8.51)

The residual stress ‘af at z is then obtained from Equation 8.46 by
substituting e/ for ;.

of = Q(ef —€l) (8.52)
The corresponding residual strain e{2 is thus
ek = el —ef (8.53)

Since €/ is the strain in the absence of N; and M, the strain €/ due
to N; and M; is given by

M = ¢—ef (8.54)
Thus Equation 8.46 can be written as
o = Qe +ef)
= Qijey +of

(8.55)

Equation 8.55 indicates that the stress at a point within the laminate is
the sum of the stress caused by N; and M;, and the residual stress.
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4. residual stresses resulting from environmental change

In the preceding section the moisture concentration was zero. However,
when a laminate absorbs moisture, the resulting swelling strain must be
added to the thermal strain. The equations derived in the preceding
section are still valid if we substitute e; for e/ and if we use the stiffness
at (7,¢), Q;i(T,c), instead of Q;;(T,0). The superscript T is now replaced
by N and the equations for the nonmechanical in-plane strain and
curvature are

e = ayNy +pyM}
(8.56)
k{.v = B”NN +5 MN
where
= fQ,-j(T,c)el-dz = fQij(T,c)edez + fQii(T-C)e]Hdz
(8.57)

My = fQ[j(Trc)ejZdz =fQij(T,c)e]Tzdz +f Q;i(T.c)el! zdz

The evaluation of the integrals in Equation 8.57 is much simpler if ¢
is uniform throughout the thickness. As pointed out earlier, the temper- -
ature reaches equilibrium almost instantaneously as compared to the
moisture. In case of a uniform temperature and moisture distribution,
both e/-T and e]” are uniform in each ply and their variation from ply to
ply is only due to the change of the fiber direction. Furthermore, a
reduction of Equation 8.57 is possible if we use the equivalent stress
that would produce the nonmechanical strain,

o = Qe ‘ (8.58)
In the material symmetry axes of each ply, Ecjuation 8.58 reduces to

o.iV = Qxxex +Qxyey

o) = Qxyex t0Qy0, (8.59)

of = 0
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Note that Equation 8.59 does not change from ply to ply. For the ply
with 6 orientation, see Figure 8.11, the components of the equivalent
stress are given by (see Table 2.2)

, o = PV + 4" cos26
o = pV —4" cos26 (8.60)

o = ¢V sin26

where
P = Lot var=Le, + o6 v, 10,06
(8.61)
qN == —15 O‘iv 0"1)\,, "% _Qxy)ex +';_(Qxy —ny)ey

v Figure 8.12 shows ply-to-ply variations of the nonmechanical stresses in
Equation 8.60.

<

Substituting Equation 8.60 into Equation
8.57, we have the nonmechanical stress re-
sultants as

—

X
NV = pNu+ gV,
/ 4
/

/ NY = pNh—qgV V4 (8.62)
Figure 8.11 Coordinates N N
for a typical ply orienta- Ng = q" Vg
tion from the laminate
axes 1-2.

Similarly, the nonmechanical moments can be
written as

3
I
4
=
o
-]

(8.63)
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z The V’s in Equations 8.62 and 8.63
—_— — l have been defined in Equations 6.79

through 6.82. Note that p" does not
contribute at all to MY .

) For symmetric laminates, we have
gy
— N _ -
[ MY = B, =0 (8.64)
o rn If the expansion coefficients, Equa-

tion 8.45, can:be used, the in-plane

Figure 8.12 Ply-to-ply varia- strain ef is given by
tions of nonmechanical stresses.
The average stress is the non-

mechanical stress resultant, The e}’ = 01(,) (T_To) + ﬁ? 4 (8.65)
laminate and the expansional
strains are assumed to be sym- where

metric; otherwise, nonmechanical
moments will be induced.

(8.66)
B = a f QjxBy dz

It is interesting to note that, even when the expansion coefficients of
unidirectional -composite are independent of 7 and ¢, such is not the
case with the expansion coefﬁcxents of laminate, of and 7, because Q;;
depends on 7 and ¢. When e and e are not proportlonal to(T-T,)
and ¢, of and #7 in Equatlon 8.66 can be regarded as the instantaneous
expansion coefficients because the change of Q,-j with T and ¢ can be
neglected when compared with that of e;. ~

Equations 8.56 and 8.57 show that e? = k¥ = 0 if ¢; = 0 for each
ply. Since the residual stress is given by (see Equation 8.52)

ot = Q¥ —e) (8.67)

where
e = e +zkl (8.68)

- the condition of zero nonmechanical strain ¢; = 0 in each constituent

ply renders laminates free of residual stresses.
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For graphite/epoxy laminates &, and §, are negligible and hence, the
condition of zero residual stress is given by

e’;" + ef =0 (8.69)

Substituting Equations 8.39 and 8.45 into Equation 8.69, we derive a
relation between (T—T,) and ¢ so that there is no residual stress. The
result is

T,~T=a (ﬁ%)b gyy— (870)

Equation 8.70 is shown graphically in Figure 8.13 for a graphite/epoxy
laminate whose properties are given in Table 8.2. Note that the non-

mechanical strain e, is positive in the region to the right of the line and

is negative to the left of the line.

200

150

100

TEMPERATURE (°C)
o
Q
T

0 | | |
0 20 40 60 60 100

RELATIVE HUMIDITY (%)

Figure 8.13 Ambient temperature and relative
humidity required for a graphite/epoxy composite
to be free of residual stresses.

The swelling coefficient §; can also be obtained from a moisture
absorption test of a unidirectional composite of thickness 4 subjected
to a relative humidity ¢ on both sides. The resulting moisture dis-
tribution is given by Equation 8.30. The nonmechanical stress resultant
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due to swelling is obtained from Equation 8.57 as

N = foell dz= [0, cd:
(8.71)
= hQ;b; ¢

where the last equality follows from the assumption that Q;; is in-
dependent of ¢. For the unidirectional composite, we have

@ = %Q;; (8.72)

Therefore, the laminate swelling strain becomes

el = g. ¢ (8.73)
Thus B; can be determined by measuring eo and ¢ during a moisture
absorption test of a unidirectional comp051te
The nonmechanical curvature kN can be translated into the non-
mechanical  out-of-plane dlsplacement w" by using the curvature-
displacement relations, Equation 5.9. To this end we take the laminate
in Figure 8.2 to be a rectangular plate as shown in Figure 8.14. The
dimensions a and b are much larger than the thickness % so that one-
dimensional diffusion through the thickness is still applicable. The solu-
tion to Equation 5.9 is

wh = (/cN xi+ kNx2 + kYx,x,) + by xy+ by x,+ by
(8.74)

The integration constants b,, b,, b; are to be determined from the
boundary conditions. For example, referring to Figure 8.14, we assume
that the three conrners represented by (0,0), (a,0) and (0, b) rest on a
flat surface; i.e., -

w™ = 0 at (0,0), (a,0) and (0,d) (8.75)
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To satisfy the boundary condition 8.75, the constants must be chosen
as

1
bx = "'ikjlva

b, = %k’z"b (8.76)
b3 = 0

Therefore, the final displacement is

wh = %kgv (a—x1)x,+ —;—klzv(b—xz)xz—%kg’ xx, (877

Thus, the effect of hygrothermal deformation can be easily seen from

the out-of-plane displacement wh.

Equation 8.74 is valid as long as w? is not too large s0 that jche
assumptions of the linear theory are applicable. Thus this equation
should be used only for those plates that do not have too large a
width-to-thickness ratio.

X

b

ta)

(6)

Figure 8.14 Out-of-plane deflection of an
unsymmetric, rectangular laminate.
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5. unsymmetric cross-ply laminates

Unsymmetric cross-ply laminates are frequently used to show the effect
of hygrothermal strains. Consider a rectangular [0/90], laminate
whose dimensions are the same as those in Figure 8.14. Further, we
assume- that the-temperature -7 and the moisture concentration ¢ are
uniform throughout the laminate. The stiffnesses of this laminate have
been derived in Sections 4.4 and 6.4. Thus, only nonmechanical stress
resultants and moments need to be calculated in this section.
The nonmechanical stress resultants follow from Equation 8.62 as

.
N = 20 + 00 e +200), + 0,0,
Ny = NY ‘ (8.78)

where, since T and ¢ are uniform, the nonmechanical strains are given
by ‘

e, = o, (I-T,)+B,c

(8.79)
e, = o, (T-T,)+B,¢
Similarly, the nonmechanical moments are
h2 h2 .
M1|V= -—'_8’ (Qxx —Qxy)ex —‘g‘ (Qxy ——ny)ey
MYy = —my (8.80)
MYy =0

Therefore, there are only two unknowns ¢ and k¥ which must
satisfy (see Equations 8.47 and 6.100)

N]1V= (A11+A12)e?+311kllv
(8.81)
MY = By €} +(D;; —Dy,) kY
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The other strains and curvatures are

e; = e, e2 =0
(8.82)
W= kY k=0 ,
The solutions to Equation 8.81 are
, (Dy; —Dy ) NY =B, MY
e =
! (Ay; +A,2) Dy, —Dy,)— B3,
(8.83)

kN (A11+A12)M"1\,—311N11v
: (A11+A12)(D11—D12)—B%1

Equation 8.83 can also be expressed in terms of the ply stiffness using
the results of Sections 4.4 and 6.4. Thus, the final equations are

¢ = é[(Qix + 7055 Qyy — Cux Cuy + 0xyQyy — 802, &

+(Q3y +7QxxQyy ~ @y Cay + Qux Oy ~805,) ¢y

(8.84)
kY = v%(axxgyy—g,%y)(ex—ey) |
where
Q = Q2 +140,,0,, +03, —16Q, (8.85)

The residual stresses in the material symmetry axes of each ply are
the same in the O-degree and 90-degree plies. They are given by Equa-
tions 8.67 and 8.68 as

ok = Q.. (3 —e, +1zlkY)+Q,, (&5 —e, —IzIkY)
(8.86)
R = 0, (] —e, +1zZIY)+Q,, (& —e, —IzIK)

Note that |z| is the distance from the mid surface to a point of interest.
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As expected, if e, = e, k¥ vanishes and €9 = e,. Consequently,
there are no residual stresses in the plies. '

For a rectangular plate shown in Figure 8.12, the out-of-plane dis-
placement is given by Equation 8.77. However, since k’(Y = 0, we have

N =

w Y (a—x) x, — (bvxz)xZ] (8.87)

1
2

Equation 8.87 describes an anticlastic surface. The displacement w¥
attains different maximum magnitudes depending on @ and b. That is,

1 a\? a .
IR <5) at <—2-, o) ifa>b,

[ Y b>2 < b> .
= |k 2 o ]
2|1|<2 at 0,2 ifa<b

6. antisymmetric angle-ply laminates

W bnax

1l

(8.88)

Just like unsymmetric cross-ply laminates, antisymmetric angle-ply
laminates are also susceptible to nonmechanical warping. The simplest
example is that of a rectangular (—8/8], laminate. Again, its dimen-
sions are as shown in Figure 8.14, and T and ¢ are uniform throughout
the laminate. For the stiffnesses of this laminate we refer to Sections
4.5 and 6.5. ‘

The nonmechanical stress resultants follow from Equation (8.62) as

NV = pPMh+qVh cos20

NY = pVh—qNhcos26 (8.89)
NY =0

where pV and ¢V are given by Equation 8.61, and because of the
antisymmetry, MY and MY vanish and the only nonzero moment is

i |
MY = L g sin2e (8.90)
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Therefore, Equation 8.47 with the superscript T replaced by N becomes
NN — B 6k =A4,,6 +A,,€5
NY —B,ekll =A,,¢5 +4,,¢3 (8.91)
kY = MY/Dqs

The in-plane stiffnesses listed in Table 4.8 are repeated here:

Ay = U, + U, cos28 + U; cosdd)
A,y = h(U; — U, cos26 + U, cosdf) (8.92)
Ay, = WUy — Uj cos48)

The remaining stiffnesses in Equation 8.91 are from Section 6.5:

2

mw(U* . :
Bys = —Z(? sin 260 — Uj sin 49) (8.93)

3
D66 = % (Us - U3 005‘49)

2 2
B = %_(g_ sin 26 + U, sin 40)

With all the stiffnesses known; the nonmechanical in-plane strains are

_ A22(N/1V—-B,6k’6v)—-A12(N12‘/ "‘stk'g/)

e >
A4y, — AT,
(8.94)
eg - Au(szv "Bzeklsv)“‘Am(Njy _Blak}g)
Ay14 “Afz
The remaining strains and curvatures are easily shown to vanish:
e =k =Kk=0 (8.95)
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In the material symmetry axes of the f-degree ply, the final non-
mechanical strains are -

e = m2e0 +n%ed +mnky z
e = n*ed +m*e§ —mnky z (8.96)
e?/= —2mne?+2mneg+(m2—n2)k’zz

where m = cosf and n = sinf.

The residual stresses are thus obtained from

R = 0, (¥ —e)+ 0, () —e)

of = 0, (& —e,)+0,,(ef —e)) (8.97)
of = Oy €

Finally, the nonmechanical displacement w" depends only on k% :
W = —%k{;’ X% | (8.98)

Thus, the largest displacement of the plate in Figure 8.14 occurs at the
corner (a,b):

WV =%lk"}' ab (8.99)

7. effect of residual stress on failure

As we saw in Chapter 7, the strength ratios for a unidirectional com-
posite can be obtained by solving a quadratic equation in stress space or
in strain space. All material constants in F’s and G’s are known for a
given material including the assumed value for the interaction term.
Then, for a given state of stress or strain, the strength ratios R and R’
are the two roots of the appropriate quadratic equation. For the
strength ratios of a laminate, we must first establish the on-axis ply
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strain. Then the strength ratio can be calculated ply by ply.
If residual strains are to be included, we must redefine the strength

ratio based on the mechanical strain,
eﬁ}’(’a) =R ef” (8.100)

This ratio signifies the amount of applied strain that can be increased
before failure occurs. The strain which produces stresses in the plies is
the sum of the mechanical strain and the residual strain, as shown in
Equation 8.55 and Figure 8.15. Therefore, the failure criterion 7.26
becomes

Gl + f) () +f) + Guell,y +efH=1 (810D

Substituting Equation 8.100 into Equation 8.101, we obtain the equa-
tion for the mechanical strength ratio as follows:

Gy(ReM + eR)Y(Rell +eR)y+ GURM +ef)—1=0  (8.102)

or, in short,

aR? + bR +c¢ =0 (8.103)

The positive roots are

R

1,
R’ by [ (£ ) _g]ﬁ
2a 2a a
A comparison of Equation 8.102 with Equation 7.50 shows that, in
the presence of residual strains, the failure surface is simply dislocated
by the amount of the residual strains in the opposite direction. Such
translation of failure surface is schematically shown in Figure 8.16 for a
constituent ply in a laminate.
Since all plies of the laminate are made of the same material, the
on-axis free nonmechanical strain e¢; will remain the same for a given
temperature and moisture concentration. For a symmetric laminate, the

|
!
¥le
+
—
—_
e
\—/N
|
ER KoY
—
RS

(8.104)
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Figure 8.15 Relation between total strain of a laminate and ply strain, Total
strain in (¢) is based on as-cured plies in (@). The strengths of unidirectional
composites are measured from cured and expanded plies in (b). So strength
analysis must be based on €, (4) and €, (@) shown in (b).

€2M

WITHOUT RES/IDUAL
STRESS

Wt

N

WITH RESIDUAL STRESS

_€/ﬁ’

Figure 8.16 Translation of failure surface caused by residual
stress in a constituent ply of a laminate. The residual stress
moves the failure surface by —ef. Note that the shape of the
failure surface in the strain space is not changed by the
residual stress. . '
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nonmechanical ply strains are equal to e{ in the laminate axes, but the
on-axis nonmechanical ply strains depend on the ply orientations. So
for multidirectional laminates, there are as many different on-axis
residual strains as there are ply orientations. Figure 7.9 shows the
strength ratio for each ply of a laminate under a given loading condi-
tion. Note again that the strength ratios are based on mechanical strain;
as such, they will provide a measure of the margin of safety on how
much increase the mechanical strain can sustain before failure. Of
course, the residual strains must be included in Figure 7.9.

Up to now we have addressed the in-plane strength of a symmetric
laminate. For the flexural strength of a symmetric laminate, we face a
linear variation of mechanical strain across the thickness of the lam-

inate. Specifically, the mechanical strain due to the applied moment is

' eﬁ” = zk; (8.105)
Therefore, the equation for the mechanical strength ratios becomes
Gj(Rzk; + €l ) (Rzk; + €8 ) + G(Rzk; +eR)—1=0  (8.106)

For a given k;, the positive root of this equation is the product of the
strength ratio R and the coordinate z. A higher z would mean a lower
strength ratio within each ply or ply group. Thus the outer surface of
each ply, having higher z, would be the location to calculate the
strength ratio.

8. effects of temperature and moisture
on properties of unidirectional composites

Polymers presently used in composites are susceptible to temperature
and moisture. Consequently, the transverse and shear properties of uni-
directional composites, which are very much affected by matrix proper-
ties, also degrade upon exposure to elevated temperature and upon
absorption of moisture. However, the change of longitudinal properties
in the same range of temperature and moisture variations is negligible
because of the excellent retention of mechanical properties by the
fibers.
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Figure 8.17 shows typical changes in moduli of AS/3501 caused by
temperature and moisture concentration. Similar changes in tensile and
shear strengths of the same material are shown in Figure 8.18. the
general features of these figures can be summed up as follows.

TENSILE MODULUS, GPo

o -
300 350 400 <450 o o5 1.0 1.5
TEMPERATURE, K MOISTURE CONC. %

Figure 8.17 Effects of temperature and moisture concen-
tration on tensile and shear moduli of AS/3501. (Data
from [3]).

The longitudinal properties are not degraded by temperature and
moisture. This behavior is a manifestation of excellent resistance of the
graphite fiber to hygrothermal exposure.

The room temperature properties do not change much upon mois- -
ture absorption. However, this statement needs a qualification. Note
that the fransverse strength Y suffers a significant loss at higher



www.polycomposite.ir

364 introduction to composite materials

1.5 L 4 . [~
3 o %‘——@/ :
1.0+ c, % -~ K

o
o5 * ;.05 =

0./0

005

o0/5

0./0¢

TENSILE OR SHEAR STRENGTH, GPa
S
I ﬂ]

0.05

1) ! ] 1 | —l
300 350 <400 450 o o5 1.0 1.5

TEMPERATURE, K MOISTURE CONC., %

Figure 8.18 Effects of temperature and moisture concentra-
tion on tensile and shear strengths-of AS/3501. (Data from {3]).

moisture concentrations while the transverse modulus £, does not.
Since the interfacial bond strength between fibers and matrix affects Y
but not £, we can conclude that the reduction in ¥ may be a result of
the weakening of the interfacial bond by absorbed moisture.

The most reduction in properties occurs when temperature and
moisture are combined. Consequently, poor structural performance of
unidirectional composites is expected in hot and humid environments.

Whereas hot and humid environments are detrimental to the matrix-
controlled properties of unidirectional composites, the same is not
necessarily true for laminated composites because in such environments
‘laminates can be free of residual stress or may even benefit from
residual stress. For example, consider a [0/90] laminate subjected to a
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tensile load in the O-degree direction. After fabrication the residual
stress 0, in the 90-degree ply is tensile. However, as temperature and
moisture concentration increase, o, will decrease and may become
compressive. Thus, even though the transverse strength Y decreases, the
90-degree ply may fail at higher applied load. The net effect can be

predicted using pertinent property data in conjunction with Equation
8.102.

9. sample problems

a. A 1-mm thick [0/+45/90], graphite/epoxy laminate is exposed on
both sides to air at_a temperature of 75°C and 90 percent relative
humidity. The initial moisture content is 0.5 percent. Estimate the time
required to reach one percent moisture content. Use the approximate
equation for time sufficiently large.

In Equation 8.34 the following variables are known:

c = 0.01, ¢, = 0.005
(8.107)
h = 1mm

The equilibrium moisture concentration at 90 percent relative humidity
is obtained from Equation 8.39. Since @ = 0.018 for the graphite/epoxy
as listed in Table 8.2, we have . :

g T T e B
w = 0.018 X =—=10.0162 .1
c 100 0.016 (8.108)

Next, the diffusion coefficient at 75°C follows from Equation 8.40.
Again, the appropriate constants are taken from Table 8.2. The result is

KH = 651 X exp (—%) =4.706 X 107 mm?/s (8.109)

Therefore, the time required is

2 2 c—
m KH 8 Co — ¢,

= 22.8h

(8.110)
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b. Determine the in-plane thermal expansion coefficients and the
residual stresses for a [0/+45/901, T300/5208 laminate at room tem-
perature (= 22°C). The stress-free temperature is the cure temperature,

and use the properties in Table 8.2. . . .
The in-plane stiffnesses of this laminate are given in Section 4.6. The

ply nonmechanical strains are

e, = 0.02 AT um/m, e, =22.5 AT um/m (8.111)

X

where
295 —450=—155K (8.112)

AT
The corresponding equivalent stresses follow from Equation 8.59 as

of = 68.89 AT kPa, o] =232.8 AT kPa (8.113)
. o_{ — 0 N

These stresses in turn yield

T 150.8 AT kPa, qT =—81.94 AT kPa

i

P (8.114)

T =0

The integrals of the trigonometric functions all vanish. Therefore, the
nonmechanical stress resultants are simply given by

NIl = NI =pTh N =0 (8.115)
Consequently, the thermal in-plane strains are

oT= of = I r (8.116)

E
Using the values of E and » in Equation 4.63, we finally obtain

- &3T= €97 = 1.52 AT pm/m
(8.117)

&= 0
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The corresponding in-plane thermal expansion coefficients are

of = of =1.52 (um/m)/K
: : (8.118)
% = 0

The residual stresses in each ply are obtained from Equation 8.52.
Since we have '

ol = e;T =edT, 9T =0 (8.119)

for each ply, the residual stresses do not change from ply to ply. The
final results are

ok = 213 AT kPa = —33.0 MPa
~of = -213ATKkPa= 33.0MPa . (8.120)
of = 0

¢. Determine the nonmechanical in-plane strains and curvatures of a
[0g /904 1 7 T300/5208 laminate at room temperature and 50% relative
huniidity. Use the properties in Table 8.2. The thickness of the
laminate is 2 mm.

The equilibrium moisture content at 50% relative humidity is 0.009.
Since the temperature difference is —155 K, the nonmechanical strains
are

e, = 0.02 X(—155)+0X9=-3.1um/m

(8.121)
ey = 225 X(—155)+440X 9= 472.5 um/m

The nonmechanical stress resultants are determined by Equation
8.78:

NY = N =5.682 kN/m
(8.122)

2
f

-}

0
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On the other hand, Equation 8.80 gives the nonmechanical moments as

MYy = —MY = 2.036 N
(8.123)
MY =0

Finally, using the moduli in Section 6.4, we obtain the nonmechanical
strains and curvatures as follows:

e = e§ =107 um/m, €2 =0 '
(8.124)
kY = —k) =-0.180 m™*, k¥ =0

Note that these answers can be obtained directly from Equation 8.84.
d. A 100 mm X 100 mm plate is made of [—455 /4551 T300/5208.
Determine the maximum out-of-plane deflection at room temperature
and 50% relative humidity. Use the results of the preceding problem.
The nonmechanical stresses correqunding to the nonmechanical
strains calculated in the preceding problem are

of =0.805MPa, o) = 4.88 MPa
(8.125)
oy =0 ‘
These stresses in turn yield
pY = 2.84 MPa, ¢V =—2.04MPa
(8.126)

W= 0

Using 8 = 45° in Equations 8.89 and 8.90, we calculate the nonvanish-
ing components of NV and M} as

NY = NY =5.68 kN/m
(8.127)
MY =-2.04N
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The bending modulus D ¢ is given in Section 6.5 as
D¢s = 31 Nm (8.128)

Therefore, the nonmechanical curvature kév becomes

kY =_33'124 =-0.066m™! © (8.129)

The maximum deflection of the plate is obtained by substituting k’g’
into Equation 8.99 and noting thata = » = 100 mm:

WV ax = 0.33 mm ‘ (8.130)

e. A [0/+45/90], AS/3501 laminate is subjected to the stress resul-
tants N, = 30 kN/m, N, = 20 kN/m at room temperature immediately
after fabrication. What is the strength ratio for each ply? If there were
no residual stresses, what would be the strength ratios? Use the thermal
properties in Table 8.2.

From Problem b the residual strains in the material symmetry co-
ordinates are seen to be the same in all plies. Specifically, they are

R =e0T —e = —294.5 um/m
| (8.131)
65 = ;T —e, = 4107.5 pm/m

The in-plane moduli are obtained by substituting U,, U, and Us of
Table 3.6 into Equation 4.62:

E = 54.83 GPa,

(8.132)
v = 0.284
The mechanical laminate strains are
1 N, N, :
(8.133)

N N
M = 1—(——2 - v-—l-> = 209.4 pm/m

Note that we have used 2 = 1 mm.
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Using G;; in Table 7.3 we can calculate @, b and ¢ in Equation 8.103

for each ply:
: 2 . M2
Gxxflgz +20xy€¥ Ely +ny€l)"’l +GSS€{S'

=
b =GyeM +G, el +2 (G e R +G,, (¥ €}
+eR M) +G, el e +Gef R ] (8.134)
¢ = —1+G, ek +2G,, &8 & +G, ek +Gek”
+ G R + G, el
The mechanical strains are:
O-degree ply
M= M M =M M =0 (8.135)
90-degree ply
M =e‘2’M, ef,’ =e°,M, M =0 (8.136)
45-degree ply |
M= M =%(e‘f’w +eoM) M = —(eM —egM)  (8.137)
The final results are given below in a tabular form:
Ply a(107®)  b(107%) c(10™®) R R'
0-degree 145 57.60 —344.1 5.2 450
90-degree 1.46 89.88 —344.1 3.6 65.2
45-degree 1.53 69.70 ~344.1 4.5 50.1
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In the absence of residual stresses, the results would be as follows:

Ply a(10®)  5(107?) c(10°%) R R
0-degree 1.45 44.80 —1000 150 459
90-degree 146 66.22 —1000 11.9 57.3
45-degree 1.53 55.50 —1000 13.2 49.5

The strength ratios to be used under the given state of stress are given
by R. Note that the strength ratios in tension, R, are substantially
reduced by the residual stresses for all plies. However, in compression
the strength ratios, R’, can increase in the presence of residual stresses.

10. conclusions

As polymers undergo both dimensional and property changes under the
change of environment, so do composite materials utilizing polymers as
matrix phase. For most structural composites, fibers are fairly in-
sensitive to environmental changes. Thus, the environmental suscepti-
bility of composites is mainly through the matrix phase.

While the thermal diffusion through composites can be described by -
the Fourier equation, the Fick’s equation can be used to handle the
moisture diffusion. Under most circumstances, these two equations can
be used separately because the thermal diffusion takes place at a rate in
the order of 10% times faster than the moisture diffusion.

Dimensional changes resulting from environmental changes are
described by a modified set of linear equations. That is, the total strain
minus the nonmechanical strain is linearly related to the stress. The
nonmechanical strain is measured from a stress-free reference state and
the elastic moduli to be used are taken at the final environmental
condition. The theory is based on the assumption of elastic behavior;
however, a nonlinear dependence of the nonmechanical strains on the
temperature change and moisture concentration is allowed.

The anisotropy of unidirectional composites also manifests itself in’
the hygrothermal behavior. Because of the directional dependence of
hygrothermal expansion, residual stresses are induced in composite
laminates. These residual stresses can be calculated using the laminated
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plate theory developed in the preceding sections. Since the transverse
residual stresses in plies after fabrication are tensile while the residual
stresses induced by moisture absorption are compressive, a combination
of temperature and moisture concentration can be chosen to render a
laminate free of residual stresses.

The residual stresses in a laminate change the ply failure stresses; the
ply strength ratios depend on the residual stresses. Depending on the
direction of loading, the residual stresses can be beneficial or deleteri-
ous. Also, the transverse residual stresses are usually much lower and
even compressive in a hostile environment such as high temperature and
high humidity. Therefore, although material properties are degraded in
the hostile environment, such environment is rather beneficial from the
viewpoint of residual stresses. The true effect of residual stresses can be
assessed only by analyzing the overall performance of the composite
under a given service condition.

In this chapter we have presented an analysis method for the hygro-
thermal behavior of composite laminates. By necessity a few simplify-
ing assumptions had to be introduced. Any improvement over the
present theory quickly brings complexity and the necessity for more
information about the material behavior. In the absense of such addi-
tional information, the present theory can still be used to analyze the
average behavior of composite laminates.
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11. homework problems

a. In a moisture absorption test a dry 10 mm X 10 mm glass/epoxy
laminate was immersed in water. The laminate was 2-mm thick, and
the equilibrium moisture content was 2%. The additional moisture
contents measured at three different times were as follows:

T =02%atr= 16h
=04%att= 64 h

= 0.6%att= 144 h

What is the diffusion coefficient of the glass/epoxy laminate?

b. In one-dimensional diffusion through the thickness it takes 1 month
for a I-mm thick graphite/epoxy laminate to reach 90% of the equi-
librium moisture content at 22°C. How long does it take for a
10-mm thick graphite/epoxy laminate to reach the same moisture
content at 75°C?

¢. For a graphite/epoxy laminate with the properties of Table 8.2,
determine the change in volume when the temperature is increased
by 100 K and the equilibrium moisture concentration by 1 percent.

d. Show that for a [—6/6], laminate the inplane nonmechanical strains
are given by

? =h[J|(A22 _Al2)+J2(A12 +A22)COS20]
Ay144, —A'f’z

=h[J1(A11 _Al2)_J2(All +A12)00820]

Ay14,, ’"A¥2

(o]
€2

where
Jl = Ulpe + U2qe + U4pe

Sy = U, +q,. (U, — U, +20,)

1
De 5(8" +e,)

1
2

de (ex - ey)
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In the above equations, 4 is the thickness and the U’s are functions
of Q;; defined in Section 3.1.
e. A unidirectional composite has the following properties:

E, = 910 MPa, E, = 7.24MPa
v, = 0.36, E, = 1.81MPa

When the composite is immersed in benzene until an equilibrium
state is reached, the swelling strains are

e, =0.02, e, = 0.75, e, =0

Now a [—8/8], laminate is made of the composite just described.
What is the angle # which gives a minimum swelling strain ¢{ when
the laminate is subjected to the same environment? Is the minimum
swelling strain positive or negative?

f. Determine the residual stresses in a [0/90], AS/3501 laminate when
the laminate is subjected to an 80% relative humidity at 30°C. Also,
determine the strength ratios when a stress resultant Ny of 10 kN/m
is applied. Assume the laminate is in an equilibrium state.

g Show that the residual stresses in [0/£60]; laminate are the same as
those in [0/ £45/90], and [0/90], laminates. ~
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nomenclature

C = Specific heat, in J/g-K

= Specific moisture concentration, in g/g

Moisture content or average specific moisture concentration
= Nonmechanical strain of a ply

e9 = Nonmechanical in-plane strain of a laminate

i

|

E, = Activation energy, in J/mole

H = Moisture concentration, in g/m?3

KH = Moisture diffusion coefficient in the transverse direction
(= Kl = KII)

K" = Pre-exponential factor for K7, in m? /s

KT = Thermal conductivity, in w/(m-K)

q,.71 = Heat flux, in w/m? ;

gt = Moisture flux, in g/(m? -s)

R = Gas constant {= 8.319 J/(mole-K)]

R,R’" = Strength ratios

T = Temperature, in K

t = Time

T, = Stress-free temperature

o = Thermal expansion coefficient, in (um/m)/K

B; = Swelling coefficient

Sub ,i = Partial differentiation with respect to x;,

Sub o = Initial equilibrium

Sub oo = Final equilibrium

Sup H = Hygro- (moisture-related)
Sup M = Mechanical

Sup N = Nonmechanical

Sup R = Residual
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chapter 9
micromechanics

Elastic moduli and hygrothermal expansion coefficients of unidirec-
tional composites can be predicted from the properties and volume
fractions of the constituents. Easy-to-use formulas are presented for
such predictions. The strength prediction is difficult, and is limited to
specific composite materials -under specific failure modes. A general
-micromechanics theory comparable to the elastic moduli is not avail-
able at this time.
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1. general remarks

In the preceding chapters unidirectional composites have been treated
as anisotropic, in particular, transversely isotropic, homogeneous mate-
rial. Upon magnification, however, these composites reveal a hetero-
geneous structure — fibers embedded in matrix. A typical cross section
of a Kevlar/epoxy composite is shown in Figure 9.1. In the figure the
Kevlar fibers are approximately 12 um in diameter. Typical properties
of some fibers are listed in Table 9.1.

In structural composites fibers are
stiff and strong, and serve as the load-
bearing constituent. On the other hand,
matrix is soft and weak, and its direct
load bearing is negligible. However, the
role of matrix is very important for the
structural ‘integrity of composites;
matrix protects fibers from hostile envi-

Figure 9.1 Cross section of
a Kevlar/epoxy composite.
Fibers are 12 um in diameter.

broken fibers.

Micromechanics is a study of mechan-
ical properties of unidirectional com-
posites in terms of those of constituent
materials. In particular, the properties to be discussed are elastic
moduli, hygrothermal expansion coefficients and strengths.

table 9.1
typical fiber properties
Fiber - Diameter Density Modulus .. Strength

' um g/cm3 GPa GPa
Graphite

(T300, AS) 7 1.75 230 2.80
Boron

(4-mil) 100 2.6 410 345
Glass

(E) 16 2.6 72 3.45.
Kevlar

49) 12 1.44 120 3.62

ronments and localizes the effect of .
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In discussing composite properties it is important to define a volume
element which is small enough to show the microscopic structural
details, yet large enough to represent the overall behavior of the com-
posite. Such a volume element is called the representative volume
element. A simple representative volume element can consist of a fiber
embedded in a matrix block.

Once a representative volume element is chosen, proper boundary
conditions are prescribed. Ideally, these boundary conditions must
represent the in situ states of stress and strain within the composite.
That is, the prescribed boundary conditions must be the same as those
if the representative volume element were actually in the composite.

Finally, a prediction of composite properties follows from the solu-
tion of the foregoing boundary value problem. Although the procedure
involved is conceptually simple, the actual solution is rather difficult.
Consequently, many assumptions and approximations have been intro-
duced, and therefore, various solutions are available. In this chapter,
however, we limit our discussion to the simplest model without loss of
generality in the procedures involved. ' ‘

2. density of composite

Consider a composite of mass M and volume ¥V, schematically shown in
Figure 9.2. Here V is the volume of a representative volume element.
Since the composite is made of fibers and matrix, the mass M is the sum
of the total mass Mf of fibers and the mass M,, of matrix:

M=M +M, (9.1)

- Equation 9.1-s valid-regardless-of voids which-may be present. How-

ever, the composite volume V includes the volume ¥, of voids so that

V=V +V, +V, - 9.2)

Dividing Equations 9.1 and 9.2 by M and V, respectively, leads to the
following relations for the mass fractions and volume fractions:

me +m, = 1 (9.3)

Ve +v, tv, =1 (9.4)
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MATRIX
Vm, Mm

FIBERS
V. My

Figure 9.2 A representative volume
element. The total volume and mass
of each constituent are denoted by V'
and M, respectively. The subscripts m
and f stand for matrix and fiber,
respectively.

In this section the subscripts f, m, v are exclusively used to denote
fiher. matrix and void, respectively. Thus these subscripts do not follow
the rules ol index notation. .

The composite density p follows from Equations 9.1 and 9.2 as

‘M (prf +0mVim) _ X (9.5)
=== =pwvetp,v .
7 v 7 Emem
In terms of mass fractions, p becomes
= 1 (9.6)

Equation (9.6) is frequently used to determine the void fraction

m m
v, = 1—p <_p—£+;ﬂ>
f m

The mass fraction of fibers can be measured by removing the matrix.
In the case of glass/epoxy composites the matrix can be burnt gut
without affecting the glass fibers. As for boron/epoxy and graphlte/
epoxy composites, acids are usually used to dissolve 'Fhe matnx. Once
m. is thus determined, the mass fraction m,, of matrix simply follows

from Equation 9.3.

9.7)

et et e
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3. composite stresses and strains

In Equation 9.5 the composite density p is séen to be equal to the
densities of the constituents averaged over the composite volume. The
composite stresses and composite strains are defined similarly.

Supposc the stress field in the representative element is o;. The com-
posite stress 0; is defined by

5,.:%/_ oidV=%[f o,-dV+f o,-dV+f UidV]
v Ve v V,

m v

(9.8)

We now introduce the volume-average stresses o; and 0,,,;
and matrix, respectively, »

U Ll §
O = -—— o; dV, o, ;=— o, dV (9.9)
Ji V/ fo i mi Vm v, i

Since no stress is_transmitted in the voids, ie., 0; = 0 within V,
Equation 9.8 can be written as

in the fibers

0, =vpOp+ vy, O (9.10)

Equation 9.10 thus gives the composite stress o, in terms of the average
constituent stresses ;; and 0, ' C

Similarly to the composite stress, the composite strain is defined as
the volume-average strain, and is obtained as

€ = V€ TV €y

+v, €, (9.11)
Unlike the stress, the strain in voids does not vanish. The void strain is
defined in terms of the boundary displacements of the voids. However,
since the void fraction is usually negligible, i.e. .less than 1%, in com-
posites of acceptable quality, we neglect the last term on the right-hand
side. Thus, in the following discussions we shall use

Ei = V/' E_-/l+ V’n (:‘ml (9'12)

with the understanding that (v, + v, ) is unity.
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Note that Equations 9.10 and 9.11 simply follow from the defini-
tions of the composite stress and strain that the composite variables are
the volume averages. Thus, these equations are valid regardless of the
material behavior.,

Determination of the composite stress and strain requires the
knowledge of the stress and strain fields within composite. However, we
shall show that they can be determined directly from the boundary
tractions and boundary displacements.

Consider a representative volume element in the form of a rectangu-
lar prism, as shown in Figure 9.3. The fibers in the element are per-
fectly bonded to the matrix. Suppose a stress ?fx is applied on the
boundaries at x =0 and L,.

L, LA 4 3
(a)
I 5
e v
/ [
/ L
/ ;
5 ‘~ P TITITT 777777777,
) O (c)

A, : BOUNDARY AT x =L,
Al EOU/VDA/? AT y =L,

(nqz-._.—.

htz-b-.—b—’

(d)

Figure 9.3 Force and displacement boundary conditions
applied to a representative volume element. Initial shapes
are indicated by broken lines in (b), (¢) and (d).
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By definition the composite stress EX is given by

- ]
0, = ——m o.dA dx 9.13
x LiL,Ls .ﬁ,ﬁm * G139

where A(x) is the cross section at x normal to the x-axis. Of course, the
area of A(x) is constant and equal to L, L. The equilibrium condition
requiris that the resultant of 6, be equal to the resultant of the applied
stress 0, :

f odi=f 3, dA (9.14)
_ IR 7 2% W A, T o

Substituting Equation 9.14 into Equation 9.13, we can show that Ex is
equal to the average applied stress, -

-1 ~
_)x—L2L3,/,; G, dA (9.15)

1

Similarly, the other stress components 0, and o, are equal to the
respective average applied stresses,

- 1 f ~
g, = a,dA
d Lily Ja, 7

. (9.16)
5, = L2'1L3 .//; B’sdAv
In case when the applied stresses are uniform, i.e.,
G, = 62 onA,
'Ey = 0, on4, .17
g, = 6% ond,
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4. elastic moduli of composite

In a state of plane stress which is applicable to thin laminates, the
required composite stress-strain relations are

€ =5;5Gi=126) (9.27)
1/E, v /Ex 0
Sy = | —Ve/Ex 1/E, 0
0 0 1/E;

Thus our goal is to determine the four components of the composite
compliance matrix S;; in terms of the structural details of the com-
posite and the compliance matrices of the constituents.

There is a total of 18 variables — 3 components each of stress and
strain for the fiber, matrix, and composite, respectively. Since we are
seeking 3 stress-strain relations of Equation 9.27, we need 15 equations
relating those 18 variables. Six of these required equations are provided
from the definitions of the composite stress and strain, Equations 9.10
and 9.12. Six additional equations are the constitutive relations of the
constituents,

Efi = Sfl] Ef]’ Emi = Smij (_Im/ (9~28)
where
0 0 1/G;

1

micromechanics 387

| 0 0 1/G,,]

Yet we need three more equations which must be chosen so that (1)
stresses are in equilibrium, (2) strains are related to stresses through
constitutive equations, (3) strains are related to displacements, and (4)
the given boundary conditions are satisfied. However, finding the stress
and strain fields which satisfy all four conditions described above in a
realistic representative volume element is rather complicated. There-
fore, here we shall choose a simple representative volume element and
simple boundary conditions so that the above conditions are easily
satisfied.

Consider a composite laminate with fibers in the x direction, Figure
9.4. The representative volume element of this composite is chosen to
be a fiber embedded in a matrix plate. The fiber is assumed to have a
rectangular cross section with the same thickness as the matrix plate.
Therefore, the width ratio wf/(wf + wm) is chosen to be the same as
the fiber volume fraction of the composite itself.

= Z

Al

8 c «x

Figure 9.4 A simple representative volume
element. A perfect bond is assumed between
the fiber and the matrix.
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where of are constants, the composite stresses become equal to the
applied stresses. That is,

3, =0? (9.18)

I

Referring back to the representative volume element of Figure 9.3,
we now show that the composite strains are related to the average
relative boundary displacements. First, consider the composite strain €,
which, for the representative volume element, is given by

- 1
€ = — €,.dx dA (9.19)
* T LiLL [ux) fL & ’

At each point in the cross section A(x), we evaluate the integral of €,
over the length L, to obtain '

f exdx=f (Bu/dx) dx =T (9.20)
L, ’ L, :

Here, % is the value of u at x =L, and we have assumed “=0atx=0.
Of course, # depends on y and z and represents the displacement of the
boundary at x = L,. Substitution of Equation 9.20 into Equation 9.19
thus results in an equation relating the composite strain to the average
boundary displacement,

- 1 1 ~
= — dA 9.21
“ T I, L,L, fA ¢ ®-21)

The remaining strains can be easily found to be

- 1 1 ~
€, = — v dA
‘ L, L\L, ./A"2

- 11 ~
€, = — v, dA
s Ly LyLs ,/;1 ’

(9.22)
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Note that V' in the equation for €, is the displacement of A, whereas;
in the equation for €, is the displacement of 4, in the y direction.
If the boundary displacements are uniform, i.e.,

~ o

€; L, ond,

7 = E;,) L2 on A2 . (9.23)

~

vg=¢€7 L, onA,

where €? are constants, the composite strains reduce to
€ = € (9.24)

Equations 9.15, 9.16, 9.21, and 9.22 allow us to determine the com-
posite stresses and composite strains directly from the boundary condi-
tions without knowing the stress and strain distributions within the
representative volume element. These results are very helpful in tests
where the applied loads and relative displacements are directly mea-
sured. Equations 9.18 and 9.24 are frequently used in the derivation of
composite moduli. .

The conservation of energy requires that the strain energy stored.
within the representative volume element be equal to the work done
by the applied stresses,

fo,—e,-dV=f Fx?idA+f 'E'yT/dA+f 37, dA
v A, A, A,

(9.25)

If either the applied stresses or the boundary displacements are uni-
form (see Equations 9.17 and 9.23), then the strain energy density
within the representative volume element is simply given by

1

W= —
2V Jy

Oie,- dV=—;"_,E, (9.26)

Thus the strain energy density of composite is the same in form as that
of a homogeneous material.
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Suppose boundary AB is fixed and boundary CD is given a uniform
displacement BC €2. Boundaries AD and BC are free. Thus the imposed
boundary conditions are

% = BCe onCD

x

= 0 on AB

, (9.30)
Tfy = 0 on AD and BC
o, = 0 on all boundaries

Using Equations 9.15—18 and 9.21-24, we easily find that

_E-x = é-fx = 6_mx = eg
Ey = Efy = Emy =0 (9.31)
a.s = Efs = Ems =0

Equation 9.31 can now be used to determine the composite stress-strain
relations. From Equations 9.10 and 9.23 we see that

O'x = Vfa:fx + Vi me‘=(VfEf+VmEm)Ex (932)
Therefore, the longitudinal Young’s modulus £, becomes
E, = vEj+vmEn (9.33)

Next, the transverse composite strain Zy is related to the longitudinal
composite strain €, by

e_y = fo_fy + Vm Emy = _(Vfo + Vi Vm )Ex (9.34)
The longitudinal Poisson’s ratio is thus

Ve = vrtvpvp (9.35)

www.polycompaosite.ir
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To determine the transverse Young’s modulus E,,, we apply the fol-
lowing boundary conditions :

0, = 0 onABandCD

?fy = 0; on AD and BC (9.36)
% = 0 onall boundaries

Again, using Equations 9.15-18 and 9.21-24, and neglecting the shear
stresses on the fiber/matrix interface we find that

0, = a—fx = Opx = 0
G, = Oy = Op, =09 93D
Es = Efs = o—ms =0

Therefore, the composite strain Ey is given by

m

- oF = _ (Y Vm\ =
€, = vfefy-i-vmemy— Ff+75—- o, (9.38)

" The resulting transverse Young’s modulus is obtained from

d o M m (9.39)
E, E E

m

Finally, the boundary conditions for the determination of the shear
modulus are '

0, = 0 onABandCD
3, = 0 -ondADandBC (9.40)
0, = 02 onall boundaries.
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The procedures to be followed next are sirpilaf ‘to those for E,,. There-
fore, the shear modulus is given without derivation:

1 Yy lm (9.41)
E; Gy Gy

Equations 9.33, 9.35, 9.39 and 9.41 are called the rule-of-mixtures
equations for composite moduli.

The boundary conditions to be imposed on the representative
volume element must simulate the in situ state of stress as closely as
possible. When o] was applied on boundaries AD and BC we assumed
no stress on boundaries AB and CD. However, such boundary condition
is not realistic because Efx is not the same as Em , unless Vf/E = Vm /E,, -
The resulting difference in displacements cannot be sustained in actual
composites.

To remedy the foregoing contradiction, we modify the boundary

conditions 9.36 as follows:
% = C-+BConCD

= 0 on AB

(9.42)
Fy = 0o on AD and BC

o, = 0 on all boundaries

The constant C is to be determined from the condition g, = 0.
The application of Equations 9.15-18 and 9.21-24 allow the follow-
ing cquations: '

€, = Efx = €mx =C
G, = Ty = Oy, =03 (9.43)
Oy = Of = Oy =0
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Combining Equation 9.28 with Equation 9.43 and recalling 0, = 0, we
first obtain oy, and 0,,, as -

a__ =VfEm—”mEfV E
/x VfEf + Vm Em m =y
(9.44)
_ Vo Ef - VfEm —
Opy = ——————— V0
mx VfEf + Vm Em 7y
Thus the transverse Young’s modulus E|, is obtained from
L o Ealty G B
| E, Ef | E,, m viEr +v, E,,
(9.45)

The determination of C leads to the transverse Poisson’s ratio v,
because

o} _ (9.46)

It can be shown that v, determined from Equation 9.46 satisfies the
symmetry condition

Vy

E,

4

pd
7 (9.47)
E)’

The first two terms on the right-hand side of Equation 9.45 are the
same as Equation 9.39 based on a uniaxial state of average stress. The
third term represents the effect of lateral constraint imposed by the
strain compatibility and leads to a higher transverse modulus.

Equations 9.33 and 9.35 provide accurate predictions for the longi-
tudinal Young’s modulus and Poisson’s ratio. However, Equations 9.39
and 9.41 give lower values than experimentally observed for the trans-
verse Young’s modulus and shear modulus, respectively, as can be seen
in Figures 9.5 and 9.6 for a glass/epoxy composite. Equation 9.45
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Figure 9.5 Transverse modulus versus fiber
volume fraction for a glass/epoxy composite.
The solid lines represent Equation 9.49, and

the broken lines Equation 9.45, Equation 9.45
can be modified to include 1., and Equation
9.39 is represented by the sofid line with n, = 1.
The elastic moduli used are: Ef = 73,1 GPa, E,,
= 3.45 GPa, vp= 0.22 and p,, = 0.35. (Data
from [1]).

yields a higher modulus than Equation 9.39. However, both predictions
are considerably lower than the data. A simplistic method of correcting
for such discrepancy is discussed in the next section.

5. modified rule-of-mixtures equations
for transverse and shear moduli -

In the preceding section the representative volume element consisted of
two plates of the same thickness, each representing a fiber and matrix,
respectively. However, in actual composites, fibers are completely
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Figure 9.6 Shear modulus versus fiber volume.
fraction for a glass/epoxy composite. The solid
lines represent Equation 9.49, and ng =1
corresponds to Equation 9.41. The shear moduli
used are: Gf= 30.2GPaand G,, = 1.8 GPa.
(Data from'[2}). i

surrounded by the matrix. Thus a more realistic representative volume
element will be a concentric cylinder as shown in Figure 9.7. Also, the
boundary conditions should be changed to simulate the in situ state of
stress the new representative volume element would be in. The exact
determination of stresses is rather complicated and is beyond the scope
of Tthis book. Therefore, in - the- following we shall describe-a- semi-
empirical approach to provide better estimates of moduli than the
simple rule-of-mixtures equations can.
Noting that matrix is softer than fiber, we assume that

Omy = nyb-fy, 0<ny< 1

(9.48)

Oms = M30p, 0<n, <1
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Figure 9.7 A concentric cylinder model. Boundary
conditions to be applied are different from those for
the representative volume element of Figure 9.4,

The above equations imply that the average matrix stress has the same
sign as, but lower in magnitude than, the average fiber stress, in trans-
verse or shear loading. The stress partitioning parameters 7, and 7,
measure the relative magnitudes of the average matrix stresses as com-

pared to the average fiber stresses.
The equations for the moduli can now be derived following the same

procedure as in the preceding section but using Equation 9.48. The
results are

[

L S P By L)
E,  vi+muv, \'E VTME,
(9.49)

!

B Y P i
E,  vi+nw, \'G. "G,

The above equations are the same as Equations 9.39 and 9.41 if n, v,
and ngv,, , respectively, are replaced by v,,, .

The moduli predicted by Equation 9.49 with n, = ny = 0.5 are
compared with the experimental data in Figures 9.5 and 9.6. These
equations are seen to provide much better estimates of moduli than do
the simple rule-of-mixtures equations of the preceding section.

According to Equation 9.49 the moduli increase as the stress parti-
tioning parameters decrease. Decreasing parameters indicate an increas-
ing load sharing by fibers. Since fiber is stiffer than matrix, the resulting
composite moduli therefore increase.

So far we have not concerned ourselves with the dependence of the
partitioning parameters on constituent properties. The experimental
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correlations in Figures 9.5 and 9.6 show that the parameters are weakly
dependent, if at all, on the fiber volume fraction. The results of some
advanced methods [3, 4] based on the concentric cylinder model of
Figure 9.7 can indeed be used to show that 1, is independent of Vi
Furthermore,

1 G
N, 5 < Gf) (9.50)

Because of the axisymmetry of the concentric cylinder model, it is
easier to determine moduli other than E,. Specifically, the moduli 1o
be determined are the transverse plane strain bulk modulus k, and the
transverse s}lear rgodu!}xs G, . When the only nonvanishing strain com-
ponents are €, =€, = ¢, ky yields

G, = G, =2k,& (9.51)

The transverse shear modulus relates the shear strain to the shear stress
in the yz plane:

Gu:= G,e,. (9.52)

Once ky and Gy are known, the transverse Young’s modulus E. is
given by B U U - SR y
4k, G,

E = XY Y
Y N (9.53)
ky + mGy :

where
4k, v, 2
E

X.

m = 1+ (9.54)

The equations for ky, and G, are similar to those for E, and E.
That is,

11 (V Loy > (9.55)
k ‘ f—-—— " kvm —T_ .
y vrt 'fIkal Kpy K {continues)



www.poly
396 introduction to composite materials
1 1 1 1 >
1 _ Vo gy, e (9.55)
Gy vyt ngvy ( foy " Gy (concluded)
where
1 <1 Gm)
'n = a—
200w, kp,
(9.56)
1 , Gm
= 34, + —
TS p—— ( m ny)

In the foregoing equations the subscript y has been used to dgnote tpe
transverse properties of fiber in case the fiber is transversely 1.sotrop1f:.

In this regard we note that graphite and aramid fibers are not isotropic

but rather transversely isotropic. The equations derived so far are — ... _
summarized in Table 9.2 where P stands for property.

table 9.2

formulas for composite moduli

1

composite.ir
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If the fiber is isotropic, the subscript y can be dropped. Furth’ermore,
Equation 9.53 for the fiber becomes

o = _Yr (9.57)
T =,
Therefore, 0, reduces to
= —— |1+ (=2, Im (9.58)
200, e '

Equations 9.49 and 9.53 together with Equations 9.50 and 9.56 are
shown graphically in Figures 9.8 and 9.9, respectively, for three dif-
ferent composite systems: glass/epoxy, boron/epoxy and graphite/
epoxy. The properties of the epoxy are

“E, = 3.45GPa, v, =035 (9.59)

In addition to the Young’s moduli listed in Table 9.1, Poiséon’s ratio
of the fibers is )

v 0.2 (9.60)
For the glass and boron fibers, Ef and vy are sufficient. However, for
the graphite fiber we further have

Ery= 16.6GPa, G;=8.27 GPa
(9.61)

ny

= 5.89 GPa

The stress partitioning parameters are shown as functions of G,/ G,,
in Figure 9.10. The matrix Poisson’s ratio used is 0.35 and fibers are
assumed to be isotropic with vy = 0.2 for n;. The decreasing stress
partitionirig parameters indicate less load sharing by the matrix as

P=——— (v,Pp+ P,
Vet Wy ( s m )
Engineering
constant P P, P n
E, E, E, E, 1
Vy Yy Vf Ym 1
1 1
E, —1— — — ng*
bs Gf Gm
1 1 ’
K, 1 R _];__ n, **
ky kfy m
: 1 1
G, 1 P - n6**
Gy C’fy (’m |

*See Equation 9.50
**See Equation 9.56

G(/G,, increases.
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Figure 9.8 Transverse moduli predicted .by
Equation 9.53. The properties used are in
Table 9.1 and Equations 9.59 through 9.61.

. For most structural composites the modulus ratio G, /G is much

smaller than unity. Therefore, the corresponding stress partitioning
parameters can be approximated by

1
773 - 5
ne = —— (9.62)
k 2(1—v,,)
- 34y,
ne =

4(1—v,,)

@
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Figure 9.9 Shear moduli predicted by Equa-
tions 9.49 and 9.50. The properties used are
in Table 9.1 and Equations 9.59 through 9.61.

Thus, it is seen that these parameters depend only on the Poisson’s ratio
of the matrix. For most epoxies v, is close to 0.35. Therefore, the final
values of the remaining n’s are

Ny = 0.77
(9.63)

From Figure 9.10 we see that the error in using the limiting values of
n’s is less than 5 percent as long as the modulus ratio Gf/G,,, is larger
than 20, which is the case for glass/epoxy.
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Figure 9.10 Stress partitioning parameters predicted by Equations
9.50, 9.56 and 9.58. Fibers are assumed to be isotropic.

6. hygrothermal properties

Hygrothermal properties of composite as a homogeneous, anisotropic
material were discussed in Chapter 8. In this section we shall investigate
how constituent properties affect the macroscopic hygrothermal be-
havior of composite. ,
Consider a composite which is completely dry. In the dry state, the
total mass M of a composite body is the sum of those of the fibers and

of the matrix,
M = M, +M; (9.64)

Now the same composite absorbs moisture and reaches an equilib—
rium state. The new mass M’ after the moisture absorption is given by

M = M+M,, +M,, +M,, (9.65)

Here M,,,, and My, are the masses of moisture absorbed in the fibers
and matrix, respectively. The last term on the right-hand side of
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Equation 9.65 is the amount of moisture entrapped in voids. The mois-
ture concentration in the composite is then ~

MM _

" CnMy, +cpme+ M, IM (9.66)

C=

where m’s are again mass fractions, and ¢’s are moisture concentrations
in the constituents. Specifically, we have

i " (9.67)

Equation 9.66 can also be rewritten in terms of mass densities or
specific gravities;

¢ = (CpvmbPm + cvrpr + v, 0P

and (9.68)

= (Cm Vm Sm + CfoSf + VV)/S

Note that p,, is the density of moisture.

Unlike temperature the moisture concentration varies from fiber to
matrix. Inorganic fibers such as graphite and boron do not absorb mois-
ture and hence, ¢ = 0. However, the moisture concentration in most
epoxies can be as high as 8%.

As discussed in the preceding chapter, a composite undergoes a non-
mechanical strain upon temperature change and absorption of moisture.
It has been pointed out that such a nonmechanical strain is measured
from the stress-free state and consists of the thermal strain and the
swelling strain. Here we shall see how the constituent properties affect
the nonmechanical strains of a unidirectional composite.

In the presence of nonmechanical strains es; and e, ;, the constitutive
relations of the constituents, Equation 9.28, are replaced by

gfi = Sfl/a-fj + efi’ Emi = Sml]a-ml + em[ (969)

Note that, since the constituents are isotropic, we have

e =e =e¢ e =0
fx fy r f
) (9.70)

€mx T Cmy T €m. €y = 0
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In Equation 9.69 the volume averages are taken only over the total
strains and the stresses, but not over the nonmechanical strains because
the:latter are uniform in each constituent.

Now we use the rule-of-mixtures assumptions and recall that

€x T €x T €pyy

(9.71)

Q'y = Ufy = Omy = (
The nonmechanical strains e, and e, of the composite are then ob-
tained by solving Equations 9.10, 9.12 and 9.69 in conjunction with

Equation 9.71 for €, and Ey in terms of ey and e,, . The results are

vafef + Vm Em em

e
x VfEf + Vm Em
’ (9.72)
e, = vieptv e, tveveestv, v, e, — (v tv, v, e,

In the absence of any applied stress, ¢, and e, are the composite
strains resulting from er and e,, . From Equation 9.71 we see that there
are no residual stresses in the transverse direction in the constituents.
Since €7, = €,,, = e,, the residual stresses in the longitudinal direction
are obtained by substituting Equation 9.72 into Equation 9.69 and
solving the resulting equations for the stresses. Thus the residual stress

in the fiber is given by

—e
-R _ . m f
of, =v, E_E; ——e——— 9.73
tx = VmEmEf v E, ¥ v, E, ( )
whereas in the matrix we have
— e,—e
R o= vEE, —L " (9.74)

viEr +v, E,

If the thermal strains are proportional to temperature change, we can
use the thermal expansion coefficients

el = a, (T-T,)

. (9.75)
ey

o (T—T,)
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where T is the final temperature of interest and T, is the stress-free
temperature, usually the cure temperature. However, the dependence of
moduli on temperature does not allow the use of thermal expansion
coefficients for composite. Therefore, we define average thermal
expansion coefficients by ‘

@ = — ) (9.76)

Substitution of Equations 9.72 and 9.75 into Equation 9.76 yields

o, =
o, = vedetv, o, Fvevedetv, v 0 — (vevp v, vy, ) o

Equation 9.77 can also be used as instantaneous thermal expansion
coefficients when the change of moduli with temperature can be
neglected in comparison with that of strains. Equation 9.77 is shown
graphically in Figure 9.11 for a glass/epoxy composite.

The determination of swelling strain requires not only the average
moisture concentration in composite but also the moisture concentra-
tions in constituent phases. Assuming zero void fraction, we solve
Equation 9.68 for ¢,

= s ¢ (9.78)
Vm Sm + VfoCfm

Cm

where c;,, is the ratio; s is specific gravity.
Ctm = Cf/Cm (9.79)

Substituting into Equation 9.72 the swelling coefficients of constit-
uents defined by

el = Brcp e =Bpcm (9.80)
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and using Equation 9.78, we obtain the average swelling coefficients of
composite as

By =

VfEfom Bf '+' Vm Em Bm

ve(l + 0p)Chm By + vin (1 + 0, 0By

N
(VfEf + Vi Em ) (Vm Sm + VfoCfm)

m + VfoCfm

W A O )
g Q Q Q Q

THERMAL EXPANSION COEFFICIENT ((um/m)/K)
~
Q

ar

o 02 04 06 08 /0O
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Figure 9.11 Thermal expansion coefficients of
ass/epoxy composite. The properties used
are = 5.0 (um/m)/K, a,,, = 54 (pm/m)/K
2GPa Vf—02 E,, ——276GPa Vm
0 35

5= Wsvp v,V By
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A considerable simpliﬁcation of the foregoing equations is possible
for graphite/epoxy composites for which

¢ = om0, E,/E <1 (9.82)

The final results are given below without derivation:

o = B,=0

a, = vy (1 +» ) (9.83)
1+v

ﬁy = Sm ms

7. strengths

As discussed in Chapter 7, unidirectional composites possess excellent
strength and stiffness in the longitudinal direction because load is
carried mostly by fibers. In the other loading conditions the load
sharing is about equal between fibers and matrix; therefore, composite
strengths are comparable to those of the matrix used.

Another parameter which plays a very important role in the strength
of composites is the interface between fiber and matrix. The assump-
tion of perfect interfacial bond under which elastic properties were
discussed in the preceding sections was appropriate because the stresses
involved were rather small. However, since failure of a material is
initiated at the weakest point, a weak interface will certainly lead to a
premature failure when a substantial load sharlng is expected by the
interface.

Load sharing by constituent phases depends on the type of loading.
Therefore, we shall discuss strengths of unidirectional composite under
five different loadings: longitudinal tension and compressmn transverse
tension and compression, and shear.

Consider a unidirectional comp051te subjected to a uniaxial tension
in the fiber direction. Since €, = €rx = €, in the present case, the
stresses in the constituent phases will be as schematically shown in
Figure 9.12. This figure has been constructed based on the following
observations. First, fiber is linear elastic up to fracture. Second, matrix
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STRESS
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Figure 9.12 Typical stress-strain relations
of fiber, matrix and composite. The com-
posite failure strain is close to the fiber
failure strain. The matrix is nonlinear
above the fiber failure strain.

is linear initially; however, it behaves nonlinearly as strain increases.
The. strain at which nonlinearity starts to appear is greater than the
fracture strain of fiber.

Since not all fibers are expected to be of equal strength and equally
stressed, some fibers will fail before others. When these fibers break,
there are three modes of further damage growth depending on the
properties of the matrix and interface.

If the matrix is brittle and the interface strong, the cracks created by
the fiber breaks will propagate through the matrix across the neighbor-
ing fibers leading to the composite failure. If the interface is weak, then
interfacial failure can be initiated at the fiber breaks and the fiber-
matrix debonding will grow along the broken fibers. A longitudinal
damage growth is also possible in the form of matrix yielding between
fibers if the matrix is ductile with low yield stress. As far as the com-

posite strength is concerned, the latter two modes of damage growth

have a similar effect. Therefore, we shall simply divide the failure mode
under a longitudinal tension into the transverse crack propagation mode
and the longitudinal damage growth mode. R B

The transverse crack propagation mode is in fact what is observed in
brittle, homogeneous materials. In this failure mode, the strength of
stronger fibers cannot be fully utilized, and hence the composite
strength is not an optimum.
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In the other extreme case of complete longitudinal damage growth
mode, broken fibers are simply separated from intact ones as far as load
sharing is concerned, and the composite will behave like a dry bundle of
fibers. We shall now show that the resulting strength is less than the
average fiber strength. ‘ -

Suppose a bundle of many fibers of equal length L is subjected to a
strain €. In the bundle the same strain € is applied to every fiber.
Suppose the fraction of unbroken fibers at the strain € is given by

R(e) = exp [—L(e/e,)*) (9.84)

where « and €, are constants. The above function is shown
schematically in Figure 9.13. The nominal stress of the bundle, which is

the load divided by the original cross-sectional area of the fibers, is
equal to

o= EfeR(e) (9.85)
1.0
v 051
S .
A a
0.5
/1.0
o |
o / 2 o
€/ (6,077

‘ Figure 9.13 Fraction of unbroken fibers at different
strain levels. The function (1—R(€)) is known as a
Weibull distribution for the failure strain.

" The bundleis said to have failed when it cannot support any further
increase in load. That is, the bundle failure strain Y, satisfies

do

de | _
€= Yb

= () . (9.86)
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Using Equations 9.84 and 9.85 in Equation 9.86 leads to

Y, = e,(La)/e (9.87)

The strength in stress of this bundle of length L is thus
X, (L) = Ege, (Lae) /e (9.88)

where e is the base of the natural logarithm.

Equation 9.84 can also be regarded as the probability of a single fiber
surviving the strain €. Thus (1—R) is the cumulative distribution of
failure strain and is known as a Weibull distribution (see Appendix 9.1).

The average fiber failure strain Y is thus given by

= [ e (BY de=e, LT+ 1/0) (9.89
Y, /;e<d€>de LU (1 + 1/a) (9.89)

where I'(*) is the gamma function. The corresponding average strength
of the fiber of length L is

X (L) =E;Y;=Epe, L/*T(1 + 1/) (9.90)

We can now study the ratio of the bundle strength to the average
fiber strength,

XAL)  EY; (ae)! /e T(1 ¥ 1/a)

Figure 9.14 shows the ratio X, /X, as a function of 1/a together with
some experimental data. The factor 1/« is a measure of scatter, almost
equal to the coefficient of variation (see Appendix 9.2). Thus the
bundle strength can be substantially lower than the fiber strength if the
fiber strength exhibits a large scatter.

Thus far we have shown that the longitudinal strength will be lower
than maximum if the failure mode is dominantly one of the transverse
crack propagation or of the longitudinal damage growth. An optimum
strength is realized somewhere between these two extremes; that is,
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Figure 9.14 The bundle strength is lower than the
average fiber strength. The reduction increases with
1/a; i.e., the larger the scatter in fiber strength, the
larger the reduction. The data are for £ and S glass
fibers, taken from [35, 6].

both transverse and longitudinal damage growths are localized to the
fiber breaks to lead to an optimum composite strength. The three
typical failure modes are shown pictorially in Figure 9.15.

In the optimum condition the effect of broken fiber is limited to a
small region of length § as shown in Figure 9.16. Thus, unless two fiber
breaks are within this region, one broken fiber does not know the

- existence of the other broken fiber. We then assume that the composite

fails when all the fibers within this region fail. Thus the composite
strength X can be taken as the strength of a fiber bundle of length &
multiplied by v plus the matrix contribution v,, 0% , [7]

_ - 1 1/ -

X—Vbe(6)+Vm0rﬂr‘zx = (—L-> anXf-i-VmO‘:,x
(ae)!/a T(1 + 1/a) \ 8

(9.92)
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Figure 9.15 Three typical failure modes of unidirectional composite; (@)
Longitudinal damage growth typical of dry fiber bundle; () mixed failure
mode desired; (¢) transverse crack propagation mode typical of brittle,

homogeneous materials.

prreet

~

Figure 9.16 Zone of inter-
action between fiber
failures. The composite

falls when sufficient number
of fibers fail within the zone
of length &.

Note that X, is the average strength of a

fiber of length L, not 8, and that g, , is

the average matrix stress at the time of
the composite failure. = ,_
The ratio (X—v,, 0.5 (v Xy) deter-
mined by Equation 9.92 is shown as a
function of L/8 for three different values
of 1/a in Figure 9.17. If the fiber
strength has a small scatter, i.e., small
1/, the composite strength is close to
(v;Xs + vy, 0y ) regardless of L /8. Other-
wise, (X—v,, G, (v Xp) increases with
L/s. '
Strength wusually exhibits a larger
scatter than modulus because the former
depends much more on defects within a

material than the latter. Since the probability of finding defects in-
creases with the volume of the material tested, the strength distribution
will depend on the volume. In the case of fibers of the same cross-
sectional area, the volume is proportional to the length, and hence we
can have Equation 9.84. An example of length-dependence of strength
is shown in Figure 9.18 for glass fibers.

To determine 8, which is required to use Equation 9.92, consider a
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Figure 9.17 The strengthening efficiency of fiber
depends on « and §. a is the shape parameter of the
fiber strength distribution and § is the length of the
fiber failure interaction zone. X - is the average
strength of fiber of length L.
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Figure_ 9.18 Length effects on average tensile stréngth of
glass fibers, The average tensile strength decreases as the
gage length increases. (Data from 8D.

broken fiber in a matrix, Figure 9.19. As the fiber is pulled away from
the matrix, the interfacial shear stress at the tip of the fiber increases.
Assuming a rigid-perfectly plastic behavior at the interface, we see that
the shear stress is equal to the yield stress 7, if there is a plastic slip at
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1 longitudinal tension the role of the matrix was rather secondary.

longitudinal compression, however, the matrix provides lateral
spport for fibers to carry compressive load without buckling. Without

ich support fibers can hardly resist any compression because of their

small diameter.

Consider a composite subjected to compression in the fiber direction,
Figure 9.20. Fibers may have initial curvature as shown in the figure [9].
Suppose the initial deflection of fibers can be described by

ve = 1, smll’i (9.100)

where [ is the half wavelength. When a compressive stress o is apﬁlied,
the final deflection of fibers become

mx

v = fsm—l— : (9.101)
{4 17
144
}F :
4
P 4
y
I EREENR
oA o

(a) M+dM (6)
_d:A'I‘W-dV

dx

4
:FM
gl

(fcl

Figure 9.20 Local buckling at a point in com-
posite; (a) initial state; (b) under a compressive
stress 0; (¢) free body diagram for a representa-
tive volume element of cross-sectional area A.
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Let us take an infinitesimal representative volume element of length
dx and cross-sectional area A4 at distance x. A free body diagram for this
element is shown in Figure 9.20(c). The balance of moments requires
that _

@.’!—V-p oA d_"=0 (9.102)
dx

dx

The bending moment M is borne by the fiber while the shear V' is the
result of the overall shear deformation of the representative volume
element. Thus

d2 .
M= Eflf'-‘;x—z (V—‘Vo)
(9.103)
d
V = AESIE; (V'_VO)

Here E/I, is the bending stiffness of the fiber and E is the effective
shear modulus of the composite.’

Substituting Equation 9.103 into Equation 9.102 and noting that
I;/A = vfw]? /12, we obtain an equation for o

we\ 2 5
o= [E +12ufEf <—l£> } ( —7) (9.104)

In actual composites, w /l is much smaller than unity. The second term
inside the brackets can therefore be neglected with the final result

fo>
_ (Lo 9.105
° =k ( ) (9.105)

Equation 9.105 describes a relation between the compressive stress
and the amplitude of fiber deflection f. As o increases, f will increase
reaching a critical value f, at which the composite fails. Thus the com-
pressive strength X' is given by

fo '
x=E [1-2 9.106
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Figure 9.19 Simplified stress distributions
around and inside a broken fiber. A rigid-
perfectly plastic behavior is assumed at the
interface.

the interface. Denoting by ¢ the stress in the fiber a distance x from the
fiber end, Figure 9.19, we use the equilibrium condition for the fiber to
obtain

(9.93)

Q>

4]
4'ry

Thus the maximum distance over which interfacial yielding occurs is
limited by the maximum value of o which the fiber can sustain without
fajlure in the interval (0, x).

The average of o,,,, is obtained from Equations 9.140 and 9.141 in
Appendix 9.1 using x,,, in place of L. Since 0, = Efe,, Equation
9.90 can be used to replace o, by X;. The final result is

- L(a+1) |t/e
Oax — Xf [—Zn—;—] (994)

The distance x,,,, corresponding to 0, then follows from substi-
tution of Equation (9.94) into Equation (9.93):

af(at+ 1)
Xmax _ (—Xi> [(a+1)L/d] et D) (9.95)
d 4'ry
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Noting that § = 2x we finally obtain

max ?

X af(at+ 1)
=2 <—£> [(a+1)L/d] /@t D (9.96)

]
d 4'ry

If the fiber strength has very little scatter, i.e., o is very large, then
8/d approaches X//(27,),

s X,
S _ 1 9.97
d 27, ¢ )
The composite strength given by Equation 9.92 reduces to
X = vaf + vm-&,";,x
(9.98)

where the second equality follows from the linear behavior of the
matrix up to the composite failure.

Equation 9.98 is called the rule-of-mixtures for the longitudinal
strength. Although it has been derived under the assumption of deter-
ministic fiber strength, it has proven to provide a reasonable estimate
for actual composites. It is possible that the combined effect of all the
parameters in Equations 9.92 and 9.96 makes Equation 9.98 a reason-
able approximation. ) : '

Since Equation 9.98 is based on the assumption of fiber failure trig-
gering the composite failure, the composite strength can be less than
the matrix strength X,, if fiber volume fraction is too small. We can
determine this minimum fiber volume fraction by substituting X,, for
X and solving the resulting equation for veiie.,

‘E X, E
=t <_"1 - _."l) (9.99)
E;—E, \X; Ef

Since X,,/X; > E,, /Ef, see Figure 9.12, there is always a minimum
fiber volume fraction required to strengthen matrix by fiber rein-
forcements.
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There are two possible sources of composite failure: local shear fail-
ure and bending failure of fibers. The maximum local shear stress can
be calculated from Equation 9.103. The f, is then the value of f when
this maximum local shear stress reaches the shear strength S of the
composite: g

=1+ (9.107)

S
E,

3|~

On the other hand, fibers can fail in bending when the maximum
bending stress reaches the fiber strength X. In this case we obtain

X
fo=f+ 2 L2 (9.108)
Wf T Ef

Since 21/wf is much larger than unity, f, will be larger when calcu-
lated from Equation 9.108 than from Equation 9.107. Therefore, the
compressive failure of composite is caused by a local shear failure and
the resulting compressive strength is

X' =E 1 (9.109)

* 1+ (af, /D/(S/E;)

When fibers are perfectly straight, f,// vanishes, and hence the com-
pressive strength becomes equal to the shear modulus. In actuality,
however, X' is always less than E,. For boron/epoxy composites, the
ratio X'/E; is slightly less than 0.5 whereas it is less than 0.25 for
graphite/epoxy composites. Other than the initial deflection of fibers,
there is another reason for such discrepancy: the nonlinearity in shear
of unidirectional composites. In such cases we can show that E in
Equation 9.109 must be replaced by the secant shear modulus at fail-
ure. Note that the secant modulus is the ratio of the stress to the
corresponding strain. Since the secant modulus at failure is lower than
E,, with difference increasing with ductility, the resulting compressive
strength will be lower.

In transverse tension or compression the load sharing by matrix is of
the same order of magnitude as that of fibers. In the elastic range the
average matrix stress was seen to be about half the average fiber stress.
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Since matrix is much weaker than fiber, matrix will fail first, causing
the composite to fail. ) o

We recall that the composite stress is related to the average stresses in
the constituents by

3, = v + vy Oy (9.110)

(r+ve(/my, — D] Emy (9.111)

The stress 0,,, in matrix is not uniformly distributed; it reaches a
maximum at the fiber-matrix interface. Therefore, failure will be ini-
tiated at the fiber-matrix interface when the stress there reaches the
matrix tensile strength X,, or the interface strength X, , , whichever is
smaller. Introducing a stress concentration factor K,,,, defined by

Omy)
K, — Oy dmax (9.112)
Omy

we can express the transverse tensile strength of composite as

Y = 1+ Vf(l/ny_‘l)

K.y

X, (9.113)

Of course, X,, should be replaced by X, if X;;, < X,,.

An exact determination of n, and K, is difficult because the
behavior of matrix is nonlinear near failure, and is therefore beyond the
scope of this book. However, we can make the following predictions
based on Equation 9.113.

If the matrix is linear elastic up to failure, then the factor [1 +
ve(l /ny—l)] /K, y is known to be less than unity and decreases with
increasing fiber volume fraction. Therefore, the transverse tensile
strength will always be less than the matrix tensile strength, the differ-
ence increasing with v;.

On the other hand, if the matrix is ductile, stress concentrations can
be relaxed so that K,,,, becomes closer to unity. As a result the trans-
verse tensile strength can be greater than the matrix tensile strength.
However, if there is a premature interface failure before the matrix goes
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into the nonlinear range to allow a stress relaxation, the composite
behavior will be the same as if the matrix is brittle.

An experimental evidence for the observations just described is
shown for glass/epoxy composites in Figure 9.21. Here the strength
ratio Y/X ,, is seen to be as high as 2.3. The curve represents a constant
composite strength of 30 MPa. Thus, the composite strength itself does
not depend much on the matrix strength. At lower X,, the matrix is
usually more ductile; consequently, a much better utilization of the
matrix strength is realized. As X,, increases, the matrix becomes more
and more brittle and the stress concentration increases. As a result, the
composite strength is lower than the matrix strength.

25

2.0

1.5

Y/x,

1.0

05

|
00 50 100

Xm (MPa)
Figure 9.21 The composite-to-matrix strength
ratio in transverse tension decreases as the matrix
strength increases. Note that the composite
strength can be higher than the matrix strength.
The data are for E-glass and S-glass/epoxy
composites.

The fracture surface in transverse tension is normal to the loading.
However, in transverse compression it is approximately 45° to the load-
ing. Thus, the transverse compression failure is in fact a shear failure on
the 45° plane. The transverse compressive strength is four to seven
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times as high as the transverse tensile strength.

Finally, the mechanisms of shear failure aré similar to those of trans- -
verse tension failure. The shear strength S can be studied using an
equation similar to Equation 9.113:

1+ve(lfn, — 1
S= Vf(K/ns ) Sm

ms

9.114)

where §,, and K, are respectively the matrix shear strength and the
matrix stress concentration factor in shear. Again, if the interface
strength S, is lower than S,,, S;,, should be used in place of S,,, .

Typical failure modes corresponding to the strengths discussed so far,
except for the longitudinal tension, are schematically shown in Figure
9.22. The longitudinal compression failure is accompanied by a brush-
like failure surface. In transverse tension or shear the failure surface is
parallel to the fibers and normal to the specimen surfaces. The failure
surface in transverse compression is still parallel to the fibers but makes
an angle of about 45° with the loading direction. Strength values of
those composites discussed in the preceding chapter are listed in
Table 7.1.

i RRFER b4l

RN ___

T e Pt

(a) (o) (c)

Figure 9.22 Schematic views of typical failure modes: (a) longifudinal
compression; (b) transverse tension and shear; and (c) transverse
compression.

8. sample problems

a. The weight of the matrix in a void-free glass/epoxy composite is
measured to be 36% of the weight of the composite. What is the fiber
volume fraction? The specific gravities of the epoxy and glass are 1.2
and 2.6, respectively.
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Since v, = 0 and my = prvy /p, a comparison of Equations 9.3 and 9.5
yields

Pm (1—m,)

f Py +pp, (1 —my)

Substituting the known values of the variables into Equation 9.115, we
obtain the fiber volume fraction as

_ 1.2 X 0.64 — 0.45 (9.116)

Vf T 26X036+1.2X0.64

b. Using the representatwe volume element of Figure 9.4, calculate
the stresses afx and om x in a 60 vol % glass/epoxy composite resultmg
from the application of a transverse tension of 10 MPa, Assume that efx
= €,,., and use the properties in Table 9.1 and Equations 9.59 and
9.60.

The equations to be used are in Equation 9.44. The variables are:

Ef = 72 GPa, Vf=02

E, = 3.45GPa, v, =035 °.117)

m
vp = 0.6, v, =0.4

Thus the stresses 0y, and 0,,, are

Gp = —2.2MPa

(9.118)
Opx= 3.3MPa
Note that, as expected, we have
Vfafx + Ym a-mx = 0 (9.1 19)

¢. Using the equations in Table 9.2 and the properties in Table 9. 1

and Equations 9.59 and 9.60, determine the moduli Ex, vx, E, and E;
for a 60 vol % boron/epoxy composite. : -

wWww.polycomposite.ir
|

micromechanics 421

The composite moduli are determined simply by substituting the
constituent properties into the equations in Table 9.2. First, the shear
and plane strain bulk moduli are

= 284.7 GPa

Ef
G = = 170.8 GPa, k;

, (9.120)
G, = Er = 1.28 GPa, k,, = 4.27 GP
m = m = 1. a, Ky = 4. a
Next, we calculate the stress partitioning parameters:
n, = 0.504, n, =0.776
(9.121)

0.618

Lle
Finally, the composite moduli are

E, = 0.6 X410+ 0.4 X3.45=1247.4GPa

0.6 X0.2 +0.4 X0.35=0.26

X
fi

E = 0.6 + 0.504 X 0.4 — 4.98 GPa

s 0.6/170.8 + 0.504 X 0.4/1.28

P 0.6 +0.776 X 0.4 —12.17GPa (9.122)

y 0.6/284.7 + 0.776 X 0.4/4.27.

G - 0.6 +0.618X04  _ 431 cp.

Y 0.6/170.8 + 0.618 X 0.4/1.28

m = 1013

E, = 12.69GPa
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d. For the same composite as in Problem ¢, determine the composite
moduli using the rule-of-mixtures equations in Section 4. Compare the
results with those in Problem c.

The moduli E, and », do not change. E, and E; are determined
from Equations 9.39 and 9.41, respectively:

E, = 8.52GPa, E; =3.16 GPa (9.123)

These moduli are lower than those calculated in Problem c.

e. For graphite fiber the shape parameter for the strength distribu-
tion is 7.68. What is the expected ratio of the bundle strength to the
average fiber strength?

The strength ratio is given by Equation 9.91. Using o = 7.68 and
noting that I'(1 + 1/7.68) = 0.94, we obtain

% 1

=0.72 (9.124)
X;  (7.68 €)1/7:68 (0.94)

f. The average strength of 25-mm long graphite fiber is 2.80 GPa with
a coefficient of variation of 15%. The fiber is used with an epoxy
having a tensile strength of 50 MPa and a modulus of 3.45 GPa to make

a 50 vol % graphite/epoxy composite. Assuming the interfacial yield .

stress 7, to be half the matrix tensile strength, (¢) determine the length
§ of the fiber failure interaction zone; (») determine the composite
strength using §; and (¢) compare the strength obtained in (&) with that
from the rule-of-mixtures. The composite is also 25-mm long. .
The shape parameter « is calculated from Equation 9.145 and the
fiber diameter is found in Table 9.1. Thus, the required variables are:

a = 768, d =7 pm

X; = 2.80GPa, T, =WéS MPa W

L = 25mm, vp=0.5 (9.125)
vm = 0.5

—x 3.45

= X=—=—==42 MP
0] 2800 330 a
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(a) The length & is determined frdm Equation 9.96:

8§ = 0.88 mm (9.126)
(b) The composite strength follows from Equation 9.92

X = 1550+ 21 = 1571 MPa (9.127)

(¢) The rule of mixtures for the strength is Equation 9.98. Therefore,
we have

X = 1400 + 21 = 1421 MPa (9.128)

In the present case there is about 10% difference between Equations
9.92 and 9.98.

9. conclusions

The properties of a composite depend on the geometrical arrangement
and the properties of its constituents. The exact analysis of such struc-
ture-property relationship is rather complex because of many variables
involved. Therefore, we have introduced a few simplifying assumptions
regarding the structural details and the state of stress within composite.

We have seen that the concept of a representative volume element
and the selection of appropriate boundary conditions are very im-
portant in the discussion of micromechanics. The composite stress and
strain are defined as the volume averages of the stress and strain fields,
respectively, within the representative volume element. By finding rela-
tions between the composite stresses and the composite strains in terms
of the constituent properties, we can derive expressions for the com-
posite moduli. In addition, we have shown that the results of advanced
methods can be-put-in-a form similar-to the rule-of-mixtures equations.

Estimating the hygrothermal expansion coefficients is not much dif-
ferent from what we do for the elastic moduli. A major difference in
analyzing the thermal expansion and swelling is that inr the former the
temperature does not change from fiber to matrix whereas in the latter
the moisture concentration can vary drastically. Thus any analytical
modeling should take into account such nonuniformity of the moisture -
concentration.
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Prediction of composite strengths is rather difficult because there are
many unknown variables and also because failure critically depends on
defects. However, we can qualitatively explain the effects of con-
stituents including fiber-matrix interface on composite strengths.
Certainly, failure modes can change depending on the material com-
binations. Thus, an analytical model developed for one material com-
bination cannot be expected to work for a different one. Ideally, a
truly analytical model will be applicable to any material combination.
However, such an analytical model is not available at present. There-
fore, we have chosen to provide models each of which is applicable only
to a known failure mode. Yet, they can explain many of the effects of
the constituents.

appendix 9.1

Consider a fiber of length L over which stress field is given by

0 =0,f(x) (9.129)
where o0, is the stress at x = L, so that f(L) = 1.

Now we divide the fiber into N segments so that in each segment the
stress can be assumed to be uniform. Suppose the probablhty of the ith
segment surviving the stress 0;) is given by [R,(0(;))] A%(@i), Here Ax(,)
is the length of the ith segment. .

The probability of survival of the entire ﬁber is glven by

N (9.130)
R= 7 [R,(0)]**®

i=1

Taking natural logarithms of both sides, we rewrite Equation 9.130 as

N
lnR = z AX(i)lnRo(a(i)) (9.131)

i=1

Www.poly?omposite.ir
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The right-hand side can be converted to an integral by taking N infi-
nitely large: -

L
InR = f InR, (o)dx (9.132)
o
Therefore, R becomes

' L

R = exp [f InR, (o)dx] (9.133)
[+]

Suppose R, is a Weibull distribution,

R,(0) = exp [—(0/0,)*] (9.134)

where a and ¢, are called the shape parameter and scale parameter,
respectively. Substitution of Equation 9.134 into 9.133 yields

L
R = exp [——f (a/o, ) dx] (9.135)
[2]
Using Equation 9.129, we can rewrite Equation 9.135 as
o, \ ¢
R(g,) = exp [ - ] (9.136)
) G0 :
where
L o
O = ao[ f“(x)dx] “ (9.137)
o

Equation 9.136 can be used to determine the probabilify of survival
for any given stress field 0. For example, suppose ¢ is uniform over the
fiber length. Then Equation 9.136 reduces to

R(0) = exp [—L(0/0,)*] (9.138)
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This equation can be easily converted to Equation 9.84 by noting that

o = Ee.
Next, suppose o varies linearly with x so that

(9.139)

=X
1) =7
Substituting Equation 9.139 into 9.137, we obtain
1/a
0,, =0, (9‘-25—1) (9.140)

Thus, the average of o, that can be applied to the point of fiber failure

is given by (see Appendix 9.2)

5, =0,,T(1+1j0) __ (9.141)

appendix 9.2

Let us consider the probability of survival R(0o) at stress o,

R(0) = exp [— (oi )a] (9.142)

The function R(0¢) is also the probability that the strength is greater
than o. Therefore, the probability density function f(o) for strength is

flo) = —9R & ja—1 oy [—(-"- )a] (9.143)
da O'g Oo .

The mean ¢ and the standard deviation s for the strength distribution
are respectively given by

5=f B of(o)do=ooI‘<l +(—i—)
(9.144)

s =f0°° (0=5)f(0)do =, [r (1 +%)—rz (1 +g:):lvz
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where I'(*) is the gamma function. The coefficient of variation (C.V.) is

thus

%

I‘(l—%—%)

s
N (1+1)
o

(9.145)

[
[\
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10. homework problems

a. A glass/epoxy specimen weighing 1 g was burnt and the weight of the
remaining fibers was found to be 0.5 g. Knowing that the densities of
glass and epoxy are 2.6 and 1.25, respectively, determine the density
of the composite in the absence of voids. If the actual density of the
composite was measured to be 1.55, what is the void fraction?

b. For the composite bar

shown, determine the y
average strain €. 1 Aluminum Steel

c. For the composite bar oz J .
shown, deterr_r_line the | Y, s L_
average stress 0. !

d. Derive Equation 9.26. ' y

e. Prove Equation 9.47. — Steel e

F ompesite deteming | =100 = .
the moduli E,, E,, Eg, Aluminum

and », using the equa-

tions in Table 9.2. Compare the results with those from the rule-of-
mixtures equations of Section 4. Use the properties in Table 9.1 and
Section §.

g. Derive Equation 9.49.

h. The maximum water absorption in a typical epoxy is 6%. What is the
maximum amount of water in a graphite/epoxy (v = 0.70)? Specific
gravities of the epoxy and composite are 1.25 and 1.6, respectively.

i. Derive Equation 9.72.

j. Determine the curing stress oX, in the matrix of a 60 vol % glass/
epoxy. Use the properties in Figure 9.11.

k. Determine the swelling coefficients for a 70 vol % graphite/epoxy.
The swelling coefficient of epoxy is 0.35, and graphite does not
absorb moisture.

[ In Figure 8.19 the longitudinal tensile strength does not suffer any
reduction at elevated temperatures. Would the same trend be
observed of the longitudinal compressive strength? If not, explain
why.

m.The shear strength of a composite with surface-treated fibers in-
creases with fiber volume fraction whereas the opposite is true when

www.polycomposite.ir -
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fibers without surface treatment are used. Provide the reasons for
such difference. Is such difference an indication that a better fiber-
matrix bond is achieved through fiber surface treatment?

n. The density of a bulk epoxy at room temperature is p,,,. The
density p,, of the same epoxy in a composite is different from p,,,,
because of the presence of residual stresses. Determine the ratio
Pm/Pmo in terms of the curing strains efT and el the constituent

- elastic moduli, and the fiber volume fraction v;. Assume that e, =

€my and 0y, =0,,.
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nomenclature
AA,,A, = Cross-sectional areas of representative volume element :
c = Specific moisture concentration, in g/g
d = Fiber diameter e - - -
1.1 = Amplitudes of fiber deflection
G = Shear modulus
KpoKpy = Matrix stress concentration factors in_shear and trans-
verse tension, respectively (= (0, )nax /Opm )
k = Plane strain bulk modulus
L,L,,L,,L; = Dimensions of representative volume element
L = Fiber length
/ = Half wavelength of fiber deflection
M = Mass
m = Mass fraction .
R(e) = Probability of survival at strain € or fraction of fibers '
surviving €
s - = Specific gravity !
uv,v, = Boundary displacements I
|4 = Volume
VEVm Ve = Volume fractions
vV, = Final and initial fiber deflections, respectively
w = Width of a constituent phase in representative volume
"~ element
S = Shear strength
XX = Longitudinal tensile and compressive strengths, re-
spectively : '
Y, Y’ = Transverse tensile and compressive strengths, respectively
o = Shape parameter for Weibull distribution of fiber failure
strain .
() = Gamma function
) = Length of fiber failure interaction zone
€ = Scale parameter for Weibull distribution of fiber failure
strain
€ = Constant strain components
€; = Volume-average strain components
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ng = Stress partitioning parameter in transverse shear

N = Stress partitioning parameter in plane strain hydrostatic
" tension and compression ’

ny = Stress partitioning parameter in transverse tension and

compression

N, = Stress partitioning parameter in shear

P = Mass density i

g, = Ere,

a? = Constant stress components

0; = Boundary stress components

o; = Volume-average stress components

Sub b = Bundle

Subf = Fiber

Sub m = Matrix

Subyv = Void

Sub y = Transverse
Sub int = Interface
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appendix A
transformation equations

1. general transformation

The transformation equation of a tensor depends on its rank. In fact,
the definition of a tensor is one that follows a particular transformation
equation. Then, by definition, the quantity is a tensor of a given rank.
Stress and strain are second rank tensors. Modulus and compliance are

fourth rank tensors. Their transformation equations are: '

Tif, = aikajkaf (A.l)

Tl];cf = aim ai” akoafp Tm nop (A.2)

where T' are the transformed components of 7. We use uncontracted
notation here. The number of indices now correspond to the tensorial
rank. The &’s are direction cosines of the new, transformed coordinate
system relative to the old, original coordinate system. The usual range
and summation conventions apply. When we have n dimensions,

ij,...=1,2,...n (A.3)

The beauty and simplicity of tensors lie in their generality that only
one transformation equation will suffice; i.e.,

i’jk e aimainako s Tmno e (A'4)
There is no conceptional difficulty if we want to define the transforma-

tion equation of a sixth rank tensor in four dimensional space. (It may
take a little time writing it down.)
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2. specialized transformation

We have not followed the general tensorial approach in this book.,
Instead we use specialized equations of various quantities. We want to
list the reasons:

® We decided to use contracted notation in order to reduce the
number of indices. The general definition of transformation must
be altered. In the contracted notation, we no longer can treat odd
rank tensors such as vectors.

@ We decided to use engineering shear strains. The transformation
equation for strain must be altered accordingly. The strain trans-
formation in Table 2.5 is not the same as the stress transformation
in Table 2.1.

® We also decided to differentiate between the behavioral quantities
from material properties. Stress, strain and their integrals (stress
resultant, etc.) are the behavioral quantities, and are all second
rank tensors. Stiffness and compliance and their integrals (e.g.,
in-plane modulus) are material properties, and are fourth rank
tensors. Strength parameters F;; and G;; are also fourth rank
tensors. We have properties which are second rank tensors such as
thermal and moisture expansion coefficients and the strength
parameters F; and G;.

The separation above is useful for composite materials. For the
behavioral quantities, we are usually interested in the on-axis stress or
strain using the transformation from a fixed reference, off-axis co-
ordinate system, say, the 1-2 axes. We normally go from the off-axis to
the on-axis of a ply. For the material properties, we are interested in
the off-axis properties from the on-axis orientations. It is the opposite
of the stress, strain, etc. We let the material rotate while we stay fixed
at the same reference coordinate system. The rotation is 6 for uni-
directional composites; v for laminated composites; see Figure 4.12 for
the rigid body rotation. The angle 6 is also used for the transformation
of stress and strain. The latter 6 has the opposite meaning because it is
intended to go from the off-axis to the on-axis. The transformation
equations are listed separately in this Appendix. The opposite meaning
of the angle of transformation is included in the equations. No sign
change is necessary.

appendix A 4356

3. transformation of o, N;, M,

Listed in this section are the transformation of stress and their integrals
from the off-axis, 1-2 coordinate system to the on-axis, 1'-2' coordinate
system.* Three formulations for the stress transformation will be given;
viz., the power, and the multiple angle and the invariant functions. The

transformation of the stress integrals can be done by direct substitution
of N; or M; for a;.

table A.1
“stress’’ transformation in power functions
g % %
o/ m2 ne 2mn
o5’ n? m? -2mn
gy | ~mn Cmn m?-n?

m=cos@, n=smé

table A.2
“stress’’ transformation in multiple angle
functions
p q9 r
o'l / cos2b sin28
a;/ / - cos28 - sin26
g/ : —sin28 —cos28
h 1
where r —5(01 +0,)
=1 ’
q —"2"(01 —0,) (A.5)
r = gg

*The on-axis coordinates were the x-y for the unidirectional composite; and the X-y; coordinates
for the i-th ply in a laminate. !
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table A.3
“stress’”’ transformation in invariant functions
7 R
oyl / cos2(8-8,)
a! / -cos2(8-6,)
! - 8sin2(8-8y)
where 1 = p==(0; +0,)

R =Vg@+r (A.6)

1 r_1 . 4r_1 _14q
0, = —tan! —=—sin"! —===cos™! +
¢ 2 q 2 R 2 R
4. transformation of ¢;, €7, k;
table A.4
“‘strain’’ transformation in power functions
€ €2 €s
€' m? n? mn
< n? m? -mn
e | ~2mn 2mn m2-n?
table A.5
“strain’’ transformation in multiple angle
functions
P q r
A / cos28 sin28
' / -cos28 ~sin28
&' -2sin28 2cos28

j
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where p= —;—(el +e,)
_1. |
q —3(61 —€3) (A7)
r =1
) 6
table A.6
“‘strain’’ transformation in invariant functions
I R
€/ / cos2(8-8,/
&/ , / ~cos2(8-6p)
&' -2sin2(6-6, )

Il

where 1 p=%(e1 +e€,)

R =vVg@+r (A.8)

i

1
JogE
o)
=

I

i

6,

5. transformation of Q;;, A, 8,,, D;;, G, Hy;

ifr ¥i,

These are material properties of the fourth rank tensor. The transforma-
tion goes from the 1'-2' to. the 1-2 coordinate system. This transforma-
tion can also be viewed as subjecting the composite material through a
rigid body rotation while the observer remains fixed at the 1-2 co-
ordinate system. We do not distinguish between the on-axis and off-axis
here because the starting point (8 =y = 0) may not be on the material
symmetry axes. The material can be anisotropic. Angle 6 or v is
measured from the 1-2 to the 1'-2’ axes, havmg posmve value 1f the
rotation is-counterclockwise: :
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table A.7
“stiffness”’ transformation in power functions
@ Ore Q2 Qes - Qe Cre
@y m* n* 2mn2 4méne -4m3n ~4mn?
Qpp n* m* emen? 4m2n* 4mn?3 4Im3n
[ mén*  m*n* m*+n* ~4mén®  2(m3n-mn3) 2(mn3-m3n)
Qss | m*n*  m®n® -2m*n? (m®-n%)°  2(m*n-mn®) 2(mn*-m*n)
Qe | m®n  -mn® mn’-m’n 2(mn’-m’n) m*-3min®  3min2-n*
Qe mn® -m’n  m®n-mn® 2(m*n-mn® 3m?n?-p* m*-3m®n® i
where m = cos@ = cosy, = sinf = siny
table A.8 A
, “‘stiffness” transformation in multiple angle functions
/ Ul uf u 7
a, Y cos28 cos48  -2sin28  -sindé
@z 17 -cos28 cos48 2sin28 -sin 46
@, Uy -cos48 sin48
Qse Us - cos4é sin48
[ %+ sin2¢ sin4é cos26 cos48
@os ;’ sin26 - sin4é cos28 -cos48
where :
1
U; =§[3Q1’1 +3032 +20Q5, +4046] = U,
1 .
U, =-§ (01, — Q.1 = U,cos20 + 2Usin20
U} =§[Q1'1 + Q22 — 201, —4Q¢¢] = Uscos40 + U, sind6
1
U«; =§[Q1'1 +Q2'2 +6Q1'2 *‘4Qé6] =U, (A.9)
1
Us =§[Q1'1 + Q32 =201, +4Q%¢] = Us
1 1 .
Us =5[Q{6 + 056l = —3 U,sin20 + Ugcos26
1 .
Uiy ==1[Q16 — Q361 = —Ussind@ + U,cos4d

)
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table A.9 )
“stiffness” transformation in invariant functions
Q, Y, C052(6+8,) cos4(8+5,)
Q2 17 -cos2(6+8,) cos4(8+8,)
@ U - cos4(8+8,)
Pse Us - cos4(8+8,)
Qs “ £ sin26+8,) sind(6+6,)
Qre £ sin2(6+8,) -sin4(68+8,)
where R, = vV U;? +4U¢?
2U¢
61 = '1' tan—l —
- 5 U
(A.10)
R2 = vV U; 2 + U; 2
Us
82 = l tan_l —
4 U,
6. transformation of S;;, a;;, d;;, o, ﬁf i» 8ij0 Fij
table A.10
“‘compliance’’ transformation in power functions
S Sz Sie Ses Sis St
S, m* n? 2m%n® m%n® -2m’n -2mn?
S,e n? m* 2m?n* m?n? 2mn3 2m°n
Sip | mEn?  m*n* m*+n* -m®n® m3n ~mn? mn?-mn
Sss |4mZnZz  4m2pz -8m2n? (m2-n2)2  4(m°n-mn®) 4(mn*-m?n)
S, |2m°n  -2mn3 2(mn’-m’n) mn’-m’n m*-3m*n?  3Im?n?-n*
Sps |2mn®  -2m°n  2(m’n-mn?) m3n-mn3® 3m*n®*-n* m*~3m®n?

*Transformation equations are valid when g is symmetric.
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table A.11
“compliance” transformation in multiple angle functions
/ Ul us us v/
Su Uy cos2é cos48 -2sin28 —-sin48
S22 U, —-cos2b cos48 2sin28 ~sin48
 Sue Uy - —cos48 sin48
Ses Us -dcos48 g sin4é
Si6 sin28 2sin 46 2cos28 2cos48
S26 sin28 -2sin 48 2cos28 —2cos48
where
U, =-;—[3S{, + 38, +28i, +8le] = U,
U, = % (S}, — 84,1 = U,c0s20 + 2U,sin26
A =é[${, + 84, =251, —Sis] = Uscosdd + U, sindd
1 (A.11)
Us =§[S{1 +S’32 + 6S;2 "Sésl =U,
Uj = Z1S}: + 555 =250, +Sie) = Us
’ 1 t ! -
Ui =7 (86 +Siq] = —%UgstG + Ugcos26
1 1 ! ’ .
U, =Z[516 — 8261 =—Us;sindf + U, cos48

i
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table A.12
“compliance’’ transformation in invatiant functions
/ R, R,
Su 7 cos2(8+8) cos4(8+35,)
Sss U, -cos2(8+5) cos4(8 +é})
S,’ U4 -6054{0'/'8//
Sss U’ —40054(€+82/
Sis Sin2 (8+8,) 2s5in 4(8+8,)
S5 Sin2(8+8) ~2sin 4(8+5,)
where Ry = vV U;? +4U4?
2U¢
8, = Liant —
2 U,
(A.12)
R2 = v Uéz + U;2
L [ i Us
6, = Lan —_
4 3
7. transformation of G;
- table A.13
“strength in strain” transformation in power
functions
6/ 63 6é
G, m2 n2 -2mn
Gs né m2 2mn
Gg mn -mn mé-p?
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table A.14

*’strength in strain’ transformation in multiple

angle functions

pl ql r! -
G, / cos28 - sin26
G2 / - cos28 sin28
Ge sin26 -cos28
where p = %(G{ + G,)
[ 1 ] !
q' = (G —Gz)
2
r' = Gg
table A.15
“strength in strain” transformation in invariant
functions
I R
Gy / cos 2(8+68p)
G, / - cos2(6+6,)
65 51772{&*50/
where I = p=—;-(Gl +G,)

4 / qlz +rI2

'~
~

B |—

N =

tan

-Q‘I\
A~
o
(o]
w
Wl

1
2

(A13) .

(A.14)

8. transformation of F,, «;, §;
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where

table A.16

“strength in stress’’ transformation in power
functions
/ / /
Z & %

£ m?2 n? -mn

) n? m? mn

Fs 2mn -2mn mé-p2
table A.17

*““strength in stress’’ transformation in multiple

angle functions

pl ql o ,/7
£ / cos28 ~sin26
17 / —cos 26 sin28
A 2sin26 2cos 28
P =3F +F})
2
[ 1 r !
q == —F,)
2
A
r'==F
2 6
table A.18
“strength in stress”’ transformation in invariant
functions
7 R
£ / cos2(8+68,)
5 / ~cos2(8+68y)
Fs 2sin2(8+8p)

(A.14)
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where

p=%(F1 +F,)

‘/qlz +r12

www.polycomposite.ir.

(A.15)

To convert

~appendix B
unit conversion tables

1. ;s Qil’ A;;, PPN Into Nm" #/inz . kgf/mm’
1 Pa=1Nm™ Nm™ 1 6.89; +3 9.81; +6
#/in? .145; —3 1 1.42; +3
kgf/mm? 102; —6 703; —3 1
* To convert g1 ' L gl 211
2. Si]’ Fp, o, . Into (Nm™) (#/in*) (kgf/mm*)
(Nm™2)! 1 .145; =3 102; —6
(#/in?)™ 6.89; +3 1 .703; —3
(kgf/mm?)!  9.81; +6 142; 43 1
To convert - - . -
3. F, o (Nm2)>  (#/in?) > (kgf/mm?)
Nm™2)” 1 210; 9 104; —15
(#[in?) 475, +6 1 49.4; —9
(kgf/mm?) 202; +6 1

96.2; +12

et
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To convert

To convert ’ ) 8. D ' Nm - #in kgf-mm
4. N, 4, Into N/m #/in kgf/mm Into
1J=1Nm Nm 1 112, 0 9.80; —3
N/m 1 175; +3 9.81; +3 #in 8.85: 0 ) 86.8: —3
#fin > 26.0: 0 kef-mm 102; 0 1150 1
kgf/mm .102; 3 17.8;, —3 1
To convert A To convert -1 . -1 i -1
5. oy ay Into m/N in/ # mm/kgf 9. 8, dy Into (Nm) (#in) (kgf-mm)
m/N ) 5713 .102; =3 1 (Nm)™ 1 8.85; 0 102; 0
in/# 175,43 1 17.8; =3 (#in)™ B 112; 0 1 11.5; 0
mm/kgf 9.81; +3 56.0; 0 1 (kgf-mm) 9.80; —3 86.8; —3 1
To convert ’ To convert - — o
6. M, B, Info : N , # kef 10. k, Into m in mm
) . m™! 1 394; 0 1; +3
N 1 4.45; 0 9.81; 0 , | o 954: =3 ’ 25.4. 0
# 225, 0 1 2.20; 0 v : - T 30.4: —3 X
kef .102; 0 A454; 0 1 . ’ o
To convert L " . &
7. 8 Into N # kef
N1 1 225; 0 102; 0
#1 4.45; 0 1 454; 0

 kef™! 9.81; 0 2.20; 0 1

H|
|
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Activation energy, 340
Aluminum, 291
Aramid, 396
Aramid/epoxy, 19
Axisymmetry, 395

Balance
of energy, 330, 335
of mass, 334
Bending

three-point, 208
vibration, 215
Boron, 378, 397, 401
Boron/epoxy, 19, 397, 416
Boundary conditions, 337, 353, 382,
387
Boundary displacement, 384, 385

. Bundle, 407

failure strain, 407
strength, 408

Chemical shrinkage, 345
Compliance, 13, 19, 343
coupling, 226
in-plane, 120, 226, 345
flexural, 176, 226
off-axis, 88
Composite
density, 379, 380
mass, 379
stress, 381, 383
strain, 381, 384
volume, 377 - -
Compression
fongitudinal, '§
transverse, §

index

Compressive strength
longitudinal, 282
transverse, 283

Concentric cylinder model, 394, 395

Constituent
average stress in, 381
average strain in, 381
compliance of, 386
constitutive relations of, 386

Crosslinking, 345

Cumulative distribution, 408

Cure
process, 345
temperature, 345

Curing
curvature, 348
in-plane strain, 348
strain, 346

Curvature, 169, 173

Design, 310

Displacement
in-plane, 6
out-of-plane, 171

Elastic moduli, 377
Elastic range, 416
Engineering constants, 13, 19
flexural, 177
in-plane, 121
off-axis, 97
Environmental change, 334
Epoxy, 397
Equilibrium state, 400



452 index

Expansion coefficients, 352
hygrothermal, 377
swelling, 334, 352, 403
thermal, 342, 344, 354

Fabrication
process, 345
stress, 345
Failure, 280, 405
modes, 419
ply, 35
ultimate, 159
Failure criteria, 278
maximum strain, 159, 279
maximum stress, 159, 279
quadratic in strain, 287
quadratic in stress, 280
von Mises, 280, 286
Failure envelope
in strain space, 291
in stress space, 288
Fiber )
bending stiffness, 415
density, 378
diameter, 378
failure strain, 408
length, 407
modulus, 378
strength, 378, 408
Fick’s equation, 336
First ply failure, 34, 159, 306
approximate envelope, 315
envelope, 311
Flexural strength, 35
'Fourier’s equation, 335

!

Gamma function, 427
Gas constant, 340
Geometric factors for
coupling modulus, 234, 237
flexural modulus, 180, 237
in-plane modulus, 124, 237
Glass, 378, 397
Glass/epoxy, 19, 339) 382
Graphite, 378 J/
Graphite/epoxy, 19, 339, 397
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Heat conduction, 330
Honeycomb core, 179

Hybrid, 213

Hygrothemal properties, 340, 400

Index
free, 218
summation, 218
Interaction, 280, 284
Interface, 405
strength, 365, 417
yielding, 412
Invariants of
compliance, 92, 93
in-plane modulus, 129
modulus, 75, 76
strain, 54
stress, 41

Kevlar, 378
Kevlar/epoxy, 19

Laminate
angle-ply, 136, 200
anti-symmetric, 249, 357
balanced, 137
code, 116
cross-ply, 131, 189, 239
general, 217
general bidirectional, 149
general Pi/4, 146
homogeneous, 226
quasi-isotropic, 142
sandwich, 167, 194
symmetric, 115, 227
unsymmetric, 239, 354

Linear combinations of
compliance, 92
modulus, 73
strain, 53
stress, 39

Load sharing, 405

Loading path, 60, 313

Local buckling, 414

Local shear failure, 416 .
Longitudinal damage growth, 406

Mass fraction, 379, 380
Material symmetry axes, 70, 330
Matrix

moduli, 392

shear strength, 419

tensile strength, 417
Maximum shear stress, 48
Mechanical strain, 342
Micromechanics, 377
Minimum fiber volume fraction, 413
Modulus, 14, 20

coupling, 223

flexural, 173, 223

in-plane, 118, 223

off-axis, 66, 77
Mohr’s circle for

flexural modulus, 181

in-plane modulus, 129

modulus, 88

strain, 57, 60

stress, 42, 46
Moisture, 352

absorption, 337, 400

concentration, 333, 401

concentration gradient, 333

content, 337

desorption, 337

diffusion, 331

effects of, 362
Moment, 169, 219

bending, 170

twisting, 170
Moment-curvature relations, 169, 174, 220

Nonmechanical
curvature, 349
moment, 350
strain, 342, 401
stress resultant, 350
Normal coupling, 69, 100, 122, 152
Normalizing factor, 185
Notation, 3, 8

index 453

" Off-axis configuration, 32

On-axis configuration, 32
Optimum strength, 311, 411

Parallel axis theorem, 256
Phase angle in transformation of
compliance, Appendix A

in-plane modulus, 130
modulus, Appendix A

strain, 54

stress, 41
Ply

failure, 35

group number, 127

number, 182

orientation, 71

strain, 157

stress, 157
Poisson’s ratio

fiber, 397

in-plane, 122

longitudinal or major, 10

matrix, 397

transverse or minor, 11
Pre-exponential factor, 340
Prepreg, 345
Principal direction, 47
Principal stress components, 47
Probability density function, 426
Probability of survival, 424

Relative humidity, 340

Representative volume element, 379, 415
Residual strain, 348

Residual stress, 345

Rigid body rotation, 62
Rule-of-mixtures, 127, 390, 392

Shear coupling, 69, 204

Shear modulus, 389
in-plane, 121, 154
longitudinal, 12, 390
secant, 416
transverse, 399
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Shear strength, 419
Sizing, 310
Specific gravity, 401
Specific heat, 334
Specific moisture concentration, 334
Stacking sequence, 116
Stiffness, 1, 18
Strain, 2, 6
compatibility, 391
generalized, 228
in-plane, 119
off-axis, 66
on-axis, 66
Strain-displacement relations, 6, 50, 172
Strain energy density, 16, 385
Strength, 288, 405
in-plane, 306
off-axis, 299
off-axis shear, 300
Strength distribution, 410
mean, 416
standard deviation, 416
Strength parameters
in strain, 287, 294
in stress, 281, 293
linear, 281
quadratic, 281
Strength ratio, 31, 302
Stress, 2
applied, 383
average, 3, 116
average fiber, 394
,average matrix, 394
equivalent, 349
local, 3
off-axis, 34, 66
on-axis, 34, 66
Stress concentration factor, 417, 419
Stress partitioning parameters, 394, 398
Stress relaxation, 418
Stress resultant, 120, 219
Stress-strain relations, 2, 8
in-plane, 116, 219
off-axis, 66, 68
on-axis, 13, 66
Successive ply failures, 34
Swelling strain, 349, 401
Symmetry, 280
compliance and modulus, 16, 101
general orthotropic, 32
isotropic, 17

Symmetry:

material, 9

midplane, 116, 243
orthotropic, 10, 59, 149
square symmetric, 17, 58
transversely isotropic, 344

Temperature, 330, 401
effects of, 363
gradient, 330
stress-free, 355
Tensile strength
longitudinal, 282
transverse, 282
Tension
longitudinal, §
transverse, 5
Thermal
conductivity, 330
diffusivity, 334
moment, 347
strain, 349
stress resultant, 347
Transformatjon equations for
compliance, 89
concentration gradient, 333
coupling compliance, 270
coupling modulus, 270
flexural modulus, Appendix A
heat flux, 332
in-plane modulus, Appendix A
modulus, 69, 74
moisture diffusion coefficient, 334
moisture flux, 332
strain, 52
stress, 38
temperature gradient, 332
thermal conductivity, 332
Transverse crack propagation, 406
Transverse plane strain bulk modulus, 399

Ultimate strength, 35
Unidirectional composite, 1

Void fraction, 380
Volume fraction
fiber, 379
ply, 127

Volumetric strain, 344

Weibull distribution, 408, 425
scale parameter, 425
shape parameter, 411, 425

Weighting factor, 183

Width ratio, 387

Width-to-thickness ratio, 354

Yield stress, 362

Young’s modulus
in-plane, 121, 154
longitudinal, 10
transverse, 10

index 455
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